
From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 1:11 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony - 534 SE 46th Ave_Linsey Owens

Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation,
reasonably
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use
Oregon Relay
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Linsey Owens [mailto:linseyowens@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 12:46 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission; Stockton, Marty 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony - 534 SE 46th Ave_Linsey Owens

Hi Folks,

I would like to submit testimony on the comp plan proposal for SE 46th & 47th 
Street.   It's an emotional statement and plea, since it's our home and community that 
we could be loosing if this does not pass.   

We are in full support of this zone change from R5 to R2.5.  We have been 
homeowners on this block since 2005 and have been living in a tiny wonderful historic 
1913 home on an unused large lot that stretches from 46th to 47th.  We have street 
access on both sides and we are one of only a few lots that has this much property.  It's 
odd and it's about time we are able to do something with this old property.  

Our intentions if this passes:  We don't plan to sell this to a developer, but rather allow 
our growing family to remain in our neighborhood.  We love the schools and resources 
and don't wish to move away just due to a lack of space when there is so much 
opportunity in my backyard.  We have been working with the city and land use division 
for several years now and subdividing and building a respectful historic looking home is 
the only way to go to honor this neighborhood.  We would like to keep our current tiny 
home to rent out and add additional housing or for our mother in-law.  

Through exploration of land use work, we can prove there are enough resources, 
parking and neighborhood support to change this zone and build a primary single family 
home.  
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As for the rest of the street, we support this rezone with other properties too, as there 
are only a few homes left that don't already have 2 homes on them.  This street 
was designed in the early 1900's to contain 2 homes on each lot.  We have even found 
pipes sticking out of the end of our property as if there could have been a home there at 
one time.  If anyone takes a close look - this is really a "low impact" change. If anything, 
it improves the cohesion and appearance of the street.  A zone change will only impact 
a few properties like mine, and again, we don't plan to sell to a developer.  I would 
rather have the changes made to the neighborhood be made by homeowners vs. 
developers.  If this is delayed any longer I fear many homeowners will get fed up and 
sell to a developer.  

I urge you to consider this long-time-coming change for our street.  It means the world 
to my family and the ability to stay in our community.  

If this does not pass, my large yard that has been sitting for 100 years will continue to 
sit. My family will need to move away from a special needs school that my son goes to 
and we will miss our community that we have lived in for a very long time.  Community 
is not easy to rebuild, so I ask you again... let us build.  Please rezone this street.

Many thanks,

Linsey 
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Tuesday, January 13, 2015 9:13 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: Comprehensive Plan Draft comments

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Anjala Ehelebe [mailto:aehelebe@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 8:46 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Draft comments

January 8, 2015

City of Portland Bureau of Planning
Comprehensive Plan Comments
psc@portlandoregon.gov

We of the Woodlawn Neighborhood Association voted on January 7, 2015 to approve this letter containing our concerns  
about proposed projects in the draft Comprehensive Plan.

Environmental:  
*       We are against turning green spaces in the Riverside and Broadmoor golf courses into industrial areas.
*       Concerns about N. and NE Portland’s already compromised air quality (due to the freeway, existing industry, the 
auto racetrack and airport) being further compromised by creating more industrial zones in N. and NE 
Portland.  They would definitely increase the number of heavy trucks through the neighborhood.
* Concerns and about not converting valuable green spaces into industrial areas.  
* Also, Woodlawn is greatly against changing the zoning of the current nature reserve and salmon hatchery West 
Hayden Island to allow an industrial port facility.  
* Plans for creating industrial areas along Lombard and Columbia go against the need to develop affordable 
housing.

Safety:  
* Deep concerns about the many volatile items being shipped on trains through our neighborhoods and the very real 
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potential for explosions or environmental catastrophe. There are large ethanol and alcohol tanks near 33th Ave. 
and over a dozen propane tanks at Amerigas, all along the train tracks.  
* Shipping oil, gas, ammonia, coal, or flammable liquids by train carries risk.  The Comprehensive Plan proposes 
adding another track.  (Kenton Rail Line project).  This additional track could increase shipping of these volatile 
and explosive cargos at higher speeds.
* We have grade schools and residences extremely close to the tracks.  Our neighborhood center, the Triangle, is 
well within the blast radius if an explosive derailment happened at 11th and Lombard.
* We have been informed that a natural gas pipeline is in the road next to the tracks. Portland officials have said 
they have no plan in place for dealing with an explosive derailment.  

Transportation: A proposed plan for a bridge over the train tracks near 11th or 13th would need closer examination.  
This 
bridge could be a good thing, allowing emergency vehicles to cross from south to north without having to detour to 
MLK 
when a train is on the tracks. 

Institutional Campus Zones: We have concerns about this proposed new zoning as to how it could increase the ability of 
a 
school to expand into residential areas and its effects on parking.  

We like the "Concordia Flats" idea proposed by Garlynn Woodsong, co-chair of the NECN Land Use and 
Transportation 
Committee.
We have concerns about maintaining housing affordability with infill.  The typical infill being built is out of scale and 
not 
affordable by those with median incomes.
Our Woodlawn Historic Design area overlay is mainly ignored when folks want to build, and we run the risk of losing 
historic 
Queen Annes to "blah" townhouses, as in Eliot. 

Submitted by Anjala Ehelebe, Chair, Woodlawn LUTC
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January	12,	2015	
	
	
	
City	of	Portland	
Planning	and	Sustainability	Commission	
1900	SE	4th	Avenue,	Suite	7100	
Portland,	OR	97201	
	
Re:	Sunnyside	Neighborhood	Association	Board	Resolutions	to	Inform	the	2035	
Comprehensive	Plan	Update	
	
	
Dear	Planning	and	Sustainability	Commission,	
	
Following	Sunnyside	Neighborhood	Association	(SNA)	land	use	and	transportation	
committee	meetings,	Board	meetings,	and	a	recent	general	meeting	attended	by	a	packed	
room	of	neighborhood	residents,	the	SNA	Board	passed	the	following	Resolutions	to	
inform	the	2035	Comprehensive	Plan	Update.			
	
To	accompany	new	residences	along	the	corridors,	the	SNA	Board	urges	the	City	to	grow	
Belmont	Street	and	Hawthorne	Boulevard	in	a	well‐planned	fashion	and	with	
neighborhood	input	by:	
	

 Leading	a	community	planning	effort	for	the	neighborhood	area	to	update	the	
previous	community	plan	developed	several	decades	ago.	
	

 Developing	community	design	guidelines	for	southeast	Portland,	directing	
corridor	development	applications	through	the	Portland	Design	Commission	or	
southeast	Portland	community	design	guidelines,	and	providing	neighborhood	
notification	and	input.	

	
To	accompany	new	residences	along	the	corridors	and	accommodate	the	increasing	
population	in	the	Sunnyside	Neighborhood,	the	SNA	Board	urges	the	City	to	create	more	
inner	southeast	open	space	areas	for	our	residents	to	recreate	and	relax,	including	pocket	
parks	and	a	community	center.	
	
To	accompany	new	residences	along	the	corridors,	the	SNA	Board	urges	the	City	to	make	it	
safer	to	get	across	our	busy	streets	on	foot	by	increasing	pedestrian	crossing	
improvements	across	Belmont	Street	and	Hawthorne	Boulevard,	and	along	César	E.	
Chávez	Boulevard.	
	
The	SNA	Board	urges	the	City	to	help	protect	potentially	historic	buildings	by	immediately	
updating	the	Historic	Resource	Inventory	in	the	neighborhood	and	applying	historic	
preservation	tools	to	all	applicable	buildings	on	Belmont	Street	between	SE	33rd	and	38th		
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Avenues	and	Hawthorne	Boulevard	between	SE	35th	Avenue	and	César	E.	Chávez	
Boulevard.	
	
To	accompany	new	residences	along	the	corridors,	the	SNA	Board	urges	the	City	to	help	
preserve	a	mix	of	incomes	and	household	sizes	in	our	neighborhood	by:	
	

 Supporting	community	land	trust	purchases	of	housing	for	programs	that	offer	
affordable	long‐term	leases	below	market	rate.	
	

 Providing	a	4th	floor	building	height	bonus	if	developers	provide	the	community	
benefit	of	below	market‐rate	housing	units.	

	
 Developing	tools	to	encourage	the	building	of	family‐friendly	rental	units.	

	
To	further	activate	Hawthorne	Boulevard,	southeast	Portland’s	“main	street”,	with	new	
residences	and	local	businesses,	the	SNA	Board	urges	the	City	to:	
	

 Apply	a	Comprehensive	Plan	mixed‐use	designation	along	the	north	side	of	
Hawthorne	Boulevard	between	SE	28th	&	49th	Avenues	limiting	buildings	to	3‐
stories	or	38	feet	by	right	with,	potentially,	a	4th	or	5th	story	bonus.	
	

 Avoid	a	“wall	effect”	along	Hawthorne	Boulevard	by	having	the	4th	and	5th	story	
bonuses	stepback	in	the	front	and	the	back	of	buildings.	
	

To	further	activate	Belmont	Street	with	new	residences	and	local	businesses	while	
acknowledging	that	it	is	narrower	than	Hawthorne	Boulevard	and	designated	a	
neighborhood	corridor,	the	SNA	Board	urges	the	City	to:	
	

 Apply	a	Comprehensive	Plan	mixed‐use	designation	along	Belmont	Street	between	
SE	28th	&	33rd	Avenues	and	between	SE	38th	&	49th	Avenues	limiting	buildings	to	3‐
stories	or	38	feet	by	right	with,	potentially,	a	4th	story	bonus.			
	

 Apply	a	Comprehensive	Plan	mixed‐use	designation	along	Belmont	Street	between	
SE	33rd	&	38th	Avenues	to	all	parcels	currently	with	a	Comprehensive	Plan	
commercial	designation	limiting	buildings	to	3‐stories	or	38	feet	by	right	with,	
potentially,	a	4th	story	bonus.			

	
 Avoid	a	“wall	effect”	along	Belmont	Street	by	having	the	4th	story	bonus	stepback	

in	the	front	and	the	back	of	a	building.	

	
Thank	you	for	your	consideration	of	these	Resolutions.	
	
Sincerely,	
	
Sunnyside	Neighborhood	Association	
	
	
Cc:		Mayor	Hales	and	Commissioners	Fish,	Fritz,	Novick	and	Saltzman	
								Susan	Anderson,	Portland	Bureau	of	Planning	and	Sustainability	Director	
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, January 12, 2015 10:26 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Zoning Change

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Jan Behrs [mailto:janbehrs@comcast.net]  
Sent: Sunday, January 11, 2015 3:21 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Cc: Ron Fonger; Aebi, Andrew; Jan Behrs; Frederiksen, Joan 
Subject: Zoning Change

January 11, 2015
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
 
Good morning --
 
During the public review period for the proposed draft map of Portland's Comprehensive Plan Update, the owners of 
properties at 6825 SW 45th Ave. [Bella Vista, Block 2, Lots 1-6] and 6737 SW 45th Ave. [Bella Vista, Block 1, 
Lots 8-10] request that PSC consider changing the current R7 zoning to R2. Southwest Florida Street, the western 
half of which has been vacated by St. Luke's Lutheran Church, is an unpaved stub that runs between the two 
addresses. R2 zoning is consistent with surrounding zoning, which includes commercial development and 
multifamily housing along SW Vermont Street, as well as the SW Community Center at Gabriel Park, directly 
across SW 45th Avenue from the properties. 
 
The properties are better suited to multifamily development rather than single-family homes for many reasons, 
including:
--PBOT recommends against home driveways fronting on SW 45th Avenue, making single-family development 
moot.
--Square footage of both properties supports off-street parking spaces.
--Four bus stops for the #1 Vermont bus line serve the properties.
--SW 45th Avenue is a major traffic corridor and intersects with SW Vermont Street, another corridor on which both 
commercial and multifamily residential zoning already exists. 
--R2 zoning fulfills the SW Community Plan's original late-1990s map of the properties, which shows 
condominiums stretching from the northern border of 6737 through the southern border of 6825, which is SW 
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California Street.
--The proposed zone change is consistent with city and state planning and housing-density goals, transportation 
goals, and administrative rules.
--Sidewalks and stormwater planters are due to be installed along SW 45th Avenue and SW California Street in fall 
of 2015 as part of a LID that was approved by the city council in 2014 and includes these properties.
 
Thank you for your consideration of the proposed change,
 
Jan Behrs, 6825 SW 45th Ave., Portland, OR 97219; 503-245-4025, janbehrs@comcast.net
Ron Fonger, 6737 SW 45th Ave., Portland, OR 97219; 503-680-2433, fonger.ron@gmail.com
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 1:23 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Attachments: Scan0244.pdf

Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation,
reasonably
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use
Oregon Relay
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Evette Bowens [mailto:ebowens@johnsonrv.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 1:06 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Greetings:

My name is Evette Farrington Bowens and I live at 4014 NE 125th Place in Portland, OR  97230

Families living in homes they own move less often and build stronger community ties, weaving a tighter 
relationship between neighbors, the schools their children attend and the parks their families can 
enjoy.  This is the core that builds a strong and improving neighborhood and we want that future to be 
the future for Argay and for Riverwood.  Current R-3 multi-family zoning throughout the Argay 
Neighborhood has effectively eliminated new single-family development for quite a while.  The 
proposed land use changes under the current revision of the comprehensive plan could make that 
situation much worse by adding sites for offices and light industrial uses to our neighborhood, right 
across Shaver from where I live in Riverwood.

I ask that you reclassify all R-3 areas in Argay to R-5 single family.  And that you replace the proposed 
Mixed Employment areas:  #287, #288, #289 and #290 on the map, to R-5 single family.

Thank you,
Evette Bowens
4014 NE 125th Pl
Portland, OR  97230
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 1:51 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: testimony to comprehensive plan

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: Christine Colasurdo [mailto:c.colasurdo@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 1:15 PM
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Subject: testimony to comprehensive plan

Hello City of Portland,

I am writing to comment on the Comprehensive Plan. I've observed, along with other Portlanders, the 
disturbing rise in demolitions of historic properties approved quickly by the City of Portland. It's clear 
that developers are chomping at the bit to buy up properties to destroy them in the name of density. In 
the end, they're just looking to profit. And we Portlanders suffer with an ugly skyline and an erased 
architectural past.

As a wildlife advocate and someone who believes in historic preservation of architecture, I believe that 
increasing density is not always a good thing. Densification destroys wildlife habitat in the city. Many 
species survive in the neglected nooks and crannies of old properties and "vacant" lots. 

Densification also ruins the historic character of neighborhoods (I know this personally as my 
neighborhood, lacking a historic designation, has some unsightly infill.) 

Densification also contributes to landfill. Sometimes the most green strategy is to restore rather than 
destroy and rebuild.

It's my strong opinion that the Comprehensive Plan should safeguard historic properties as well as green 
spaces (even tiny ones that exist solely because of those historic properties). Portland is not just about 
Homo sapiens. Other species have a right to live here, too. If we push building sizes out to the edge of 
their lot boundaries, where do other species live?

1) PLEASE PUT DELAYS INTO THE PLANNING PROCESS REGARDING DEMOLITIONS.
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2) PLEASE RECONSIDER THE CONCEPT THAT ALL INFILL/DENSIFICATION IS GOOD FOR THE CITY. 

Thanks for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,
Christine Colasurdo
2776 SW Old Orchard Road
Portland, OR  97201
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 9:41 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comments for the record TSP and Comp Plan

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Ocken, Julie  
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 5:10 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: FW: Comments for the record TSP and Comp Plan

6316 Southwest Capitol Highway, Portland, OR 97239

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Frederiksen, Joan  
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 5:09 PM 
To: Duke, Courtney; Stein, Deborah; Novick, Steve; Nebel, Erika; Hales, Charlie; 
bob.stacey@oregonmetro.gov; Ocken, Julie 
Cc: baack@q.com; iosgoodroach@gmail.com; Igarta, Denver 
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Subject: FW: Comments for the record TSP and Comp Plan

From: Mike Roach <iosgoodroach@gmail.com> 
Date: January 6, 2015 at 15:57:17 PST 
To: courtney.duke@portlandoregon.gov, joan.freddickson@portlandoregon.gov 
Cc: deborah.stein@portlandoregon.gov, 
Steve.Novick@portlandoregon.gov,  erika.nebel@portlandoregon.gov, 
charlie.hales@portlandoregon.gov,  bob.stacey@oregonmetro.gov 
Subject: Comments for the record TSP and Comp Plan
Having reviewed the project list, we find a number of serious omissions of 
concern to the Hillsdale Business and Professional Association as well the 
Hillsdale Community Foundation (formerly Hillsdale Main Street).  

#1 - Hillsdale Town Center pedestrian improvements-  a large number of ped and 
bicycle improvements were approved as part of the Hillsdale Town Center plan in 
1997 approval. 

#2 - Hillsdale is at the focus of three SW Urban Trails as in the council-approved 
2000 Urban Trail Plan and the 2007 Red Electric Trail Plan.  We ask that the 
entire trail network and associated projects be included in the TSP.

We support the efforts to improve the SW Urban Trails Network as many people 
walk to Hillsdale to do their banking (On Point Credit Union opening in June), 
eat, drink coffee,  use the library,  take classes at the dance studio, attend school 
functions, go to school, buy at the Sunday farmers' market and buy clothing 
(shameless promotion!) among many others.  It is important that these routes that 
have been identified be improved to make them safer and more user- 
friendly.  The same may be said for our bicycle network.  We also support 
projects within the Town Center that will encourage people to walk and use their 
bicycles as one of the few ways to stretch our constrained parking capacity and 
thereby maintain the vitality of the business district. 

We also support the inclusion of the aggregated group of pedestrian and bicycle 
projects for the Hillsdale Town Center and its pedestrian district.  We have many 
streets that are not safely walkable.  That must change to make our community 
what we plan it to be.  We welcome safety improvements of all types, the sooner 
the better.

We are very supportive of the community effort to get the Red Electric Trail route 
option that will go from Hillsdale down SW Parkhill Drive and then under the 
Newbury Bridge and thence north over a new bridge on the east side of the 
Newbury and thence along SW Slavin Road.  We believe a large number of retail 
business customers will walk and ride to Hillsdale from the South Portland 
neighborhood if a safe route is provided.  We do not view the current Capitol 
Highway as a safe bicycle route for any but the most daring of bikers.

Without getting into the details, it is important that staff work with local informed 
citizens to refine the project definitions and re-cost them to make them more 
reasonable for the proposed efforts.

Lastly, we feel it is important that all Portlanders have access to safe walking and 
biking facilities, regardless of income or abilities.  
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We understand the significant challenges involved in comprehensive 
transportation planning without the aid of a crystal ball.  We look forward to 
working with you and being a constructive resource in sorting out the issues. We 
are confident that this will result in a better outcome for all concerned.

Sincerely, Mike Roach, co-owner of Paloma Clothing for thirty nine years and 
president of the Hillsdale Business and Professional Association
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:40 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Request Rezoning Review

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: GARY CLEVINGER [mailto:garyclevinger@comcast.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:36 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Cc: richard440@charter.net; Dave Clevinger 
Subject: Request Rezoning Review

Attention Planning and Sustainability Commission,

The email I am sending on behalf of my mother Mary M. Clevinger residing at 5904 SE 
89th Ave, Portland,Or 97266 (R221720) which is on 2 tax lots. She also owns the 2 tax 
lots next to her home (R221719). The (R221720) tax lots her home is on are zoned 
CMB and the vacant lots (R221719) are zoned R1. She is requesting a zoning change 
for the Vacant lots (R221719) to CMB, so they could be sold as 1 piece. She would 
appreciate your consideration on this matter.

Regards,
Gary Clevinger
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 1:51 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: 5904 SE 89th

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Rich Chisholm [mailto:richard440@charter.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 12:40 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission; Gary Clevinger; Dave Clevinger 
Subject: 5904 SE 89th

                                                                                                                                                                                            
                                                                                          1-06-2015

  Attention Planning and Sustainability Commission
   Chris  Garzello

This email I am sending you is on behalf of my mother 
Mary M Clevinger residing at 5904 SE 89th Ave Portland 
Or. 97266.  Property ID R221720, she also owns the 2 lots 
directly north of her home tax ID number R221719. Her 
home is Zoned CMB and the vacant lots are R1A. She 
would like these lots to be rezoned to the same zone as 
her other property. This would enable her to market the 
property as one commercial piece to maximize her return 
to her best advantage. Since they have established a 
commercial business right next to her home we feel this 
would be compatable with the adjacent propertys. We 
are not happy about locating a medical marajana facility 
next door to her home. We realize they are within there 
legal rights but with an 88 year old living next door, and 
there business hours running 7 days a week until 10pm 
we feel she may have to move sooner than exspected. 
We would appreciate your consideration on this matter.
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                        Thank you     Carol Clevinger-Chisholm
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 10:13 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: Zarod [mailto:fzarod@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 10:10 AM
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Subject: RE: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Sure.

3929 SE Wemoon
PDX 97202 

Many thanks

Planning and Sustainability Commission <psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:

>Hello Zarod,
>Thank you for your testimony to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I may include
your comments in the record and forward them to the PSC members, can you please email me your
mailing address as is required for all testimony?
>
>Thank you,
>julie
>
> 
>Julie Ocken
>City of Portland
>Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
>1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
>Portland, OR 97201
>503-823-6041
>www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
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>---------------------------------------------------------------
>To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
>---------------------------------------------------------------
>
>-----Original Message-----
>From: Zarod [mailto:fzarod@comcast.net] 
>Sent: Saturday, January 03, 2015 12:45 PM
>To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
>Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
>
>Greetings wonderful City of Portland workers!
>
>I live in the Woodstock area and recently attended 2 of the charatte meetings that occurred here.  I am 
very interested in the future development of the Woodstock area and would like to make a number of
>suggestions:
>
>1.  Any new construction in the Woodstock center, on Woodstock itself, should be limited to 4 stories 
and include step backs so as to maintain a sense of human proportion.  The possibility of up to 2 more 
stories might be acceptable if there is sufficient step back for both the front and rear of the building 
AND there is additional public amenity such as plaza space, underground parking, and other creative 
ideas.
>
>2. Presently, Woodstock village is lined with many parking lots. Sounds great to move these to the 
backs of buildings or other creative ideas and turn street facing property into shops and/or living/shop 
units.  
>However, parking space plans need to be realistic especially if dwellings are added.
>
>3.  I would like to see some kind of regulation of signage so that the area does not become a jumble of 
signs competing for attention.
>
>4.  The neighborhood could really use some additional small manufacturing options.  there are a few 
now but in order to achieve the
>20 minutes goal we need more places for people to walk to work that are not just retail shops (which 
don't hire that many people). However, small manufacturing sites need to be well blended with the 
village as a whole, not be on main street, and offer public amenities.
>
>5. Public transportation sites should be spruced up.
>
>Thank you so much for the work you are doing.  I'm not sure all of these comments are at all helpful as 
I know there is only so much that can go into the plan.  But these are my thoughts!
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:35 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Bruce Barbarasch [mailto:treeturtle@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, December 31, 2014 6:40 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Dear Planners, 
 
Thank you for your work on the plan. The map and supporting documents are interesting and 
well laid out. I generally support the vision of the plan and it's emphasis on sustainability, jobs, 
and "complete" neighborhoods.
I live in Sunnyside and feel that the  changes that have come to my neighborhood are generally 
acceptable, however I do have three concerns:
1. I am opposed to raising the height of buildings along Belmont St beyond three stories. I feel 
this creates too much of a canyon which creates dark spaces and casts shadows on neighboring 
homes. In addition, I would like to ensure that new buildings have a parking space for each 
residence. While I like to believe that people will walk, bike or bus to work, the reality is that 
people still have cars and will use them. Density is good, but it must fit reality and the reality is 
that too many cars creates problems.
2. I'd like to ensure that there are affordable homes/apartments built into new development, 
especially in the close in neighborhoods where the prices on dwellings continues to rise.
3. We need more green spaces- micro parks or parks created by knocking down some buildings. 
We especially kid-friendly spaces. It seems that every available space is being taken up by new 
construction- where will the children play? Where can a person go for solitude or recreation? 
Thanks for your consideration,

Bruce Barbarasch
3510 SE Alder St 
Portland, OR 97214
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DIERINGER’S PROPERTIES, INC. 
10505 SE 44th Ave,  Milwaukie OR  97222 

503-659-1402      Fax 503-659-1625 
 

 
December 30, 2014 
 
Planning Commission 
Portland Bureau of Planning and Sustainability 
1900 SW 5th Ave   #800 
Portland  OR  97204 
 
RE:   7940 SE Division St, 7940 WI/ SE Division St,  Portland 
 Tax Act Nos: R152138  &  R152139  
 
Dear Planning Commissioners, 
 
 The existing building on the above referenced property was constructed in approximately 1981.  
Dieringer’s Properties, Inc. purchased the property in 1989.  Since 1981 the property has always been 
constructed with the current 4,000sf commercial office building.   
 
 According the records on PortlandMaps.com, the commercial building north of our building and 
adjacent to Division St. has been constructed since approximately 1966.  Until recently this building had a 
small convenient store, a couple smaller retail type businesses along with what appears to be a residence 
on the second story.  So, since at least 1981 our property and the neighboring property have been 
operating consistent with commercial business uses. 
 
 It has been brought to our attention that the current construction and use of our property is non-
conforming to the existing R1 zoning.  Because of the history of our property, our property being adjacent 
to another property with existing business uses, and our property being across the street from a PCC 
campus, we respectfully request our property be considered to be rezoned to the conceptual CM2 zone 
being considered by the Planning Commission so that our property is in compliance accordingly.   
 
Thank you 
 
 
Truly, 
 
 
Eugene Dieringer 
President 
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Comment2349_2014.12.30_Gradin
 From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
 Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 3:01 PM

 To: Kovacs, Madeline
 Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of
Portland will provide translation, reasonably
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats
to persons with disabilities. For
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me,
City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: deloresgradin@comcast.net [mailto:deloresgradin@comcast.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 2:57 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

I am a homeowner in the Riverwood Community of Argay. I want to see all the R-3 
zoned land in the neighborhood reclassified to R-5 and the Mixed Employment areas 
(Change Numbers 287, 288, 289, and 290) reclassified to R-5.

Wesley E. Gradin
12604 NE Prescott Dr.
Portland, Or  97230

Page 1
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Tuesday, December 30, 2014 3:53 PM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: Testimony

Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation,
reasonably
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use
Oregon Relay
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Saeb Alkhatib [mailto:205gas@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2014 3:48 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Testimony

To whom it may concern:
Dear Sir/Madam

My name is Saeb Alkhatib. I am contacting you regarding the zoning of 9808 and 9810 SE 
Division st Portland 97266.

 I am requesting a Comprehensive Plan designation and zone that would make 
my gas station “conforming”.  As it currently exists in a CO zone, a gas station 
is a “non-conforming” use.
I am hopping that the  MUZ Project gets approved in the public hearings and 
the zone is changed, with my little knowledge about zones, to CE
If it was not, I would like the Zone, according to the existing zones, to be 
changed to CS or CG

my contact info

Saeb Alkhatib
9808 se Division st
Portland OR 97266
(503) 432 3738
(503) 762 2772
205gas@gmail.com

Thanks, and happy holidays 
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Saeb Alkhatib
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WOODSTOCK NEIGHBORHOOD 
ASSOCIATION, YOU CAN HELP REALIZE A 

NEW AND COMPELLING IDEA 
CONCERNING THE FUTURE OF YOUR 

UNIMPROVED STREETS! 
 

The report entitled “Roadway Not Improved:  
Unimproved Streets in Portland, An Exploration 

of Opportunities and Challenges” (2010) by 
Larke Planning, was developed in close 

collaboration with the WNA.  This document is a 
helpful summary of the current dilemma that 

the City of Portland faces in addressing its 
embarrassing unimproved streets.  However, this 

report neglected one possible option: 
 

JUST DON’T HAVE THE UNIMPROVED 
STREETS REMAIN STREETS! 

 
The Woodstock community does not need 

more streets; instead, it needs new residents, 
safe places to walk and bike, and other 

desirable shared amenities -- recreation and 
sports areas, parks, community gardens, and 

others to be brought to life. 
 

PROPOSAL 
  A typical block currently occupied by a 

largely-unused unimproved street is 50’ x 200’ – 
it’s just sitting there, doing nothing good.  There 
are plenty of existing streets in the Woodstock 

neighborhood for everyone to easily get by car 
where they need to go – there’s no demand or 
desire for more streets!  To increase the number 
of “usable” streets by bringing these streets up 
to required Portland city standards, at great 
cost and increased liability to the adjacent 

property owners, is not a priority at all.  
However, making good sensible forward-

thinking use of this vacant land is a high priority.  
For example, a 20’ easement could be created 

through each block to allow a walking and 
biking path, with some simple yet beautiful 

landscaping alongside the path.  As a result, 
two 30’ x 100’ lots would then be created for 
two houses to be built. The City of Portland’s 

“Skinny House” competition, and recent 
development inspired by that design challenge, 

has clearly demonstrated the potential for 
designing an affordable and attractive house 

on only a 25’ wide lot, and here the “extra” 5’ in 
width will significantly increase design options to 

make it attractive to builders and developers. 
 

Questions?  Comments?  Concerns? 
Proposal submitted by Jeff Hartnett 

503 621-6561; hartnett2740@comcast.net 
6224 NE Davis Street Portland 97213 

 
 

INSTEAD OF THE STATUS QUO, THE 
WOODSTOCK NEIGHBORHOOD CAN BEGIN 
TO USE ITS COMPLETELY UNNECESSARY AND 
VERY UNSIGHTLY UNIMPROVED STREETS TO 

INCREASE DENSITY BY INTRODUCING 
 

NEW HOUSING,  
 

WHICH WILL 
  

INCREASE THE 
TAX BASE, 

  
WHICH WILL BRING ADDITIONAL 

  

NEW 
NEIGHBORS  

 
AND A VARIETY OF 

   

SHARED 
AMENITIES  

 
TO THE WOODSTOCK 

COMMUNITY 
 

THIS PROPOSED IDEA WILL REQUIRE A LOT 
OF WORK AND COORDINATION TO 

BECOME A REALITY 
 

ARE YOU READY TO BEGIN? 
IF NOT, THOSE UGLY STREETS WILL 

CONTINUE TO BE A BLIGHT ON THE 
WOODSTOCK NEIGHBORHOOD 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2014 3:14 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehesive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Katherine Astala [mailto:astakath@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2014 3:03 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehesive Plan Testimony

Dear Sirs:
 
My homeowners association recently circulated proposed zoning changes which would affect 
our neighborhood greatly:  namely the land currently owned by Rossi Farms and a few other 
open spaces.  The indication is that many areas would be changed to R-3 (multi-story apartment 
buildings and possibly businesses, processing plants and transport businesses) from the current 
R-5 designation.  The neighborhood now is single family homes and low-rise apartment or condo 
units and a very pleasant place to live.  I do not wish to see it devastated by greatly increased 
traffic, especially business which would involve truck traffic.
 
Please change the R-3 zoned land to R-5, and also those mixed areas (numbers 287, 288, 289 and 
290) changed to R-5.
 
Katherine M. Astala
4312 NE 125th Place 
Portland, OR 97230-1208
 
 

Ord. 187832 Vol. 2.3.F, page 15818



1 
ARCHITECTURE • PLANNING • INTERIOR DESIGN 

PO BOX 82416 PORTLAND, OREGON 97282 (503)774-5005 F. (503)774-5335 sternarc@comcast.net 

 

ARCHITECT, INC

12/28/14    
 
Portland Bureau of Planning 
1900 SW 4th Avenue 
Portland Oregon, 
 
RE:  Comments on the Comprehensive  
Plan Update 
 
To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I am an architect and planner living in Eastmoreland where there has been a noticeable 
increase in demolitions and new construction of speculative housing in our neighborhood to 
replace the demolished housing.  The design quality of these new buildings with few 
exceptions, is poor.  In some cases, significant houses reflecting a high degree of design 
quality were demolished. Without exception, the newly constructed skinny houses are glaring 
deviations from the neighborhood character, for the scale as well as design quality. I am 
hoping that my neighborhood’s pursuit of a specific plan will address these issues. In the 
meantime, I offer the following comments on the Comprehensive Plan Draft . 

Key Directions 

Complete Neighborhoods  and One size Does Not Fit All “Plan and design to fit local 
conditions” is a concept I strongly support. However the “Five Portlands” aka Pattern Areas do 
not recognize the distinct characters of neighborhoods within the Inner Neighborhood Pattern. 

Also in Key Directions there is no reference to neighborhood associations in structuring public 
participation. Historically neighborhood associations are the designated contacts in land use 
review, requesting neighborhood planning and protecting Portland citizens from destructive 
impulses of urban freeway visionaries, the pressures of irresponsible development and 
careless abuse of environmental and cultural resources.  While admittedly varying in capacity, 
these organizations along with business associations (that are mentioned) the Neighborhood 
Associations need to be recognized as integral to ongoing success of formulation, 
implementation and enforcement of policies.  

Planning Goals and Policies  

 GP2-1 Community Involvement notably fails to mention Neighborhood Associations as 
primary vehicles or even participants for public participation in the planning process.  

 GP10.5 Land Use Designations. I support R7 designation east of SE 36th Avenue to SE Cesar 
Chavez Blvd.  This area is considered part of our neighborhood - its lot sizes, character of 
houses and streetscape essentially the same as the western portion of Eastmoreland. The 
impacts of skinny house development in this area is changing this character and undermining 
the wholeness of our neighborhood.   

Alternative development options.  

 I support ADU’s but do not support by- right zoning of R2.5 for corner lots  as long as they 
allow skinny houses.  In general, my objections to skinny houses are architectural and would 
consider allowing 2 units on a 5000 square foot lot if there were sufficient architectural controls 
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PO BOX 82416 PORTLAND, OREGON 97282 (503)774-5005 F. (503)774-5335 sternarc@comcast.net 

 

to insure that the two units provided the same architectural appearance as a single family 
house. 

I do not support skinny houses in Eastmoreland for the following reasons: 

 1. They are incompatible with existing architectural fabric of the neighborhood in the following 
ways: 

 A. Their garage doors dominate the front facades.  Almost all Eastmoreland houses have 
 garages in the rear of the property or in basement locations, partially sunken in the front 
 walls.  This dominance is also in conflict with Community Design Standards. 

 B. Their proportions (primarily vertical) are incompatible with the primarily horizontal 
 proportion of houses in the neighborhood. 

 C.  Their architectural detailing is minimal.   

2..  Their heights (necessary to obtain the square footages given the small footprint) reduce 
solar access to adjoining lots. 

3.  They do not offer more affordability compared to existing houses. 

4.  They are by nature energy inefficient given their large amount of exterior surface relative to 
their enclosed area.  

5.  They encourage demolition of existing houses which conflicts with Comp Plan Policy 441 
(Preservation Equity) and the retention of historic resources (4.36, 4.37, 4.38) This is also 
contrary to basic Sustainability goals of the Comp Plan. 

Summary  

1.  I believe that every neighborhood should have the opportunity to create a neighborhood 
plan based on the guidelines established in the Comp Plan.  

2.  Existing neighborhoods with historic character need to be preserved while allowing 
increased density in the form of accessory dwelling units rather than demolition and 
replacement by poorly designed houses which undermine neighborhood character.  
 
3.  Skinny houses should be banned as a form of achieving higher density. 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Respectfully,                                                                                                                                                   
 
                                                                                                 
 
 
Bruce Sternberg, AIA                                                           
President  
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TO:	   	  Portland	  Planning	  and	  Sustainability	  Commission,	  psc@portlandoregon.gov	  
FROM:	  Cully	  Association	  of	  Neighbors	  
RE:	   	  2035	  Comprehensive	  Plan,	  Proposed	  Draft	  
	  
The	  following	  recommendations	  were	  prepared	  by	  an	  ad	  hoc	  committee	  representing	  the	  
Cully	  Association	  of	  Neighbors,	  the	  Living	  Cully	  Coalition,	  Our	  42nd	  Avenue,	  and	  the	  Cully	  
Boulevard	  Alliance.	  	  They	  have	  been	  revised	  and	  approved	  by	  the	  Board	  of	  the	  Cully	  
Association	  of	  Neighbors.	  
	  
	  
Recommendations	  for	  themes	  and	  concepts	  to	  be	  incorporated	  into	  the	  Comp	  Plan	  
	  
A.	  Mitigating	  displacement.	  	  (Note:	  In	  August	  2012	  the	  City	  Council	  adopted	  the	  Cully	  
Main	  Street	  and	  Local	  Street	  Plan,	  including	  a	  resolution	  that	  “Directs	  the	  Bureau	  of	  
Planning	  and	  Sustainability	  and	  other	  bureaus	  to	  implement	  Portland	  Plan	  Action	  97	  by	  
using	  Cully	  as	  a	  case	  study	  for	  developing	  policies	  and	  strategies	  that	  anticipate	  and	  
address	  the	  displacement	  impacts	  of	  gentrification.	  	  This	  proactive	  approach	  will	  consider	  
the	  transformation	  of	  the	  Cully	  neighborhood	  over	  time.”	  	  We	  await	  action	  on	  this	  
resolution.)	  
	  

1. Assess	  the	  impact	  of	  projects,	  plans	  and	  investments	  on	  housing	  affordability	  
and	  displacement	  of	  residents	  and	  businesses.	  

a. The	  “impact	  analysis”	  tool	  introduced	  in	  Chapter	  5	  of	  the	  draft	  plan	  should	  be	  
strengthened	  and	  applied	  as	  an	  overarching	  policy	  covering	  the	  entire	  
Comprehensive	  Plan,	  and	  applying	  to	  all	  City	  bureaus.	  Significant	  projects,	  
plans	  and	  investments	  –	  including	  infrastructure	  investments,	  significant	  
zoning	  changes,	  planning	  designations	  (e.g.	  “Neighborhood	  Center”	  
designation)	  and	  private	  developments	  requiring	  land-‐use	  review	  –	  should	  
trigger	  an	  assessment	  of	  impacts	  on	  housing	  affordability	  and	  the	  
displacement	  of	  residents	  and	  businesses.	  

b. In	  cases	  where	  projects,	  plans	  and	  investments	  are	  projected	  to	  contribute	  to	  
displacement	  and	  loss	  of	  housing	  affordability,	  the	  impact	  analysis	  must	  
include	  proposed	  mitigation	  strategies	  and	  investments.	  	  

c. In	  the	  case	  of	  public	  projects,	  implementation	  of	  mitigation	  efforts	  must	  be	  
included	  in	  the	  project	  budget.	  

	  
2. Use	  land-banking	  as	  a	  tool	  to	  prevent	  displacement	  in	  gentrifying	  areas.	  

Remove	  residential	  and	  commercial	  properties	  from	  the	  private	  market,	  
particularly	  in	  neighborhoods	  that	  are	  now	  experiencing	  or	  are	  projected	  to	  
experience	  rising	  property	  values	  and	  rents,	  so	  that	  those	  properties	  can	  be	  
used	  for	  permanently	  affordable	  housing	  and	  commercial	  spaces	  (e.g.	  
through	  a	  land	  trust	  model).	  Explore	  a	  variety	  of	  tools	  to	  acquire	  properties,	  
including	  acquisition	  of	  foreclosed	  properties.	  

	  
B.	  Housing	  

1. Encourage	  permanently	  affordable	  housing	  models	  for	  both	  homeownership	  
and	  rentals.	  
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a. Throughout	  the	  plan,	  references	  to	  encouraging	  homeownership	  should	  add	  
an	  emphasis	  on	  permanently	  affordable	  homeownership	  opportunities	  (i.e.	  
community	  land	  trusts,	  limited-‐equity	  cooperatives),	  so	  that	  homes	  remain	  
affordable	  for	  future	  owners	  and	  subsidies	  are	  not	  lost	  when	  the	  initial	  
owners	  sell.	  

b. Ensure	  that	  subsidized	  rental	  units	  are	  permanently	  maintained	  as	  
affordable	  units.	  

	  
2. Pursue	  inclusionary	  zoning	  and	  other	  tools	  that	  create	  affordable	  units	  in	  new	  

market-rate	  housing	  developments.	  
The	  City	  should	  aggressively	  pursue	  tools	  such	  as	  inclusionary	  zoning	  that	  
create	  permanently	  affordable	  housing	  units	  in	  private	  developments	  –	  
through	  lobbying	  at	  the	  state	  level	  to	  lift	  the	  ban	  on	  inclusionary	  zoning,	  
implementing	  other	  existing	  models	  and	  developing	  new	  land	  use	  tools.	  

	  
3. Support	  development	  of	  smaller	  homes.	  

a. Support	  the	  development	  of	  smaller	  homes	  in	  single	  dwelling	  zones	  to	  
provide	  market-‐based	  affordable	  housing,	  accommodate	  a	  wider	  variety	  of	  
household	  sizes,	  decrease	  resource	  use	  and	  carbon	  impacts	  associated	  with	  
larger	  homes,	  and	  preserve	  the	  character	  of	  existing	  neighborhoods.	  

b. This	  could	  be	  accomplished	  by	  creating	  more	  flexible	  rules	  for	  accessory	  
dwelling	  units,	  allowing	  large	  old	  homes	  to	  be	  internally	  divided	  into	  small	  
units,	  and	  scaling	  Systems	  Development	  Charges	  based	  on	  home	  size.	  

c. Offer	  density	  bonuses	  in	  single	  dwelling	  zones	  in	  exchange	  for	  smaller	  home	  
sizes	  and/or	  permanently	  affordable	  housing.	  

d. Expand	  the	  palette	  of	  housing	  choices	  throughout	  the	  city,	  including	  family-‐
friendly	  development	  in	  high	  density	  zones	  and	  small	  households	  in	  single	  
dwelling	  zones.	  

	  
C.	  Neighborhood	  economic	  development	  

	  
1. Stability	  as	  an	  overarching	  economic	  development	  goal	  

To	  prevent	  displacement	  of	  vulnerable	  small	  businesses,	  add	  “stability”	  	  as	  a	  
foundational	  citywide	  goal	  for	  economic	  development.	  

	  
2. Neighborhood	  businesses	  and	  industrial	  policy	  

Strategies	  for	  industrial	  economic	  development	  should	  more	  thoroughly	  
integrate	  neighborhood	  district	  businesses	  to	  find	  economic	  synergies.	  As	  the	  
city	  seeks	  to	  replace	  foreign-‐made	  goods	  and	  services	  in	  industrial	  processes,	  
neighborhood	  district	  businesses	  should	  be	  supported	  to	  fill	  niches	  in	  
industrial	  supply-‐chains.	  

	  
3. Equitable	  access	  to	  employment	  

Strategies	  for	  employment	  land	  should	  account	  for	  equitable	  access	  to	  
employment,	  particularly	  in	  the	  Columbia	  Corridor.	  Equitable	  access	  can	  be	  
defined	  in	  terms	  of	  transportation	  access	  for	  incumbent	  populations	  in	  
economically	  vulnerable	  communities.	  Additionally,	  equitable	  access	  should	  
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include	  the	  concentration	  of	  employment	  and	  business	  development	  
resources	  in	  historically	  underserved	  communities,	  in	  order	  to	  help	  
disadvantaged	  community	  members	  more	  easily	  find	  employment	  or	  open	  
businesses.	  

4. Neighborhood	  business	  districts
a. Neighborhood	  business	  districts	  should	  be	  hubs	  for	  business	  development	  by

the	  immediate,	  incumbent	  population.	  Policies	  should	  enhance	  access	  to
space	  for	  emerging	  businesses	  and	  entrepreneurs.	  Measures	  of	  accessibility
should	  consider	  the	  affordability	  and	  size	  of	  space,	  as	  well	  as	  use-‐diversity.
Special	  attention	  must	  be	  given	  to	  ensure	  that	  neighborhood-‐based
businesses	  are	  not	  involuntarily	  displaced,	  including	  manufacturing
businesses	  that	  are	  vulnerable	  to	  replacement	  by	  retail	  and	  office	  uses.

b. Neighborhood-‐scale	  decision-‐making	  structures	  (e.g.	  the	  Neighborhood
Prosperity	  Initiative	  model)	  should	  be	  encouraged	  to	  bridge	  residential	  and
business	  concerns	  and	  respond	  to	  neighborhood-‐specific	  challenges,
including	  displacement	  pressures.	  Such	  programs	  can	  serve	  as	  conduits	  to
public	  resources	  for	  employment	  and	  business	  development,	  and	  encourage
local	  hiring	  by	  neighborhood	  businesses.	  Additionally,	  they	  should	  be
empowered	  to	  engage	  commercial	  property	  owners	  and	  developers	  toward
the	  end	  of	  community-‐beneficial	  development.	  The	  primary	  purpose	  of
neighborhood-‐scale	  economic	  development	  decision-‐making	  should	  be	  to
ensure	  that	  economic	  change	  benefits	  members	  of	  the	  incumbent	  community
with	  greater	  access	  to	  needed	  goods	  and	  services,	  as	  well	  as	  employment	  and
entrepreneurship	  opportunities.

5. Small	  business	  incubation
Regulations	  that	  impede	  business	  incubation	  should	  be	  reexamined.	  
Restrictions	  on	  home-‐based	  businesses	  and	  temporary	  markets	  should	  be	  
relaxed	  where	  appropriate	  to	  encourage	  community-‐based	  
entrepreneurship.	  

D. Transportation—Address	  historic	  inequity

Goal	  9.D.	  Equitable	  transportation	  is	  an	  admirable	  aspiration	  and	  essential	  to	  
achieving	  the	  equity	  goals	  of	  the	  Comp	  Plan.	  	  We	  would	  like	  to	  see	  that	  goal	  
emphasized	  more	  in	  a	  number	  of	  policies.	  	  The	  plan	  needs	  to	  specifically	  address	  the	  
historic	  inequity	  affecting	  low	  income	  neighborhoods	  that	  were	  annexed	  in	  the	  
1980’s.	  	  These	  neighborhoods	  lack	  the	  infrastructure	  enjoyed	  by	  older	  Portland	  
neighborhoods,	  including	  paved	  streets,	  curbs,	  sidewalks,	  street	  lights,	  	  and	  public	  
transit.	  	  They	  consequently	  lack	  safe	  affordable	  access	  to	  jobs,	  schools	  and	  parks.	  	  
Residents	  of	  these	  neighborhoods,	  some	  still	  paying	  for	  sewers,	  cannot	  bear	  the	  cost	  
of	  building	  this	  infrastructure	  through	  local	  improvement	  districts.	  	  The	  plan	  should	  
explicitly	  give	  priority	  to	  these	  neighborhoods	  for	  improvement	  in	  policies	  
concerning	  Affordability	  (9.8),	  Geographic	  policies	  (9.9),	  Pedestrian	  networks	  
(9.19),	  and	  Transit	  equity	  (9.27).	  
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E. Environment	  and	  Watershed	  Health

1. Connect	  green	  areas	  to	  one	  another	  with	  migration	  corridors	  so	  that	  wildlife	  can
safely	  circulate	  within	  urban	  areas.	  

2. Prioritize	  and	  incentivize	  brownfield	  redevelopment.
3. In	  areas	  where	  industry	  abuts	  residential	  uses,	  encourage	  good	  neighbor	  practices

that	  mitigate	  noise,	  odors	  and	  pollution	  so	  that	  industry	  and	  neighborhoods	  can	  
coexist.	  

4. Identify	  areas	  with	  poor	  soil	  infiltration	  and	  limited	  public	  storm	  water	  facilities	  and
create	  incentives	  for	  existing	  developments	  within	  those	  zones	  to	  emulate	  
predevelopment	  conditions	  through	  storm	  water	  catchment	  and	  treatment	  to	  
mitigate	  impacts	  on	  overtaxed	  watersheds.	  

5. Require	  native	  trees	  and	  vegetation	  in	  all	  natural	  resource	  areas.

Recommendations	  for	  specific	  changes	  to	  policies	  and	  the	  addition	  of	  new	  policies	  

Chapter	  1—Guiding	  Principles	  
• Policy	  1.15—Clarify	  that	  the	  goals	  and	  policies	  of	  existing	  neighborhood	  plans	  are

“incorporated	  by	  reference”	  into	  this	  plan	  so	  that	  they	  continue	  to	  have	  the	  force	  of
law	  in	  land	  use	  cases	  (except	  where	  they	  conflict	  with	  this	  plan).	  The	  phrase	  used
the	  draft,	  “are	  still	  in	  effect,”	  is	  subject	  to	  interpretation.

Chapter	  5—Housing	  
• After	  Policy	  5.39	  (Page	  GP5-11)

Add	  new	  policy	  to	  create	  safe,	  sanitary	  housing	  options	  for	  homeless	  and/or
extremely	  low-‐income	  residents	  that	  meet	  all	  life	  safety	  requirements	  of	  the
maintenance	  and	  landlord/tenant	  codes	  (i.e.	  egress,	  smoke	  detectors,	  ventilation,
handrails…),	  but	  not	  necessarily	  the	  full	  standards	  for	  new	  construction	  under
today’s	  building	  and	  zoning	  codes.	  Allow	  experimentation	  with	  low-‐cost	  models
with	  non-‐traditional	  housing	  forms,	  and	  support	  self-‐organized	  efforts	  by
individuals	  experiencing	  homelessness	  to	  provide	  housing	  for	  themselves.

Map	  recommendations	  

Do	  not	  change	  the	  current	  zoning	  of	  ‘Sugar	  Shack’	  property	  at	  the	  intersection	  of	  NE	  
Cully	  Blvd.	  and	  Killingsworth	  St.	  Retain	  the	  current	  EXdh	  designation	  to	  allow	  
flexibility	  in	  development	  for	  the	  community	  organizations	  who	  are	  buying	  the	  
property.	  	  
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TO:	   	  Portland	  Planning	  and	  Sustainability	  Commission,	  psc@portlandoregon.gov 
	  Portland	  Bureau	  of	  Transportation,	  tsp@portlandoregon.gov	  

FROM:	  Cully	  Association	  of	  Neighbors	  
RE:	   	  Transportation	  System	  Plan	  Project	  List	  

The	  following	  are	  our	  comments	  on	  the	  List	  of	  Candidate	  Projects	  for	  the	  Transportation	  
System	  Plan	  Update.	  	  We	  have	  gathered	  this	  commentary	  from	  Cully	  residents	  at	  a	  variety	  
of	  public	  meetings	  throughout	  2014.	  	  They	  have	  been	  reviewed	  by	  our	  Transportation	  and	  
Land	  Use	  Committee	  and	  our	  general	  membership,	  and	  are	  approved	  and	  recommended	  by	  
our	  Board.	  

Our	  comments	  sometimes	  seek	  to	  clarify	  or	  request	  minor	  modifications	  to	  projects	  on	  the	  
list,	  or	  simply	  encourage	  their	  rapid	  implementation	  for	  the	  reasons	  stated.	  	  In	  a	  few	  
instances	  we	  recommend	  projects	  that	  are	  not	  in	  the	  current	  draft	  of	  the	  TSP.	  

40012	  Portland	  NE	  72nd	  Ave	  Pedestrian	  Improvements	  	  
Construct	  sidewalks,	  curbs,	  and	  storm	  drainage	  improvements	  along	  72nd	  and	  improve	  
pedestrian	  crossings..	  72nd	  Ave,	  NE	  (Emerson	  ‐	  Prescott)	  $5,348,876	  Candidate
This	  is	  an	  extremely	  dangerous	  route	  for	  pedestrians	  who	  travel	  it	  daily	  to	  reach	  the	  NE	  
Emergency	  Food	  Program	  and	  Sacajawea	  Head	  Start.	  	  It	  is	  also	  a	  key	  access	  route	  to	  the	  
new	  Cully	  Park,	  opening	  October	  2015.	  	  We	  also	  need	  this	  project	  to	  be	  extended	  to	  
Killingsworth	  Street	  to	  improve	  the	  pedestrian	  crossing	  there	  as	  called	  for	  in	  the	  Cully	  Park	  
Safe	  Access	  Project.	  	  This	  is	  a	  key	  intersection	  for	  Cully	  Park	  access.	  There	  have	  been	  six	  
pedestrian	  crashes	  in	  last	  five	  years,	  one	  fatality.	  Eliminate	  the	  right	  turn	  lane	  on	  eastbound	  
Killingsworth	  to	  shorten	  distance	  for	  pedestrians.	  Improve	  signal	  timing	  for	  pedestrian	  
crossing.	  Improve	  visibility	  of	  signals.	  Improve	  lighting.	  

40037	  Portland	  Cully	  Blvd	  Multimodal	  Safety	  Improvements	  
Design	  and	  implement	  pedestrian	  and	  bicycle	  facilities.	  Cully	  Blvd,	  NE	  (Columbia	  Blvd	  ‐	  
Fremont)	  $4,000,000	  Candidate	  	  

We	  encourage	  you	  to	  fund	  and	  complete	  this	  project	  as	  soon	  as	  possible.	  	  When	  you	  do,	  be	  
sure	  to	  include:	  

• Sidewalks	  on	  NE	  57th	  extending	  from	  Cully	  Blvd.	  to	  Fremont	  Street.	  	  There	  is	  no
sidewalk	  on	  the	  west	  side	  and	  a	  narrow,	  substandard	  sidewalk	  on	  the	  east	  side.

• A	  marked	  crosswalk	  with	  a	  center	  pedestrian	  refuge	  island	  and	  either	  a	  rapid
flash	  beacon	  or	  a	  HAWK	  signal	  at	  NE	  Mason	  &	  Cully.	  There	  have	  been	  a	  number
of	  crashes	  at	  this	  location—several	  involving	  pedestrians.	  	  A	  2013	  report	  by
Mark	  Haines	  of	  PBOT	  recommended	  placing	  this	  on	  the	  CIP	  list	  and	  prioritizing
it.	  	  This	  is	  specifically	  recommended	  in	  the	  adopted	  Cully	  Local	  Streets	  Plan.

• Sidewalk	  improvements,	  cycle	  track	  extension	  on	  NE	  Cully	  Blvd	  between
Emerson	  and	  Killingsworth.	  	  The	  sidewalk	  is	  in	  poor	  condition	  and	  the	  cycle
track	  does	  not	  extend	  north	  of	  Emerson.
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115660	  Portland	  Connected	  Cully	  	  
Make	  improvements	  to	  calm	  traffic,	  fill	  in	  the	  missing	  sidewalks	  along	  transit	  routes,	  and	  
increase	  walking	  and	  bicycling	  by	  creating	  new	  north/south	  connections	  to	  schools.	  	  
Killingsworth,	  NE	  (42nd	  -	  Cully);	  Prescott,	  NE	  (42nd-	  Cully);	  60th,	  NE	  (Prescott	  -	  Portland	  
Hwy);	  72nd,	  NE	  (Emerson	  &	  Killingsworth);	  54th/55th	  (Prescott	  -	  Killingsworth);	  66th/67th	  
(Sandy	  -	  Prescott)	  	  
$3,337,372	  Funded	  	  

This	  suite	  of	  projects	  is	  absolutely	  critical	  to	  the	  safety	  of	  our	  children,	  and	  must	  be	  
completed	  as	  soon	  as	  possible.	  	  Note	  that	  this	  project	  improves	  sidewalks	  on	  NE	  
Killingsworth	  from	  42nd	  Ave	  to	  Cully	  Blvd.	  	  The	  improvements	  must	  extend	  east	  from	  Cully	  
Blvd.	  to	  Portland	  Highway	  to	  ensure	  the	  safety	  of	  residents	  of	  Hacienda	  CDC	  and	  their	  
children.	  

40007	  Portland	  NE	  42nd	  Ave	  Bridge	  Replacement	  	  
Replace	  the	  NE	  42nd	  Ave	  Bridge	  (#075)	  over	  NE	  Portland	  Hwy	  and	  the	  adjacent	  railway.	  This	  
project	  will	  remove	  the	  weight	  restriction,	  maintain	  vertical	  clearance	  for	  over‐dimensional
freight,	  and	  provide	  improved	  pedestrian	  and	  bicycle	  facilities.	  	  42nd	  Ave,	  NE	  (over	  NE	  
Portland	  Hwy	  and	  railroad	  tracks)	  	  
$8,309,623	  Candidate	  

This	  is	  an	  extremely	  dangerous	  area	  for	  pedestrians	  and	  bicycles,	  and	  a	  key	  connection	  to	  
Whitaker	  Ponds	  Nature	  Park.	  	  In	  conjunction	  with	  this	  project,	  there	  should	  be	  continuous	  
sidewalks	  along	  42nd	  Avenue	  from	  Killingsworth	  north.	  	  This	  frequent	  service	  bus	  route	  is	  
an	  unsafe	  place	  for	  people	  trying	  to	  access	  the	  #75	  bus.	  

40082	  Portland	  NE	  Seventies	  Neighborhood	  Greenway	  	  
Design	  and	  implement	  a	  bikeway	  using	  neighborhood	  greenway	  and/or	  separated	  in-
roadway	  treatments,	  with	  crossing	  improvements	  as	  needed	  at	  major	  streets.	  	  
70s	  Aves,	  NE	  (Thomas	  Cully	  Park	  -	  I-84)	  	  
$1,409,019	  Candidate	  

This	  project	  provides	  essential	  north/south	  connections	  to	  Harvey	  Scott	  School,	  all	  of	  
which	  are	  currently	  substandard.	  	  It	  will	  provide	  a	  safe	  route	  to	  the	  school	  from	  the	  
apartments	  of	  Hacienda	  CDC.	  

40111	  Portland	  NE	  Simpson	  St	  Neighborhood	  Greenway	  
Design	  and	  implement	  bicycle	  facilities.	  	  Simpson	  St,	  NE	  (33rd	  ‐	  Portland	  Hwy)	  $560,000
Candidate	  	  
This	  project	  must	  include	  a	  pedestrian	  crossing	  of	  42nd	  Avenue	  at	  Simpson	  Street.	  	  This	  
currently	  dangerous	  crossing	  is	  used	  to	  access	  bus	  stops	  &	  Fernhill	  Park.	  

113090	  Port	  Cully	  Blvd	  Rail	  Overcrossing	  	  
Construct	  roadway	  overcrossing	  at	  NE	  Cully	  Blvd.	  over	  Kenton	  line.	  Cully	  Blvd,	  NE	  (over	  
Kenton	  Line	  railroad)	  	  
$35,000,000	  Candidate	  	  
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While	  this	  project	  will	  doubtless	  facilitate	  the	  flow	  of	  freight	  traffic	  to	  and	  from	  the	  Port,	  the	  
community	  needs	  a	  safe	  pedestrian	  and	  bicycle	  connection	  between	  Thomas	  Cully	  Park	  and	  
Colwood	  Nature	  Park.	  	  What	  is	  needed	  is	  a	  pedestrian/bicycle	  overcrossing	  of	  Columbia	  
Boulevard	  and	  the	  railroad	  tracks	  at	  75th	  Avenue.	  	  

40071	  Portland	  	  	  Skidmore/Mason	  Neighborhood	  Greenway	  	  
Design	  and	  implement	  a	  bikeway	  using	  neighborhood	  greenway	  and/or	  separated	  in‐	  
roadway	  treatments,	  with	  crossing	  improvements	  as	  needed.	  Skidmore	  St,	  N/NE,	  (Michigan	  ‐	  
47th);	  Mason	  St,	  NE	  (47th	  ‐	  Sandy)
$1,000,000	  Candidate	  	  

This	  project	  must	  include	  a	  safe	  pedestrian	  crossing	  of	  Cully	  Boulevard	  at	  Mason	  Street	  as	  
specifically	  recommended	  in	  the	  adopted	  Cully	  Local	  Streets	  Plan.	  

40009	  Portland	  NE	  47th	  Ave	  Ped/Bike	  Improvements	  	  
Widen	  and	  reconfigure	  intersections	  to	  better	  facilitate	  truck	  turning	  movements	  to	  the	  cargo	  
area	  located	  within	  the	  airport	  area.	  Project	  includes	  sidewalk	  and	  bikeway	  improvements.	  	  
47th	  Ave,	  NE	  (Columbia	  to	  Cornfoot)	  	  $5,541,678	  Candidate	  	  
40036	  Portland	  Cornfoot	  Rd	  Multimodal	  Safety	  Improvements	  	  
Construct	  a	  multi-use	  path	  on	  the	  north	  side	  of	  Cornfoot	  Rd	  and	  install	  missing	  guardrail	  
segments	  on	  the	  south	  side.	  Cornfoot	  Rd,	  NE	  (47th	  to	  Alderwood)	  	  
$3,626,000	  Candidate	  	  

These	  projects	  will	  provide	  needed	  access	  for	  the	  Native	  American	  Youth	  and	  Family	  
Center	  to	  the	  slough	  and	  Colwood	  Nature	  Park.	  	  

40107	  Portland	  Outer	  Alberta	  Neighborhood	  Greenway	  
Design	  and	  implement	  a	  neighborhood	  greenway.	  	  
Alberta	  St,	  NE	  (77th	  -	  I-205	  Path)	  	  
$520,000	  Candidate	  	  

This	  project	  will	  complete	  the	  Going/Alberta	  Neighborhood	  Greenway	  and	  provide	  needed	  
access	  to	  East	  Portland	  and	  the	  I-‐205	  bikeway.	  

Additional	  Projects	  

In	  addition	  to	  the	  foregoing,	  there	  are	  several	  projects	  not	  in	  the	  current	  draft	  of	  the	  TSP	  
that	  we	  believe	  ought	  to	  be:	  

Unimproved	  streets.	  	  Implement	  recommendations	  from	  the	  adopted	  Cully	  Main	  Street	  
and	  Local	  Street	  Plan	  to	  improve	  unimproved	  streets	  in	  the	  target	  area	  (bounded	  by	  Cully,	  
Sumner,	  68th,	  and	  Prescott).	  	  Implement	  pilot	  projects	  to	  test	  a	  range	  of	  street	  improvement	  
options.	  
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NE	  Alberta	  Street	  from	  42nd	  Avenue	  to	  Cully	  Boulevard	  	  This	  neighborhood	  greenway	  
lacks	  sidewalks.	  	  It	  connects	  two	  proposed	  neighborhood	  centers	  (42nd	  Ave.	  and	  Cully	  
Blvd.)	  and	  provides	  access	  to	  Khunamokwst	  Park.	  	  Sidewalks	  would	  improve	  safety	  and	  
connectivity	  and	  make	  this	  a	  true	  neighborhood	  greenway	  in	  more	  than	  name	  only.	  

NE	  47th	  Avenue	  from	  Prescott	  to	  Fremont.	  	  Rose	  City	  Cemetery	  extends	  for	  ½	  mile	  from	  
NE	  47th	  to	  57th.	  	  All	  north/south	  traffic,	  vehicles,	  pedestrians	  and	  bicycles,	  share	  47th	  or	  57th	  
creating	  and	  unsafe	  mix	  on	  the	  roadway.	  	  The	  lack	  of	  continuous	  sidewalks	  here	  reduces	  
safety	  and	  impedes	  access	  to	  the	  Beaumont	  Village	  business	  district.	  
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Monday, December 22, 2014 11:31 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: Comprehensive plan testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: Randall Magahay [mailto:tataflo@msn.com] 
Sent: Sunday, December 21, 2014 1:59 PM
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Subject: Comprehensive plan testimony

This is for Woodstock neighborhood
From: Florence Dezeix and Randall Magahay
5527 SE Tolman, Portland Or 97206

About abutting walls: to avoid an ugly tall wall that is against somebody else property, I think there are 
solutions other than set back. For example:
Add windows to the tall wall. Place the window in such a way that nobody can look out of the windows.
Paint a trompe l'oeil, like on the wall near the Historical Society downtown.
Add some artwork to the wall, artwork that will withstand wind and rain.
Perhaps a "living wall" of low to no care native succulents.
Add some architecural lines to break the wall. For example, a line of roof tiles in the shape of a rooftop.
Add some small balconies, though I don t like this idea so much.

A pleasant addition to the neighborhood would be to include one or two parklets on Woodstock, like 
miniature Pioneer squares, perhaps incorporated with bus stops, so as not to be a non-stop 15 block 
wall of retail and apartments.
Don't forget to plant lots of trees!

Envoyé de notre mEowpad
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From: Doug X [mailto:dougurb@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, December 20, 2014 8:28 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission; Stockton, Marty 
Subject: Apartment complex on SE 41st-change in Comp Plan process 
 
To: 
Planning and Sustainability Commission: 

This parcel, just east of Peacock Lane and extending from SE Belmont to SE Stark, is developed 
as a lower-density apartment complex. It covers 6 square blocks, and is near the Belmont and 
Chavez intersection, in the proposed Belmont/Hawthorne/Division Town Center. 

It would make sense for this entire 6-block section (outlined in red below) to be re-designated R-
1 and re-zoned R-1 during the Comp Plan process. Doing so would increase the potential 
residential capacity in a well-served area of Southeast Portland. 
 

 
 

Thank you. 
 
Doug Klotz 
1908 SE 35th Place 
Portland, OR  97214 
dougurb@gmail.com 
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Richmond Neighborhood Association 
c/o Southeast Uplift 
3534 SE Main 
Portland, OR  97214 
Phone: 503/232-0010 
 
http://richmondpdx.org/         RNAnewsletter@gmail.com  richmondna@yahoo.com  

 

 
December 20, 2014 

 

Planning and Sustainability Commission  (Sent via email:  psc@portlandoregon.gov) 

1900 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 7100 

Portland, OR 97201 

 

Re:   Request to Change Comp Plan Designation from Commercial to R 2.5 or R 5 for SE 

Caruthers St (south side), from 38th Pl. to Cesar Chavez Blvd 

  

Dear Planning and Sustainability Commission: 

 

At the Richmond Neighborhood Association’s (RNA) regular monthly meeting on December 8, 

2014, the RNA voted to request that the Long Range Comprehensive Plan Designation for 

properties south of and fronting SE Caruthers between SE 35th Pl. to 38th Ave. and on both 

sides of SE 38th Ave. south of SE Caruthers be changed from a Commercial designation to 

Residential, either R 5 or R 2.5. 

 

Michael O’Connell, a resident on this stretch of Caruthers, presented the issue to the Board, 

requesting a Comp Plan change for SE Caruthers from 35th Pl to 38th Ave, including the 

property fronting Cesar Chavez Blvd.  He presented a petition in favor of changing the 

designation to R 5 signed by most of the residents in the subject area, except for the owners of 

the properties on Chavez (but one property owner on Chavez did sign the petition).  Currently, 

these properties have a Comp Plan designation of “Urban Commercial”, which will be renamed 

“Mixed Use – Urban Center”.  This area is zoned R 5 and has single family residences. 

 

The Board voted to support the request to change the Comp Plan designation on Caruthers St. 

and SE 38th Ave, but not the properties fronting Chavez Blvd.  All of the properties on Caruthers 

and SE 38th Ave are single family residences; most are currently zoned R 5.  This area of 

Caruthers (which is one block north of Division), from 35
th

 Pl to 38
th

, is the only portion of 

Caruthers that has a Comp Plan designation of Commercial.  Allowing commercial development 

to occur on Caruthers would not be well suited for this street; such development should be 

isolated to Division St.   

 

The Board did not support the request by O’Connell to redesignate the properties fronting SE 

Cesar Chavez Blvd. since not all the affected property owners were contacted and several board 

members felt that commercial development should be located on Chavez (as well as Division). 

 

Sincerely,    

 
Allen Field 

Chair, Richmond Neighborhood Association   

 

cc:  Marty Stockton, BPS Southeast District Liaison 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 11:15 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Southeast Mixed Use Neighborhood Zoning

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: rkoernig [mailto:rkoernig@comcast.net] 
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 10:57 AM
Cc: Planning and Sustainability Commission; Stockton, Marty
Subject: Southeast Mixed Use Neighborhood Zoning

Hello,

I am writing to advocate for the change of zoning that lines up with the mixed use comprehensive plan 
designation for my home at 8111 Se 11th ave.  I would like to see the gap between 7th and 11th ave on 
Tacoma street  be zoned in compliance with the mixed use neighborhood designation as well.  As the 
area around 13th ave continues to grow and diversify, the properties west on Tacoma are being 
increasingly neglected and allowing for mixed use would be the best way for the area to catch up with 
the progress that is needed to move the neighborhood forward.

Please consider rezoning the corridor to bring about a much needed injection of business and newer 
housing to our area.

Regards,

Raymond Koernig
8111 SE 11th, 97202
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Richmond Neighborhood Association 
c/o Southeast Uplift 
3534 SE Main 
Portland, OR  97214 
Phone: 503/232-0010 
 
http://richmondpdx.org/         RNAnewsletter@gmail.com  richmondna@yahoo.com  

 

 
December 16, 2014 

 

Sent via email:  psc@portlandoregon.gov 

 

Planning and Sustainability Commission 

1900 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 7100 

Portland, OR 97201 

 

Re:   Comprehensive Plan Issues 

  

Dear Planning and Sustainability Commission: 

 

At the Richmond Neighborhood Association’s (RNA) regular monthly meeting on November 10, 

2014, the RNA discussed several issues relevant to the current Comprehensive Plan Update 

process, and voted to take a position on several of them.    

 

Neighborhood Center Designation for Belmont-Hawthorne-Division Area  

 

The RNA Board voted to urge the city to designate the Belmont-Hawthorne-Division area as a 

Neighborhood Center, not a Town Center as proposed in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan Update. 

 

The current Comprehensive Plan Policy Framework focuses on compact development and 

density defined by transit streets, main streets, town centers, and transit centers.  A new policy 

direction represented in the draft Comprehensive Plan is the Healthy Connected City Strategy, 

which has at its core, the Complete Neighborhoods Objective:  “By 2035, 80% of Portlanders 

live in a complete neighborhood with safe and convenient access to goods and services needed in 

daily life.”   

 

This new policy direction is centered on a typology of centers, places of focused activity, 

services and housing, having varying sizes with differing roles.  These include:  Major Centers 

(Central City, Gateway), Town Centers, Neighborhood Centers, Local Centers, and Corner 

Markets. 

 

Town Centers
1
 are defined as having the following characteristics: 

 

 Serve a broad area of the city and a number of area neighborhoods and districts, with 

some regional function; 

                                        
1
  “Town Center” and “Neighborhood Center” definitions are from the Urban Design 

Framework, November 7, 2013, presentation to Neighborhood Centers Policy Expert Group, p. 

13; Comprehensive Plan Update: Working Draft, Section II – Urban Design Framework, p. II-4 

(January 2013); and Neighborhood Centers Policy Expert Group Centers Typology Discussion, 

July 19, 2012. 
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Planning and Sustainability Commission 

December 16, 2014 

Page 2 

 
 Substantial employment component; 

 High-capacity transit/light rail; 

 Room for 7,000 households; 

 Mid-rise scale buildings (5-7 stories tall); and  

 Play an important role in accommodating growth 

 

Neighborhood Centers have the following characteristics: 

 

 Smaller centers that primarily serve adjacent neighborhoods; 

 Frequent bus service; 

 Room for 3,500 households; 

 Low-rise scale buildings (3-5 stories tall); and 

 “Neighborhood Centers have a central role in helping us achieve more “complete 

communities” – where Portlanders have the option of meeting many of their daily needs 

within walking distance of home.” 

 

Most board members and neighbors in attendance agreed that the definition of “Neighborhood 

Center” is a more accurate description of the Belmont-Hawthorne-Division area.  This area 

primarily serves the adjacent neighborhoods, not a broad area of the city, it does not have a 

regional function; it has frequent bus service but not high-capacity transit or light rail; it has 

room for 3,500 households but not 7,000 households (in 2010 there were 4,000 households with 

a housing capacity of 6,200 households
2
) and there are low rise buildings 2-4 stories tall, not 5-7 

story mid-rise buildings.   

 

Accordingly, the RNA Board voted to request that the Belmont-Hawthorne-Division area be 

designated a Neighborhood Center, not a Town Center.  

 

Historic Resources 

  

The RNA Board voted to request the city to update the historic resources inventory to analyze 

key historic resources in Richmond and identify buildings which may warrant preservation.  The 

existing historic resource inventory has not been updated since the mid-1990’s.  

 

Preserving the Division Main Street Overlay 

 

The Board voted to request that Division Main Street Overlay be preserved and expanded.  There 

is a concern that the Mixed Use Zones Project eliminate the Main Street Overlay when new 

mixed use zones and standards are adopted. This Overlay is one of the few existing frameworks 

that provide for context-specific design standards for Division Street and other main street 

corridors.  There is strong interest in having more design guidelines/standards and design review 

for Division and there is a concern amongst the RNA Board that we may be losing what could be 

a viable framework for augmenting more context-specific design standards for corridors like 

Division.   

                                        
2
 Households figures are from US Census 2010 and ESRI Business Analyst , as listed in BPS’ 

July 18, 2012 Neighborhood Centers Study Areas. 
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Further exploration of retaining and amending this Main Street Overlay should be considered as 

a means of increasing more neighborhood specific design standards for the special and often 

neighborhood-defining character that exists along main street corridors in Portland. 

 

Increased Neighborhood Notification 

 

The Board voted to request that the notification requirements for new developments be 

strengthened to include a broader notification area, as well as earlier notification to the 

community.  

 

Current notification requirements are too open-ended and often do not allow adequate time or 

notice to affected community members to have meaningful or timely input. A visit to the 

community by developers in the conceptual phases of a project proposal, as well as earlier visits 

to the neighborhood association prior to submittal for permits, would facilitate more effective 

community input, help reduce conflicts, and support opportunities for creative solutions to be 

identified and negotiated to meet the goals of both the neighborhood and the project applicant. 

 

Sincerely,     

 
Allen Field 

Chair 

Richmond Neighborhood Association   

 

cc:  Marty Stockton, BPS Southeast District Liaison 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, December 15, 2014 11:32 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Doug Levin [mailto:doug.levin@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, December 15, 2014 11:30 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Julie --

My mailing address is:

3043 NE 51st Ave.
Portland, OR 97213

Best,
Doug Levin

On Mon, Dec 15, 2014 at 10:43 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission 
<psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:
Hello Doug,
Thank you for your comments to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I may include 
your message in the record and forward it to PSC members, can you please email me your mailing 
address as is required for all testimony?
 
Thank you,
julie
 
 
Julie Ocken
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City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon 
Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: Doug Levin [mailto:doug.levin@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, December 13, 2014 11:41 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
 
To the Planning and Sustainability Commission:
 
In the spirit of civic engagement, I am writing to share my views about the draft 2035 
Comprehensive Plan.  I have not read the plan -- but only reviewed the synopses, examined the 
map, and watched the videos.  As a point of reference, I live in NE Portland (at NE 51st and 
Siskiyou).
 
Basically, I support what I've seen in the proposal -- the desire to have vibrant, diverse, 
economically sustainable, accessible communities all makes sense. There may be consensus on 
a lot of these goals, but then divisiveness about how to achieve them.  I have certainly seen 
concerns (e.g., yard signs about demolition) in my neighborhood.  Some of my views are likely 
not heard as loudly, so I thought I would share some.
 
I support apartments without parking or with limited parking: to meet environmental goals, we 
must encourage less car ownership.  Single-family home owners complaining about parking 
generally have more than one car; I have a neighbor with six vehicles.  Portland could 
discourage car ownership and pay for road improvements by charging an additional fee, on a 
sliding scale, for car #2, #3, #4, etc., per address.  I would look to encourage more novel car-
sharing ideas, perhaps by neighborhood, perhaps with the city organizing insurance.
 
I am okay with demolishing old homes, if replacements make sense within the Comprehensive 
Plan and Climate Action Plan.  I have seen new construction that makes no environmental 
sense.  I don't know that such homes should be forbidden, but there should be related fees that 
encourage density and affordability and discourage excess square footage per occupant.
 
It is unclear how the Plan interacts with Tri-Met. Fewer cars and greater density depend on 
better public transportation; e.g., more frequent service.  The no-parking apartment building on 
NE Fremont (44th or so) would have been more palatable with better bus service on Fremont.  I 
support Bus Rapid Transit.  How about a dedicated center-lane BRT system running down 
Sandy Blvd.?
 
Affordable, diverse, multi-family housing.  To the extent possible, we should encourage high-
quality, lower-cost housing (easier said than done).  Might there be a program to organize and 
encourage refurbishing and improvements of older multi-family housing?  Is there a way to 
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create/support non-profit home builders and developers -- not just for low-income housing but 
also middle-income housing.
 
Thank you and keep up the good work.
 
Best,
Doug Levin
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, December 15, 2014 11:44 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: Home Calendar [mailto:kendoh503@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, December 15, 2014 11:38 AM
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Subject: Re: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

101 se 65th
Portland,or 97215

Thanks,

Sent from my iPhone, please excuse any typos. Thanks-miked

> On Dec 15, 2014, at 10:43 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission <psc@portlandoregon.gov> 
wrote:
> 
> Hello Mike,
> 
> Thank you for your comments to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I may include 
your message in the record and forward it to PSC members, can you please email me your mailing 
address as is required for all testimony?
> 
> Thank you,
> julie
> 
>  
> Julie Ocken
> City of Portland
> Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
> 1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
> Portland, OR 97201
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> 503-823-6041
> www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
> ---------------------------------------------------------------
> To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
> ---------------------------------------------------------------
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: ilima & mike [mailto:kendoh503@gmail.com] 
> Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 10:04 PM
> To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
> Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
> 
> Good evening,
> 
> I am surprised not to see more intensive development around the 60th ave max stop and that there is 
no encouragement of a north south connection between the station, northeast Glisan and Burnside. 
Additionally, I don't see what neighborhood character needs to be maintained on burnside between 
55th and 60th. Especially on the south side of the street it is a very unwelcoming area for pedestrians. I 
would rather see more intensive development to stimulate an actual neighborhood center instead of 
the sporadic supermarket and gas station development we now have.
> 
> Also there seems to be a glitch in your map app when using an iPad. It would not let me enter text in 
the comment boxes. It just reverts back to the map.
> 
> Thanks,
> Mike Doherty
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Comprehensive Plan Testimony 
Dear Planning & Sustainability Commission: 
 
This is a request to rezone the property at 1706 SE 130th Avenue Portland, OR 
97233 from R5 to Institutional IR (IC).  We recently acquired this property with the 
plan to expand our adjacent certified childcare center. 
 
We have owned and operated David Douglas Day Care (Zoned Institutional) at 1610 
SE 130th Avenue for 34+ years.  The east property line of our current center and 
1706 SE 130th shares a common boundary with the David Douglas School District.   
 
David Douglas Day Care cares for children age (6 weeks-10 years) Infants through 
School Age and has an excellent reputation. 80% of our families live or work within 
5 miles of the center.  Many of our parents who bring their children to the center are 
employed by David Douglas School District, Portland Adventist Medical center and 
nearby businesses.  
 
There is a significant need for childcare in this diverse neighborhood. We have 
approximately 40 families currently on a waiting list for infant/ toddler care. 
Families in our SE Portland neighborhood have many choices for care for children 
ages 3-5 but very few certified centers that provide infant/toddler care. 
 
This SE Portland neighborhood has a large immigrant population. A significant 
percentage of the children in our center come from homes where English is not the 
native language.  Approximately 20% of our current parents receive State of Oregon 
Employee Related Day Care assistance, JOBS program child care assistance or other 
scholarship monies. It is a proven fact that a high quality early childhood experience 
gives all children a significant jump on their education. 
 
Our center is open year around and provides care and activities for school age 
children on non-school days and summer breaks. The average income and 
demographics of this SE Portland area indicates strongly that certified childcare 
centers are a vital and necessary part of this neighborhood now and for many years 
to come. 
 
In closing, we ask to rezone the property at 1706 SE 130th Avenue, Portland, OR 
97233 to IR(IC) so that we can provide care for more families at this expanded 
location. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
Diane M. Birkhofer 
David Douglas Day Care 
1610 SE 130th Avenue 
Portland, OR 97233 
(503) 254-5597 
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Monday, December 15, 2014 10:40 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: Comprehensive Plan

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Lys opp-beckman [mailto:lysoppbeckman@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 5:26 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: Comprehensive Plan

Julie,

Thanks so much for your fast response.

My address is 

6111 se Woodstock blvd
Portland or 97206

Thank you!

Lys 
 
On Friday, December 12, 2014, Planning and Sustainability Commission 
<psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:
Hi Lys,
Thank you for your comments and questions. I can forward your message on to staff for some 
responses (hopefully), and so that I may forward your message on to the Planning and Sustainability 
Commission members as well, can you please email me your mailing address? That is required for all 
testimony.
 
Thank you,
julie
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Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon 
Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: Lys opp-beckman [mailto:lysoppbeckman@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 12:55 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan
 
Hello,
      I would like to submit testimony to contribute to the development plan for the 
Woodstock neighborhood. I live in the neighborhood and work at the Joinery so I am part of the 
business district and a property owner.  I have lived here for a year and a half. My educational 
back ground is BFA in Product Design and MS in Historic Preservation. 
 
      I attended the last charette on December 4th and found the concept of stepped 
development interesting. However,  feel though that mandating all buildings be built in this 
style will create only premium price point retail and living spaces. I feel that it is ok to have an 
urban core be just that. I feel it would be ok to allow straight vertical development in the non-
residential hub  from 41th-48th and bring in the stepped buildings on the outer portions to blend 
into the residential portions.  I want the construction o be respectful to the small homes that butt 
up against these buildings. Perhaps a green wall on the back of these vertical buildings would 
abate the extreme nature of the architecture? AN additional concern I have about mixed use 
buildings as they near the neighborhoods are signage. Perhaps we could limit the permissible 
amount of signage as you get close to 57th and 39th. 
      Another topic I heard broached was that of keeping Woodstock Woodstock. I feel that 
that element is purely in the residents themselves and the only significant structures really worth 
saving are the church and the grand central bakery building. 
Places I would like to stay in the neighborhood
*       Ottos
*       The Ace Hardware
*       The Joinery.
*       New seasons
*       The Lutz
*       The Red Fox Vintage
*       The Delta Café
*       Zoomcare
 
Questions:
*       How many years of construction and development are you imagining?
*       What kind of shape is our existing infrastructure in? Specifically electrical, plumbing and 
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roads.
*       Are you imagining that all development will result in tear down? Or do some buildings have 
the structural capacity to be added onto.
 
Thank you for all your time.
Sincerely,
Lys Opp-Beckman
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Thursday, December 11, 2014 3:37 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline; Stockton, Marty
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Jory [mailto:jordanbmoran@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, December 11, 2014 3:30 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Cc: marty.stockton@portlanoregon.gov; Shan 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
This testimony is in regards to the address of 6030 S.E. 41st Ave.property ID number R312688. 
As I was recently informed the properties R312686, R312687 are being considered for re-zoning. 
Being the homeowner of the first property mentioned I would also like to be considered for the 
new re-zoning as well. If in the event that my current neighbors decided to develop their 
property, I would like to have more flexibility in how my property could be developed. Being the 
only residential zoned property on that block would greatly change the livability for me and my 
family, if they do develop the rest of the block. We would like the same opportunity to develop 
our property as our neighbors. Thank you for your time. Jordan Moran. 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 12:35 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Brian Stafki [mailto:brianstafki75@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 12:05 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

I'm at 1555 Ne 75th Ave. Thank you for forwarding. 
 
On Dec 10, 2014, at 10:15 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission 
<psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:
Hello Brian,
 
Thank you for your helpful testimony to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So 
that I may forward your comments to the commissioners and include them in the 
record, can you please email me your mailing address? That is required for all 
testimony.
 
Thanks,
julie
 
 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
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translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats 
to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, 
contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: Brian Stafki [mailto:brianstafki75@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2014 10:08 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Cc: Jennifer Kenny 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
 
First of all, thank you for your work on this. It is very obvious that great care and 
thought has gone into preparation of this document. 
 
My comments:
 
Please add page numbers to your table of contents. 
 
Given: 
 
"Guiding Principles.: Environmental health. Encourage land use decisions that 
recognize, incorporate, and sustain valuable ecosystem services related to air, 
water, and land quality, and
the intrinsic value of nature."
 
and
 
"Policy 4.38 Demolition. Protect significant historic structures from demolition 
until opportunities can be provided for public comment, pursuit of alternatives to 
demolition, or actions that mitigate for the loss."
 
Construction represents six percent of US industry GHG emissions. A majority of 
the waste generated in the area -- 26 percent -- is from demolition and 
remodeling. I would like the plan to represent some limits on new building at the 
expense of our existing stock. Policy 4.38 does not go far enough. 
 
I am assuming that "historic structures" are structures that are registered on 
historic lists. What is "significant?" That nature and character of our community 
fabric will change with wholesale demolition of older homes and replacement 
with new stock. Plus, the embodied energy and resources will be wasted and new 
resources will be used and additional carbon will be generated instead. This is not 
in line with your guiding principle of environmental health. Priority should be 
given to maintaining and restoring existing stock over new building. Additionally, 
policies should encourage infill of ADUs on existing lots with existing buildings 
staying intact. Demolition of derelict homes that are beyond repair can come 
next. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, Brian Stafki, resident, homeowner, 97213
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 3:25 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Russell Palmer [mailto:Palmerfrog.R2@comcast.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 2:18 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Good afternoon,
As a resident of Argay Terrace since 1968 I would like to add my voice to those who think that the area 
should remain as designed for single-family homes. I understand things change over time however Argay 
Terrace was designed for single-family homes and has served the community well as such. This is a 
family neighborhood where neighbors know each other, work together, play together and watch out for 
each other. I do believe that any future planning that would break up this dynamic would be harmful 
and detrimental to the neighborhood. The City of Portland needs single-family neighborhoods to sustain 
livability and family values.  

Thank you in advance for your consideration in this matter.

Russ Palmer
13941 N.E. Beech St.
Portland, Oregon 97230
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 9:35 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: More Portland comp plan comments

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: PDX Comp Plan  
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 9:16 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: FW: More Portland comp plan comments

From: Jon Simonson [mailto:jonsimonson@msn.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2014 1:53 PM 
To: PDX Comp Plan 
Subject: More Portland comp plan comments

Foster road between 50th and 92nd needs to remain at 4 traffic lanes. 
  
  
Powell between I-205 and Gresham needs to be expanded to 4 traffic lanes. 
  
Jon Simonson 
15309 SE Ogden Dr. 
Portland, OR 97236 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 12:30 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: I FULLY support the *removal of the Morrison Bridge west side off 
ramps*

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Tim Davis [mailto:pdxfan@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, December 08, 2014 11:14 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: I FULLY support the *removal of the Morrison Bridge west side off ramps*

Wonderful--thanks so much, Julie! You absolutely may include my comments in the record and 
forward them to commission members! It's probably the worst comment job I have ever done--
argh! I'm a total perfectionist, but I put that comment together in literally about a minute. Oh 
well! :) But it was CRUCIAL for me to combat the unbelievable opinions from the old-fashioned 
car-centric folks who have FAR too much influence in civic policies. Car- and parking-centric 
urban planning is the surest way to fall WAY behind other cities; it's unbelievably outdated and 
economically devastating.

Thanks again!

--Tim Davis
4227 NE 10th Ave
Portland, OR 97211

On Mon, Dec 8, 2014 at 12:02 PM, Planning and Sustainability Commission 
<psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:
Hello Tim,
 
Thank you for the message to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I may include your 
comments in the record and forward them to the commission members, can you please email me your 
mailing address as is required for all testimony?
 
Thank you,
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julie
 
 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon 
Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: Tim Davis [mailto:pdxfan@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, December 05, 2014 5:47 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: I FULLY support the *removal of the Morrison Bridge west side off ramps*
 
Dear Planning and Sustainability Commission,
 
This is Tim Davis, and I have very little time to write, but I just wanted to quickly let you know 
that this CRUCIAL area of downtown needs to become more PEOPLE-friendly rather than 
CAR-clogged.
 
I continue to be SHOCKED by the 1950s-era car-centric, parking-worshiping mentality that still 
exists! And in *Portland* of all places!!
 
The James Beard Public Market, which will now be designed by the same folks who designed 
the unbelievably wonderful Oslo Opera (which had been in a similarly challenging location), 
will convert this bridgehead from the ugliest, most off-putting spot downtown (and one that sees 
ZERO daily permanent revenue) to the brand new *heart of the city*!! Anyone who supports a 
car-centric west side of the Morrison Bridge is living in a past era that we will fortunately 
NEVER see again.
 
Thank you so much for your consideration,
Tim
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Addressing Portland’s Epidemic of 
Residential Demolitions: A Call to Action 

Prepared by United Neighborhoods for Reform (UNR) 

As a Message of Concern to Portland City Council 

December 8, 2014  
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Executive Summary 
United Neighborhoods for Reform (UNR) and its affiliates, backed by vote of 31 neighborhood 
associations from around the city, take the following positions on efforts to mitigate the effects of the 
increasing rate of single family residential demolitions in Portland: 

1. We recommend Council acceptance of the following DRAC recommendations: 
• Repeal of the (K)(1) Exemption from 35-day Demolition Delay 
• Implementation of Demolition and Major Remodel Notifications 
• Retention of the mandatory 35-day Demolition Delay 

and 
• We provisionally accept the proposed definitions for Demolition and Major Remodel, but 

urge that Council revisit these in 18 months after actual experience with them. 

2. We insist that City Council retain the optional 120-day delay rule exactly as currently found in 
City Code.  We further urge that the optional 120-day delay rule be extended to “Major Remodels” 
as defined in the DRAC recommendations. 

3. We call for City Council to convene a demolition hazmat task force to draw up new city code 
using the City’s permitting and public safety authority, consistent with applicable state law, to 
ensure mitigation of lead, asbestos, and other hazardous materials at permitted demolition sites. 

4. We urge City Council to adopt a workable definition of “deconstruction” as recommended by 
community experts.  We further propose that deconstruction be incentivized by a simple change to 
the demolition process allowing reduced mandatory delay when accepted by the neighborhood 
association and upon binding developer commitment to employ deconstruction techniques. 

5. We call for creation of a task force to implement Comprehensive Plan policies 5.33 and 4.13 for 
protection of affordable housing and neighborhood character and to address community concerns 
regarding solar access and tree canopy protections, with the goal of convening that task force no 
later than March 1, 2015, as follows: 

Composition: 50% neighborhood organizations and 50% city staff and concerned citizens including 
developers and advocates for affordable housing and historic preservation. 

Mission: 
• Revision of code defining single family residential zones to limit the mass, footprint, 

setbacks, and height of construction to achieve compatibility with surrounding homes 
• Recommended actions to protect affordable housing in older inner city neighborhoods 
• Revision of current zoning and lot-splitting policies to protect existing housing and lot size 

especially in R5 zones once platted with 2500-square-foot parcels, and 
• Recommendations for tree protections in R5 and R2.5 zones as well as solar access 

protections in all single-family residential zones. 

6. We insist that the Council allocate funds for updating the Historic Resources Inventory starting 
in early 2015, using the best, most economical modern techniques. 
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Portland’s Epidemic of Residential Demolitions: A Call to Action 

Background 
“An Epidemic of Demolitions” was the phrase introduced by the Portland Historic Landmarks 
Commission at the July 31, 2014, meeting of the Portland City Council. The Commission’s concerns 
reflected increasing distress in the neighborhoods over a rate of demolitions that was rising above 300 
houses per year – with a preponderance of demolitions occurring in Portland’s traditional neighborhoods 
of smaller, older homes. Especially distressing to many was the demolition of modest sized homes selling 
for $250,000 to $400,000, and their one-for-one replacement with much larger homes selling for 
$600,000 to $1 million or more. 

While some have argued that a rate of 300+ demolitions a year represents a “replacement rate” of 
hundreds of years against the total of 145,000 single family homes in Portland, the reality is much 
grimmer.  These demolitions tend to be concentrated in a relatively few neighborhoods, upon which they 
have an outsize impact.  For example in the Beaumont-Wilshire neighborhood in 2013 and 2014 alone 
there were 85 demolitions or “major remodels” that have the impact of a demolition.  At this rate 
Beaumont-Wilshire has already been severely altered and would be made almost unrecognizable in 10 to 
15 years, especially if the rate of demolitions continues to accelerate.  Moreover, not only is the 
neighborhood character altered by the presence of newer houses – the affordability has been dramatically 
changed: of the replacement houses for which data is available, the average replacement house is 2.3 
times the size and 2.4 times the selling price of the original house!  And Beaumont-Wilshire is just one of 
the heavily targeted neighborhoods, which include Sabin, Concordia, King, Rose City Park and several 
others. 

In response to these concerns, a Demolition Summit was convened by Beaumont-Wilshire neighborhood 
volunteers on May 6, 2014. That meeting drew about 40 representatives from around the city to explore 
options to stem the tide of demolitions. Then on June 11, 2014, several hundred concerned citizens 
assembled at a demolition conference organized by the Central Northeast Neighborhoods Coalition to 
learn more about causes and impacts of demolitions on their neighborhoods.  Following that, a 
combination of social media organizing and public outreach by the Portland Coalition for Historic 
Resources (PCHR) – an ad hoc group of preservationists and representatives from historic districts and 
local preservation organizations – put the word out to the community that the Landmarks Commission 
was going to make a major statement on demolitions before the Council on July 31. 

The neighborhood activists who packed Council Chambers that day convinced Commissioner Amanda 
Fritz, responsible for the Bureau of Development Services, to take action.  She tasked the Development 
Review Advisory Committee (DRAC), a volunteer group that advises BDS on procedural/permitting 
issues, to come up with recommendations to address the impacts of residential demolitions. 

Simultaneously, worried residents from several of the most heavily affected Northeast neighborhoods, 
continued the Demolition Summit meetings, which ultimately drew representatives from 37 neighborhood 
associations, to find a path forward to address the demolition problem.  The group which emerged from 
the Demolition Summit meetings is United Neighborhoods for Reform (UNR) which has prepared this 
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document addressed to the City Council in response to the DRAC recommendations and proposing 
actions beyond the DRAC recommendations to protect our neighborhoods. 

Assessing the DRAC Subcommittee Recommendations 
DRAC and Bureau of Development Services formed a subcommittee to address demolition issues, and for 
the 3 months that subcommittee deliberated on options, UNR and PCHR members closely tracked the 
progress.  Their volunteers attended all of the subcommittee meetings, submitted position papers, and 
spoke up for their positions during the meetings.  To reinforce their message, UNR prepared an on-line 
petition, signed by more than 2000 Portland residents, staking out a clear position on each of the topics 
that DRAC was addressing.  

Now that the DRAC recommendations have been released and are scheduled for presentation to City 
Council on December 17, 2014, we commend the hard work of the DRAC subcommittee and the BDS 
and BPS staff who facilitated the discussions, but find that the results are very mixed as shown in the 
scorecard below – with several major disappointments. 

Scorecard for the DRAC Effort 

 
 

DRAC Policy Area Score UNR Comment

Repeal of (K)(1) exemption 
(no delay for one-for-one 
replacement demolitions)

DRAC recommended repeal of (K)(1)

Demolition permit notices Recommended mailed notices to nearby properties and 
neighborhood associations for demolitions.  Emailed 
notices for Major Remodels.  Door hangers inform 
residents of impending demolitions.

Definition of “demolition” Demolition definition falls well short of UNR proposal for 
a 50% removal rule, but new “Major Remodel” definition 
covers most situations. May need future refinements.

35-day demolition delay Recommended 35-day Delay for Demolitions and 35-day 
advance notice for Major Remodels.

120-Day optional delay 
extension on 
neighborhood request

Recommendation unacceptably would drop current 
code language allowing requests for 120-day delays by 
the neighborhoods.  Proposed 30-day voluntary delay 
extension is meaningless.

Lead paint and asbestos 
hazards to neighbors and 
workers

Adds some “educational” language to permit forms, but 
is largely meaningless.  Other cities in Oregon and 
around the country are way ahead!

Incentivize deconstruction Action postponed for a year.  The “Greenest City” 
deserves better!

?
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The DRAC is composed mostly of developers, contractors, and builders who have a stake in how BDS 
operates.  In addition there are two neighborhood representatives to bring home owners’ perspective to 
their deliberations.  This mix is understandable given DRAC’s mission, but it resulted in a set of 
recommendations unfairly tilted toward developer interests, some of which we support and others with 
which we strongly disagree. 

In particular we support the removal of the (K)(1) exemption, which eliminated any notice or delay for 
one-for-one replacements. Surprise demolitions, which resulted in residents coming home from work with 
the house next door gone, rightly infuriated the neighbors!  Similarly we support the 35-day mandatory 
delay, which has been a part of City Code since 1972.  Coupled with mailed notices to nearby residents 
and neighborhood organizations, this delay is a sensible approach to keeping the community members 
informed of demolitions, which have tremendous impact on their quality of life.  We are especially 
pleased with the proposal to notify “residents” rather than just “property owners”, as notice to residents 
includes tenants in rental properties whose owners may never think to alert them.  While we are somewhat 
skeptical of the email notice provisions for major remodels, we are prepared to see how that works in 
practice. 

Among our concerns is the definition of “demolition”. UNR volunteers provided numerous examples of 
demolition definitions in other cities that were based on a 50% concept: if 50% or more of a structure is 
removed it would be considered a “demolition”.  Instead, the DRAC subcommittee introduced a concept 
of Major Remodels and accepted a proposal by BDS for a detailed set of criteria for what constitutes a 
Major Remodel.  While we are skeptical of the concept of separating out Major Remodels, we feel that 
the DRAC recommendations are a step forward in this area.  We expect that the definition of Major 
Remodel will likely need review after 12 to18 months, once there has been actual experience with it – to 
ensure that it is neither over broad or too restrictive.  We accept the recommendations coded in green 
above and provisionally accept the definition of demolition and major remodel: 

We recommend Council acceptance of the following DRAC recommendations: 

• Repeal of the (K)(1) Exemption from 35-day Demolition Delay 
• Implementation of Demolition and Major Remodel Notifications 
• Retention of the mandatory 35-day Demolition Delay 

and 
• We provisionally accept the proposed definitions for Demolition and Major Remodel, but 

urge that Council revisit these in 18 months after actual experience with them. 

The other recommendations, highlighted in the scorecard with a “thumbs down” icon, we reject 
completely.  We provide detailed argument for each in the sections below. 

The 120-Day Demolition Delay 
The current 120-day demolition delay code was adopted by City Council in 1972, in response to a 
previous wave of citizen outrage over residential demolitions.  Under it, if a recognized neighborhood 
association or coalition objects to a house demolition, it can obtain a mandatory 120-day delay (after the 
initial 35-day delay) to work to find a better alternative: rehabilitation/restoration, selling to another 
buyer, or moving the house to a different site.  During the delay, the association would be required to 
make a “good faith” effort to find an alternative. 
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Anyone who has worked to find an alternative to demolition knows how tight the 120-day time frame 
really is, but it is far better than nothing and has a proven track record of saving sound houses from the 
landfill.  And by giving the neighborhood associations the power to request the delay, the law recognized 
that in some instances the neighborhoods would be happy to see a badly deteriorated structure be 
replaced. 

The fundamental idea behind this provision was that in a great many instances it is in the public interest to 
avoid demolitions of single-family houses unless there is no reasonable alternative.  Indeed, the new 
Comprehensive Plan draft has specific language relating to this: 

“Policy 4.48 Prioritize Reuse. 

Encourage maintenance, rehabilitation, and/or relocation of viable buildings over demolition and new 
construction.” 

There are many reasons why this is good public policy: 

• Saving the embodied energy that would be lost through the demolition 
• Preservation of neighborhood character 
• Retention of affordable housing 
• Slowing the pace of “gentrification” and its impacts on communities 

We insist that City Council retain the optional 120-day delay rule exactly as currently found in City 
Code.  We further urge that the optional 120-day delay rule be extended to “Major Remodels” as 
defined in the DRAC recommendations, if the new definition of Major Remodels is adopted. 

Tighten Hazmat Regulations 
State law regulates lead and asbestos release during remodeling, but not for residential demolitions.  State 
law does regulate worker exposure to asbestos dust, but enforcement is a complaint driven process.  The 
clouds of dust emanating from the typical demolition site are a clear and present danger to the 
surrounding residents and to employees working at the site without protective gear.  It is consistent with 
the City of Portland’s role in protecting the health and safety of its residents to be proactive in working 
with state and federal authorities to ensure regulations are complied with when contractors operate under 
city permits. 

Many other cities in Oregon have implemented rules for demolitions that require contractors to provide 
written mitigation plans for lead, asbestos, and other hazardous wastes.  Some require work to be done by 
specifically certified contractors with trained personnel… and some require inspection to ensure 
compliance.  In fact, our discussions with state DEQ officials suggest that cities have the authority to 
write regulations more stringent than those issued by the state. 

Considering the grave hazards posed by lead dust especially to small children (mental retardation and 
behavioral problems can be triggered by exposure to minute quantities of lead) Portland’s residents 
deserve and insist on action in this area. 
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 We call for City Council to convene a demolition hazmat task force to draw up new city code using 
the city’s permitting and public safety authority, consistent with applicable state law, to ensure 
mitigation of lead, asbestos, and other hazardous materials at permitted demolition sites. 

Incentivize Deconstruction 
Some demolitions will have to occur, and when they do, the “Greenest City” should insist that its 
demolition contractors follow the best deconstruction practices to maximize high-valued reuse of building 
components.  A coalition of deconstruction experts is presenting its recommendation for a definition of 
“deconstruction” to Council concurrent with the report on the DRAC recommendations.  A major 
challenge is how to provide a meaningful incentive to developers to employ deconstruction.  Many are 
unfamiliar with the practice and, perhaps incorrectly, believe it would add significant cost and time to 
their projects.  The ultimate solution may well be an increase in fees for disposal of demolition waste in 
landfills, but for the moment, we are proposing an approach that would streamline the demolition 
approval process: 

• Grant neighborhood associations the authority to shorten the mandatory 35-day demolition delay 
to 10 days when demolition is inevitable and the contractor files a written commitment and plans 
for deconstruction with BDS.  This shortened delay could be authorized before the actual permit 
was filed, thus greatly streamlining the process for developers choosing to use this option. 

We urge City Council to adopt a workable definition of “deconstruction” as recommended by 
community experts.  We further propose that deconstruction be incentivized by a simple change to 
the demolition process allowing reduced mandatory delay when accepted by the neighborhood 
association and upon binding developer commitment to employ deconstruction techniques.: 

Beyond DRAC – Protecting our Neighborhoods 
Policy 5.33 of the draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan calls for “… preservation of small resource‐efficient 
and affordable single family homes…”  Other Policies of the Comp Plan call for infill construction that is 
consistent with the “… general scale, character, and natural landscape features of neighborhoods. 
Consider building forms, scale, street frontage relationships, setbacks, open space patterns, and 
landscaping…” (Policy 4.13). 

Unfortunately, the Comp Plan is silent as to how to accomplish these policy goals, especially in the light 
of ever-increasing single family house demolitions and all-too-frequent replacement with large, 
expensive, incompatible infill single-family homes.  Likewise there is no mention of the scourge of lot 
splitting in R5 zones where historically platted with 25 X 100 foot lots, originally sold in pairs, and now 
subject to legally questionable lot splitting despite the R5 base zone. 

In their July 31, 2014, presentation, the Portland Historic Landmarks Commission recommended to City 
Council that a task force be set up to address just these kinds of issues.  While the Council may have felt 
that the DRAC subcommittee on demolition was this “task force,” it clearly was not.  Partly, the shortfall 
in results was the result of statutory limitations of BDS authority relative to zoning codes and larger 
housing policies.  Further, the dominance of developer interests on DRAC precluded a broad city-wide 
policy investigation that would include a broad range of stakeholders from the neighborhoods, affordable 
housing advocates, historic preservation advocates, as well as developers. 
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We call for creation of a task force to implement Comprehensive Plan policies 5.33 and 4.13 for 
protection of affordable housing and neighborhood character and to address community concerns 
regarding solar access and tree canopy protections, with the goal of convening that task force no 
later than March 1, 2015, as follows: 

Composition: 50% neighborhood organizations and 50% city staff and concerned citizens including 
developers and advocates for affordable housing and historic preservation. 

Mission: 
• Revision of code defining single-family residential zones to limit the mass, footprint, 

setbacks, and height of construction to achieve compatibility with surrounding homes. 
• Recommended actions to protect affordable housing in older inner city neighborhoods 
• Revision of current zoning and lot-splitting policies to protect existing housing and lot size 

especially in R5 zones once platted with 2500-square-foot parcels, and 
• Recommendations for tree protections in R5 and R2.5 zones as well as solar access 

protections in all single family residential zones. 

Phase II – Beyond DRAC – Determining What Should Be Preserved 
The Comp Plan advocates for updating the Historic Resources Inventory with a “focus on areas of 
anticipated growth and change.”  While the authors may have had East County and other areas in mind for 
“growth and change,” there is no part of the city more subject to the pressures of development-based 
change than the older “Inner East” neighborhoods as defined in the Comp Plan.  Thousands of homes in 
those neighborhoods are on land zoned for higher density, and as housing prices continue to rise in the 
inner city, pressures for demolitions will only increase.  Currently, these homes are the most intensively 
targeted of all areas for demolition.  It is thus vital that the City of Portland undertake a city-wide update 
to its Historic Resources Inventory starting in early 2015. 

Fortunately, the timing is right for such an update.  Technology has greatly reduced the cost and enhanced 
the effectiveness of such an inventory, the reviving economy is making limited discretionary funds 
available to City Council, and the pressures of development have heightened the urgency. 

We finally insist that the Council allocate funds for updating the Historic Resources Inventory 
starting in early 2015, using the best, most economical modern techniques. 

Who is UNR? 
United Neighborhoods for Reform was formed as an outgrowth of several Demolition Summits open to 
neighborhood association land use and board members and other concerned citizens, which began on May 
6, 2014, and continued to be held after the July 31, City Council meeting where the “Epidemic of 
Demolitions” was first discussed.  Altogether 37 neighborhood associations were represented at the 
Demolition Summit meetings.  Leadership of the organization was first drawn from the 
Beaumont/Wilshire Neighborhood Association, and was soon expanded to include volunteers from many 
other parts of the city.   

UNR also has worked closely with the Portland Coalition for Historic Resources, a group which includes 
representatives of neighborhoods with Historic Districts including Irvington, Ladd’s Addition, and the 
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Northwest District Association, plus the Architectural Heritage Center, and Restore Oregon, as well as 
numerous long-time historic preservation activists. 

Who Supports our Positions? 
As of the date of this position paper, 31 neighborhood associations boards of directors have voted to 
support as written or in concept the demolition resolution drafted and circulated by UNR, from which the 
key points in this document are drawn (see list in Appendix IV). In some cases, individual associations 
have advocated for even more extensive solutions to the demolition problem than what we have included 
here.  All the key points being made in this document are derived from the contents of that resolution, 
updated to reflect the actual recommendations now on the table from DRAC plus comments received by 
UNR volunteers who attended nearly all of the association meetings at which the resolution was debated 
and voted on. 

Secondly, we have published a petition on-line relating to the key issues being addressed directly by 
DRAC to which well over 2000 Portland area residents have signed their names.  The text of that petition 
is attached as an appendix. 

Finally, UNR set up an on-line survey to collect public opinions on demolition related issues.  Altogether 
nearly 500 concerned Portland residents took time to fill out the survey.  Despite assertions by the 
developer community that replacement of older homes is a good thing for neighborhoods, 83% of the 
respondents disagreed.  More than 90% of respondents supported tightened city codes and policies 
regarding demolition and the replacement of single-family homes.  The full results of the survey are 
attached as an appendix.  
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Appendix I – UNR Demolition Resolution Approved by 26 Neighborhood Associations. 
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Appendix II - Resident Survey: Demolition and Development: Data 11/26/14 
 

496 interested city of Portland residents have responded since 8/12/14 to an ongoing on-line 
neighborhood survey about single-family home demolitions and replacement development with the 
following results: 

1. 83.4% of respondents disagreed that demolition of houses and replacement with new houses is a 
good trend for our neighborhood. 

2. 92% of respondents said demolition and replacement of houses was bad for their neighborhood 
because it destroys the character of established neighborhoods. 81% stated this trend destroys 
good buildings. 

3. Changes in Portland city code/policies regarding demolition and replacement houses were 
supported by 91%. 

4. 93% supported new code regarding replacement houses to increase setbacks, restrict height, limit 
footprint to correspond to the neighborhood architectural character. 79% support neighborhood 
notification of demolitions.  65% support an automatic 120 delay of all house demolitions. 

5. 63% of respondents have lived in their neighborhood more than 10 years. 
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Appendix III – On-Line Petition Signed by Over 2000 Portland Area Residents 

Help Stop the Demolition of Portland Homes and keep 
Portland Sustainable 
Stop the Demolition of Portland Homes 

Portland citizens are working together to fight the “epidemic” of house demolitions throughout the 
city.  The Mayor and City Commissioner Amanda Fritz have tasked a group called the 
Development Advisory Review Committee (DRAC) to come up with short-term fixes for issues 
raised by the community that can be adopted by City Council by the end of 2014.   There are long 
term issues that must be addressed as well early in 2015, but we need action now by DRAC and the 
City Council in these 6 critical areas to help protect the character and integrity of our 
neighborhoods: 

• Restore the mandatory 35-day delay on all residential building demolitions by repeal of the “K-1” 
exemption for one-to-one house replacements. 

• Require that demolition permit applicants be required to attest to their compliance with all State and 
Federal environmental and safety regulations, including those related to asbestos and lead. 

• Establish a new definition of “demolition” that specifies that removal of 50% or more of the current 
structure is defined as a demolition. 

• Retain the existing language in City Code providing for 120-day residential demolition delay upon 
request (during the initial 35-day period) by a recognized neighborhood association or 
neighborhood coalition, with the understanding that a good-faith effort be made by the association 
to find an alternative to demolition. 

• Provide proper notification to the public of filed demolition permits by posting of a large, 
conspicuous sign on the site and email notification to the affected neighborhood association and the 
neighborhood coalition. 

• Establish a rigorous definition of “deconstruction,” a vastly more environmentally friendly 
alternative to simple demolition and disposal of the debris in a land fill, and define appropriate 
incentives to encourage deconstruction, providing that such incentives not interfere with the 
working of the optional 120-day demolition delay or appropriate notice requirements. 

https://www.change.org/p/help-stop-the-demolition-of-portland-homes-and-keep-portland-sustainable 
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Appendix IV – Support by Neighborhood Association Boards 
Neighborhood associations that have endorsed the UNR resolution either in concept or as written – as of 
December 7, 2014.  Additional meetings are scheduled in December by other neighborhoods to 
consider the Resolution: 

• Alameda  
• Arbor Lodge  
• Arlington Heights  
• Beaumont-Wilshire  
• Bridlemile  
• Centennial  
• Concordia  
• Eastmoreland  
• Eliot  
• Grant Park  
• Hayhurst  
• Hosford-Abernethy 
• Humboldt  
• Irvington  
• King  
• Maplewood 
• Marshall Park  
• Mill Park  
• Mt. Tabor  
• Multnomah  
• Northwest District Association  
• Overlook  
• Pleasant Valley  
• Powellhurst-Gilbert  
• Reed  
• Roseway  
• Russell  
• South Portland 
• Vernon  
• West Portland Park  
• Woodlawn  
• 31 total  

 
• Only two neighborhood associations have voted “no”. 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Friday, December 05, 2014 10:37 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: erosion questions and Portland 2035 comprehensive plan

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: PDX Comp Plan  
Sent: Friday, December 05, 2014 10:32 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: FW: erosion questions and Portland 2035 comprehensive plan

From: Linda Hughes [mailto:hughesgang@comcast.net]  
Sent: Friday, December 05, 2014 10:25 AM 
To: PDX Comp Plan; Margaret Schonhofen; Mary Logalbo; Martha Hall; Ron Eisen; Craig Cameron; Barb 
Cameron; Michael Goldwyn; John Long; Karen Suher; Brad Nelson; Kate Slott; Mike Merz; Tony Romero; 
Debbie Asakawa 
Subject: erosion questions and Portland 2035 comprehensive plan

Dear Bureau of Planning and Sustainability,

I live in the neighborhood and see you plan to change zoning laws to protect the 
fragile creek and ravine areas from over-developement in the area of SW 55th and 
Patton Road.  Your changes would allow the present properties to stay as they are but 
not allow those lots to be subdivided and developed with more homes on the land.  

I am a member of the the Wilcox Estates HOA Woods and Stream Restoration 
Committee.  We are attempting to rid an 8 acres area along Fanno Creek of invasive 
plants and replant with native plants.  We had a city engineer look over 
this area and have some major erosion in the ravines that needs 
attention. The Woods and Stream Committee and my neighbors are very 
concerned and are glad that you are proposing these changes to the zoning laws.
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Linda Hughes
5410 SW Westdale Drive
Portland 97221

 A few observations about those specific projects: 1) Not sure where the SW 55th 
project came from, that was a bit of a surprise 2) A previous effort to put in sidewalks on 
SW Hamilton was met with stiff opposition.  A project with extended shoulders providing 
better pedestrian access might be more popular, as well as being cheaper, and, 
3)  The prioritization of any project does not involve any automatic financial obligation by 
adjacent or local residents.
 How to Comment (before January 9):  PBOT staff encourages people to use the map app as much as 
possible, since these comments go directly to a database.    
http://www.portlandmaps.com/bps/cpmapp2/

 After you "view the map", For this proposal stay in Land Use on the top of the map to view proposed TSP 
projects.  There are several tabs on the bottom left of the screen.  "Maps" shows the current TSP 
projects, coded by estimated cost.  "Legend" shows candidate projects (highlighted in red) and completed 
projects (highlighted in green).  Double click on the Red Project Line until it turns yellow, that indicates it 
has been selected and you can now choose to add comments. The "info" tab has more information on 
specific projects.  The "info" tab gets you to the "add/view comments" tab in the lower left to add your 
comments or view comments already made by citizens.  
 It is absolutely vital that as many residents comment on these 3 projects as possible.  Right now, there 
were only 3, 4 and 1 comments on those respective projects, which is why PBOT has very specifically 
said that funds for those projects will go elsewhere if that is the actual level of interest.
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 2:41 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: I support the removal of the Morrison Bridge west side off ramps

Eric confirmed that, while this appears to be West Quad testimony, we can include it as CP testimony 
since the West Quad testimony has closed.

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Adam Herstein [mailto:aherstein@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 2:33 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: I support the removal of the Morrison Bridge west side off ramps

Sure.

2020 SW Salmon St
Portland, OR 97205

On Thu, Dec 4, 2014 at 2:29 PM, Planning and Sustainability Commission 
<psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:
Hello Adam,
 
Thank you for your comments. So that I may include your testimony in the record and forward this to 
the PSC members, can you please email me your mailing address? That is required for all testimony.
 
Thanks,
julie
 
 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
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---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon 
Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: Adam Herstein [mailto:aherstein@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 2:21 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: I support the removal of the Morrison Bridge west side off ramps
 
I support the removal of the Morrison Bridge west side off ramps because it would open the 
area up and make it more people-friendly, rather than car-friendly. 

 
-- 
Adam Herstein 
aherstein@gmail.com
 
 

-- 
Adam Herstein 
aherstein@gmail.com
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Thursday, December 04, 2014 3:42 PM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Edward Chinn [mailto:ejchinn@comcast.net]  
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 3:15 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Cc: Stockton, Marty; 'Edward Chinn' 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Hello Planning and Sustainability Commission:

Our name is:                      Stanley T. Louie and Cynthia Y. Louie
Our Address is:                 1976 SE Mulberry Ave, Portland, OR 97214
We own Property at:     2921 – 2955 SE Washington St., Portland, OR 97214 (a two-story 18-unit 
apartment complex)

The current zoning for our property (2921-2955 SE Washington St) is R2.5 which is an Attached Single-
Dwelling zone.  The current proposal in the Comprehensive Plan is to change the designation from an 
R2.5 Attached Single-Dwelling zone to an R2 Multi-Dwelling zone.  Our 18-unit apartment complex is 
also currently classified a legal non-conforming density and will remain classified as a legal non-
conforming density under the proposed Comprehensive Plan.  Given this classification, we would be 
able to rebuild our 18-unit apartment complex in the event it was burnt down or destroyed by some act 
of god.  In addition, our 18-unit apartment complex would then have to be rebuilt within a five year time 
frame.  However, if we were to demolish our apartment complex intentionally and redevelop the site 
due to economic reasons, we would be required to redevelop the site based on the current zoning of 
our property.  As a result, this would prevent us from replacing the old 18-unit complex with a new 18-
unit apartment complex, but would only allow us to build a 7-unit apartment complex under the current 
zoning for our property (R2.5) or a 9-unit apartment complex under the proposed R2 zoning in the 
Comprehensive Plan.  

It should be noted that there are two other apartment complexes (2905-2913 SE Washington St. (5-
units) and 510-532 SE 29th Ave. (14-units) that are located on the same block and adjacent to our 
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property that are also currently zoned R2.5.  They are also classified as a legal non-conforming density as 
well and will remain classified as a legal non-conforming density under the proposed Comprehensive 
Plan.  The owners of these two properties will also face the same issues as us if they ever decide to 
redevelop their properties.  They would not be able to replace their apartment complexes with the same 
number of units under the current zoning and under the proposed zoning change.  Based on this, we are 
recommending to the Planning and Sustainability Commission that the Comprehensive Plan 
incorporates a zoning change of R1 or RH Multi-Dwelling that would allow us, at minimum, to redevelop 
our properties to have at least the same number of units as we currently have in our apartment 
complexes.  By incorporating our recommended zoning change into the Comprehensive Plan, the 
apartment complexes on this block will conform to the residential zoning without exception.

Thank you.
Stanley & Cynthia Louie
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 11:04 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Input on 2035 Comprehensive plan 

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: PDX Comp Plan  
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 9:28 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: FW: Input on 2035 Comprehensive plan 

From: Richard DeMerchant [mailto:demerchant.richard@gmail.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 2:57 PM 
To: PDX Comp Plan 
Subject: Input on 2035 Comprehensive plan 

To whom it may concern,

   I support the reduction of density in East Portland that the Comprehensive 
Plan suggests. However, I urge you to make additional zoning changes to 
reduce density even further. I live the David Douglas School District and have 
witnessed the impact of school overcrowding on our students and community. 
We lack the infrastructure (sidewalks, parks, community centers, connecting 
streets, crosswalks, etc) to support the density we currently have. We need to 
greatly slow this growth until the city can make improvements to 
infrastructure. 

   My street, 118th between Division and Powell, is currently zoned R2.5a, 
even though neighboring streets are zoned R5. Our street has many historical 
houses on large lots and grand old-growth doug fir trees, which are 
threatened every time our neighbor's properties get in the hands of people 
who want to subdivide and develop. It threatens the character of the 
neighborhood and the value of our homes. I am unclear why our street is 
zoned differently from the streets to the east and west of us. Please consider 
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rezoning our street as well.  This Section of 118th has unique character that 
has drawn major film studios to the area and has created much needed 
revenue for the city.  As an example the TV show Grim has filmed here twice 
in the last year due taking over the street for weeks at a time to film.  Their 
reason for filming here are the towering old growth firs and the classic 1930s 
portland homes on the street.  

  As for Kelly Butte.   It seems like an untapped resource in East Portland. I 
would love to see better maintenance and development of infrastructure 
(natural play, hiking trails, disc golf?) in this park. Also, in general, we need 
more access to parks that are not attached to local schools. Many of the parks 
that are close to my house are part of David Douglas schools and are closed 
during the day due to school use. I need a place to take my preschool aged 
kids to play that is open during the day and has equipment geared towards 
little users. Something like Piccolo Park in inner SE or the new natural play 
area in Westmoreland. Also, it would be great to add a community center on 
the south side of East Portland (near Holgate? Powell?). Many of outer SE 
residents do not have access to cars and it would be great for our kids and 
adults to have easier access to a community center.

Sincerely,

Richard DeMerchant
se 118th ave  
portland oregon, 97266
demerchant.richard@gmail.com
503-894-9170
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Wednesday, December 03, 2014 9:33 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Stacey Stultz [mailto:stacey@teamstultz.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 7:56 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Dear PSC,

We live at 3957 SW 58th Drive. Last year our daughter attended Lincoln High School. The Portland Public 
Schools system relies only on public transportation for our neighborhood, Wilcox West, and surrounding 
neighborhoods. The bus stop PPS wanted our daughter to take is at the corner of 26 and SW Scholls 
Ferry. This would have her walking about 2 miles down very busy roads without sidewalks. Pedestrian 
safety needs to be considered along routes students must take to get to school.

Thank you for your time.

Stacey Stultz
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 11:51 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: TESTIMONY

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: scottcollins13@gmail.com [mailto:scottcollins13@gmail.com] On Behalf Of Scott Collins 
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2014 11:48 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: TESTIMONY

To whom it may concern:

I recently purchased property in the Glenfair Neighborhood with the address of 
15706 E. Burnside Portland, OR 97233; the property is currently in the R1 zone, and 
is within the Max Transit Station area at 162nd . I have consulted with the adjacent 
land owners and Jenny Glass at the Rosewood Initiative, we all agree that  the area 
would benefit from a change to a mixed-use designation with a neighborhood 
commercial zone for future options in an area that lacks services.  Especially given 
that the property is located along the Max light rail line where there has been a 
serious lack of planning and focus on the station areas.  It is in a Urban Renewal area 
and is a Neighborhood Stabilization Program 1 target area and in the 
Neighborhood Prosperity Initiative Investment Area.  There is a relatively high rate of 
crime in this neighborhood and specifically near the 162nd st MAX line stop, this is 
attributed to the lack of private investment on street; there are a lot of abandoned 
buildings and lots in in the immediate area.  This neighborhood is severely under-
served in terms of childcare, nutritious food options, financial services, and hardware 
stores and affordable family housing and this is in no small part due to the restrictive 
zoning on our particular corner of Glenfair.  I feel that comprehensive plan and 
zoning changes for the area, including this property, is warranted.  Given that 
commercial zones allow residential uses, if the PSC grants us the change, my plan is 
such that I will continue to rehabilitate the dilapidated  single family residence on the 
property and use it as such until the time is right to add commercial use space 
including nutritious food options and childcare facilities.  
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Please feel free to contact me by email or phone at the number below. Thank you 
very much for your careful consideration.  

Kindly, 

Scott Collins
503-519-7066
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December 2, 2014 
 
Susan Anderson 
Director of Planning and Sustainability 
1700 SW 4th Ave 
Portland, Oregon  
 
 
Dear Director Anderson and Members of the Planning and Sustainability Commission: 
 
The Urban Forestry Commission appreciates the opportunity to submit a third round of comments 
in response to the current draft of the Comprehensive Plan. We are pleased to see many of our 
previous comments included in the latest edition. However, we found several areas where 
connections regarding trees, urban canopy, and continued efforts toward designing and retrofitting 
the city’s landscape to provide essential green infrastructure should still be strengthened. We 
request that the following recommendations be incorporated into the next edition of the 
Comprehensive Plan. 
 
 

Green Infrastructure 
 
There are many policies that note “green infrastructure” and we applaud the staff for 
elevating this concept within the plan. However, we see that connections to other chapters or 
supporting documents are insufficient. For example, within the Designing with Nature 
chapter, there is no mention of trees as a key strategy for improving the urban landscape and 
for providing proven environmental, social, and economic benefits to the community. In 
support of these ends, we recommend that explicit references to the Portland Urban Forest 
Management and Action Plans, the Portland Watershed Management Plan, and the newly 
adopted Climate Change Preparation Strategy, are included to underscore the City’s 
commitment to reaching its watershed health, climate resiliency, and canopy goals, and to 
recognize the immensely valuable contributions that trees make toward achievement of these 
goals. 
 
We also feel that there are a number of places where the terms “green infrastructure”, 
“nature”, and “natural resources” should be further enumerated to identify specifically what is 
being referenced. For example, Policy 3.17- Green Infrastructure in Centers, as currently 
written, it is not much more than a reiteration of Policy 3.6. It is imperative that defining 
language be included so that all public and private entities working to design and improve 
Centers are working in an effective and efficient manner and that trees are included at the 
beginning of the process, not the end. 
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Space for Trees on Private Property and Rights of Way 
 
Given the desire to increase density across much of the city, particularly in hubs and along 
connecting corridors, there is a real need to allocate sufficient space for the planting and 
stewardship of large canopy and native trees to grow and thrive to maturity. The loss of space 
for trees in mixed use and other heavily populated zones will be a serious detriment to the 
environmental quality, the ecological functioning, and the overall livability of a denser 
Portland. Preserving or creating enough space for trees needs to be included in the design and 
planning documentation stage of development, whether for new residential, mixed use, or 
commercial construction, or for rights of way projects. Given all of the benefits derived from 
trees, it is imperative that the final Comprehensive Plan, which will guide the next 20-25 years 
of growth and prosperity for all Portlanders, include explicit policies that feature its urban 
canopy goals. 
 
Toward this end, the Commission requests that a new policy be added under Chapter 4 – 
Design and Development, and that clear supporting language be inserted into the 
development code revisions that ultimately drive new development behaviors. A possible title 
and description of such a policy might be, “Trees are Integral to New and Re-Development. 
Encourage development and building and site design that preserve trees, as well as adequate 
space for them.” 
 
Additionally, we would like to see revisions made to the City’s street standards to 
accommodate larger planting areas and tree wells. Note that we did not limit this language to 
“planting strips,” as we believe that alternative means to accommodate large and other trees 
in neighborhoods and rights of ways may offer robust tree presence outside of traditional 
street tree patterns. We welcome creative ideas about ways to plan for large canopy trees in 
preparation for development.  In a similar vein, we request that new language be included in 
Chapter 9 Transportation that strongly encourages and offers incentives for preserving and 
protecting trees during construction. 
 
 
Natural Areas and Environmentally Sensitive Locations 
 
The Urban Forestry Commission supports the proposed policies and locations regarding the 
reduction of residential density allowances in environmentally sensitive locations where tree 
canopy cover is essential to maintaining the integrity of these landscapes, including steep 
slopes, floodplains, and headwater drainage sites. Not only does limiting development at 
these locations reduce the risks of landslides and sediment flow into the storm water system, 
it also serves to safeguard human health, and aids in protecting private property during 
natural disasters. 
 
Finally, the Commission requests that references to the development of West Hayden Island 
be completely removed from the Comprehensive Plan and significant project lists. The Island 
hosts an incredible riparian forest ecosystem, and is home to a number of native hardwood 
trees of significant size and age. The loss of this contiguous and extensive, bottomland forest 
to greenfield industrial land use would be counterproductive to Portland’s aspirational goals 
related to climate resiliency, canopy, and equity. We are convinced that acceptable mitigation 
is not possible to account for the planned loss (in whole or in part) of this unique and 
irreplaceable asset to our region. Please remove West Hayden Island from the active list of 
potential industrial lands for the Comprehensive Plan. 

Ord. 187832 Vol. 2.3.F, page 15939



 
 
On behalf of the Urban Forestry Commission, thank you for considering these additional comments 
and recommendations. 
 
Please do not hesitate to contact us with any questions that you may have. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Meryl A. Redisch, Chair of Urban Forestry Commission 
Kris Day, Chair of the Policy Committee 
 
 
Cc. Mark Bello, David Diaz, Noelle Studer-Spevak, Committee Members. 
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           December 2, 2014 
 
       Marianne Fitzgerald 
       10537 SW 64th Drive 
       Portland, OR 97219-6625 
 
 
Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Comprehensive Plan Update 
1900 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 7100 
Portland, OR   97201 
 
Re:  PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony 
 
Dear Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission:   
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Proposed Draft Comprehensive Plan 
dated July 2014.  The Plan is quite complex and although you have extended the 
deadline for comments to March 13, 2015, several portions of the Plan have not yet 
been released and that deadline may not be sufficient for citizens to provide thoughtful 
comments on those sections or the comp plan as a whole.  
 
I urge you to extend deadlines for comments on the draft Mixed Use Zone, Institutional 
Zone, Transportation Systems Plan and Parking policies, as well as formal boundaries 
for Centers and Corridors.  These proposals are still being developed and citizens have 
not had adequate opportunity to evaluate details and understand how they will affect 
neighborhood livability.  Please allow at least 90 days following the public release of 
each of these drafts before ending its public comment period.   
 
In addition, because there are strong themes that carry throughout several chapters 
(especially the connections between the economy, land use and transportation) and key 
documents not yet published, it is important for citizens to be able to comment on 
policies in future drafts as citizens gain a better understanding of how policies will be 
implemented in the neighborhoods.  I support Southwest Neighborhoods, Inc.’s 
recommendation that PSC allow citizens to comment on the complete draft 2035 
Comprehensive Plan before it goes to City Council for adoption.   
 
Here are my personal comments on the draft plan.   
 
Proposed Draft Goals and Policies dated July 2014 
 
Chapter 1:  Guiding Principles 
 
Equity:  One of the draft plan’s Guiding Principles (p. GP1-5) is to “encourage land use 
decisions that reduce existing disparities, minimize burdens, extend benefits, and 
improve socio-economic opportunities for under-served and under-represented 
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populations.”   
1. Equity is defined in the draft Plan glossary as “when everyone has access to the 

opportunities necessary to satisfy their essential needs, advance their well-being, 
and achieve their full potential.”  How will this definition be applied to zoning code 
or used to prioritize funding?   

2. The draft Plan policies use terms such as under-served, under-represented and 
vulnerable communities differently throughout the document without definitions, 
supporting data or measureable goals for achieving equity citywide.  In some 
sections (i.e. draft Policy 3.3, equitable development) the city aspires to “avoid or 
reduce negative development impacts, especially where those impacts 
inequitably burden communities of color, under-served and under-represented 
communities, and other vulnerable populations,” while in other sections (i.e. draft 
Goal 5.b, equitable access to housing) the city aspires to “remove disparities in 
housing access for communities of color, low-income households, diverse 
household types, older adults, and households that include people with 
disabilities.”  The public needs easy access to the data that the plan will use to 
evaluate equity.  Equity must also consider needs of the youth and seniors in our 
community, especially for prioritizing needed capital improvements for sidewalks 
and bicycle facilities, access to transit service, and parks and community centers.   

3. The draft Plan should embrace the principles of Environmental Justice.  In 
particular, the Partnership for Sustainable Communities 
(http://www.epa.gov/environmentaljustice/sustainability/index.html) recommends 
strategies that addresses housing, environment, transportation and health issues 
and enhance community engagement.   

 
Internal Consistency (Policy 1.3) needs to be strengthened to assure coordination 
among Portland bureaus and commit to a process for resolving conflicts when they 
arise.  This is particularly important when citizens and neighborhood associations raise 
issues that affect livability in their neighborhoods that involves more than one city 
bureau or agency, and for prioritizing projects that meet multiple community needs.   
 
Intergovernmental Coordination (Policy 1.6) needs to include coordination with other 
cities in the region, particularly those that share boundaries with Portland.   
 
Existing Plans (Policy 1.15):  There are many existing plans adopted prior to the 
Comprehensive Plan whose details are very important to neighborhoods as they 
develop.  Please include a list of existing community, area and neighborhood plans as 
an appendix.  The draft Comp Plan also needs a commitment to promptly adopt modal 
plans into the Transportation Systems Plan in order to assure that new and modified 
development and construction will adhere to these adopted plans.   
 
Chapter 2:  Community Involvement 
 
The draft Plan dilutes the role of the neighborhood association in land use projects 
(policy 2.31) and broadens participation among partners in general.  Citizens that live or 
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work in a community have a vested interest in maintaining and enhancing the livability 
of their neighborhoods and must be key partners in decisionmaking.  Some 
recommendations to enhance meaningful community engagement in decisions affecting 
growth include the following.   

1. It is especially important to retain the legal role of Neighborhood Associations in 
land use issues.   

2. Neighborhood Associations and Business Associations must comply with 
standards developed by the Office of Neighborhood Involvement, including public 
notice and public meetings before decisions are made.  Other partners in 
decisionmaking may not follow similar practices and their representatives may 
represent a very limited group.  Policies 2.1 and 2.2 need a public process for 
resolving issues where the recommendations of different groups may conflict.   

3. Local residents and Neighborhood Associations often identify issues where there 
needs to be better inter-bureau or regional cooperation in planning for 
improvements—particularly for issues related to stormwater and transportation 
infrastructure.  The community involvement program needs to be responsive to 
these types of issues and include a process for resolving conflicts or priorities 
among bureaus to achieve livability goals within our neighborhoods.   

4. The draft Plan Chapter 2 recognizes the need for adequate time for citizens to 
review and respond to draft plans and proposals, but too often today, that does 
not happen.  The community involvement program needs to commit to at least 60 
days written notice for the public to comment on all plans, proposals and projects 
from all bureaus.   

5. The draft plan needs to commit to district liaisons, similar to the Planning and 
Sustainability Bureau’s District Liaisons, for other major bureaus (PBOT, BES, 
etc), to facilitate communication between the bureaus and the community.   

6. The draft plan needs to assure that the city will provide citizens a response to the 
comments they receive on specific issues (Policy 2.12).  These responses may 
be grouped as long as all issues and concerns raised by citizens are addressed 
in the response.   

 
Chapter 3:  Urban Form 
 
I support draft Plan’s focusing growth in Centers and Corridors, but a high percentage of 
the housing that will exist in 2035 will be housing that already exists.  The City of 
Portland has issued—and continues to issue--thousands of “waivers of remonstrance” 
that allow developers to avoid making street improvements, resulting in gaps in 
sidewalks and bike lanes in existing centers and corridors.  Public investments in 
infrastructure and maintenance must be prioritized to areas of existing housing and 
businesses in the proposed centers and corridors (especially transportation 
infrastructure), and not just be focused on areas targeted for growth and new 
development.  The city must require developers to construct sidewalks and bicycle 
lanes in centers and along corridors, regardless of existing conditions.   
 
Equitable Development (Policy 3.3.a) needs definitions of these buzzwords in order to 
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implement the policy (see comments on equity above).   
 
Center Connections (policy 3.16) must be accessible to people of all ages and abilities.   
 
Green Infrastructure in Centers (Policy 3.17) needs to protect and enhance viewsheds 
in key locations (i.e. Terwilliger Parkway, Willamette Greenway) while preserving the 
tree canopy (see also Policy 9.17, Street Views).  In addition, when the Bureau of 
Environmental Services builds green infrastructure in centers and corridors they must 
consider the transportation needs of the community and enhances, not impedes, 
pedestrian or bicycle travel or access to transit.   
 
Transportation Hub (Policy 3.20) needs to recognize regional transportation hubs as 
well as the role of the Central City.  Policy 3.20 declares downtown Portland as the 
region’s transportation hub, yet many citizens travel to other regional transportation and 
employment hubs to meet their needs (i.e. Washington Square, Beaverton, Tigard, 
Tualatin, Gresham, Vancouver).  The draft Plan needs to acknowledge the importance 
of regional centers outside of Portland in terms of how Portlanders travel to work, shops 
and services.  Where I live, Washington Square is the closest regional hub (closer to my 
house than downtown Portland) yet there is poor transit service to get there (i.e. none 
on evenings or weekends).   
 
Transportation (Policy 3.28) should add “and frequent transit service” since not all Town 
Centers in Portland have high-capacity transit service.  This policy for Town Centers 
should also emphasize “access to Town Centers by people of all ages and abilities” 
since there are many Town Centers and frequent transit service lines that are currently 
accessible to some people only by walking on dirt roads or paths.   
 
Transportation (Policy 3.32) in Neighborhood Centers also needs to be accessible by 
people of all ages and abilities.   
 
The draft Plan policies on Corridors (Policies 3.38-3.42) use weak verbs to encourage 
improved infrastructure for walking, biking and accessing businesses and transit 
service.  Policy 3.39 should “improve” public streets, sidewalks and bicycle facilities to 
support the vitality of business districts, create distinctive places, provide a safe and 
attractive pedestrian and bicycle-friendly environment, and contribute to creating quality 
living environments for residents.  Policies 3.40 (Neighborhood corridors) and 3.44 
(transit station areas) should have similarly strengthened language that will make these 
centers and corridors accessible to all Portlanders.  Each center and corridor should 
have supporting projects in the TSP to create a complete neighborhood.   
 
Policies under “neighborhood corridors” need to identify nodes where multi-family 
development may be more desirable than the entire length of the corridor.  Like civic 
corridors, these neighborhood corridors must have accessible sidewalks and bike paths 
to enable people of all ages and abilities to get to the services, amenities and transit 
lines they connect to.   
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Community Connections (Policy 3.44) must assure accessible pedestrian connections 
for people of all ages and abilities.   
 
City Greenways needs a more distinct definition because there is some inconsistency in 
how “greenways” and “green streets” are used in both of their transportation and water 
quality functions.  These policies need a clearer description of how “greenways” 
integrate into the city’s transportation and stormwater systems.  Some city-designated 
bicycle greenways in Southwest Portland are on unimproved streets without landscaped 
water quality facilities.  Some Urban Trails are on unimproved streets that lack 
sidewalks and are not accessible to people of all ages and abilities.  City greenways do 
not work when the greenways connect to busy streets that lack sidewalks and bike 
lanes.  Greenways policies also need to consider how the different bureaus 
(Transportation, Parks and Recreation and Environmental Services) will manage them.   
 
Pattern Areas:  The comprehensive plan policies must recognize different needs in 
different parts of the city (i.e. the pattern areas) and allow for different types of growth 
(i.e. centers in outer SW Portland may look different than centers in inner SE Portland).   
 
Western Neighborhoods Pattern area, Policies 3.88 and 3.90, seem to rely on trails as 
the primary means of mobility in Western Neighborhoods, and do not emphasize the 
need for active transportation that is present in other pattern area descriptions.  Only 
33% of SW Portland’s busy streets contain sidewalks.  The urban trail system can 
create pedestrian connections in areas that lack sidewalks but these trails are often not 
accessible to all Portlanders, especially those with mobility issues, and the system 
depends on volunteers for construction and maintenance.  The Western Neighborhoods 
Pattern Area Policy 3.88 needs to be revised to read:  “Provide safe and accessible 
pedestrian and bicycle connections in centers and along corridors.”  Trails (Policy 3.90) 
enhance the pedestrian network but do not replace the need for accessible sidewalks to 
key destinations.   
 
Western Pattern Areas may need flexibility in applying policies for right-of-way designs, 
streets and stormwater improvements, and parking.  Waivers of remonstrance should 
not be granted for needed street improvements in centers or along corridors.  If cost-
effectiveness is used as a criteria for prioritizing publicly-funded projects (proposed Goal 
9H), the analysis must consider the benefits of required stormwater infrastructure as 
well as other infrastructure (i.e. bridges and retaining walls) that improve connectivity.   
 
Centers and Corridors   

1. The draft Plan does not identify specific boundaries for centers and corridors.  
Please allow at least 90 days for the public to comment on proposed boundaries 
for centers and corridors.   

2. In general,  
 Keep Hillsdale and West Portland as town centers. 
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 Keep SW Barbur, SW Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy/SW Capitol Highway, and SW 
Macadam as civic corridors. 

 Keep SW Capitol Highway/SW 49th from Hillsdale to Portland Community 
College’s Sylvania Campus as a neighborhood corridor.  

 Extend SW Multnomah Blvd. neighborhood corridor from Multnomah Village 
to SW 45th.   

3. In some sections of the draft plan, the terms “centers and corridors” are lumped 
together even though “centers” are specific geographic areas while “corridors” 
are streets that may be over 8 miles in length.   

4. All “centers” need to have accessible pedestrian and bicycle facilities (policy 
3.15).  Policies 3.28 and 3.32 need to make sure that all Portlanders can walk, 
bike and access transit in centers and transit station areas and along corridors.   

5. Corridors, especially neighborhood corridors, should not be rezoned for 
increased density throughout the corridor.  Proposed corridor zoning should 
consider “nodes” where mixed use development would be appropriate along the 
corridor.     

6. The map proposes to consider the seven “nodes” from the Barbur Concept Plan 
as “future transit alignment and potential station areas”.  I support this use of the 
Barbur Concept Plan recommendations for areas of increased density in Metro’s 
SW Corridor Work.   

7. West Portland Town Center:  The city must address the deficiencies that are 
preventing the West Portland Crossroads from achieving its potential as a town 
center.  This Town Center serves a highly concentrated population of under-
served, under-represented and vulnerable communities in SW Portland and is 
serviced by two frequent service bus lines.  In Metro’s “State of the Centers” 
report (11/1/2011) the population, dwelling units and employment densities in 
West Portland were higher than the regionwide town center average, but its non-
single-occupancy-vehicle mode share was much lower than the regionwide 
average.  West Portland Town Center lacks safe sidewalks, bike lanes and 
crossings in the center and needs public investments in infrastructure to meet 
neighborhood livability goals.   

 
Mixed Use Areas and Institutional Employment Centers 

1. There needs to be better consistency between Chapter 3, Chapter 6 and Chapter 
10 regarding land use, employment and mixed use zoning.  For example, the 
unspecified policies referenced on the bottom of page GP3-18 are not sufficient 
to understand how issues related to mixed use areas and institutional campuses 
will be addressed in our neighborhoods.   

2. The draft plan’s proposed Institutional Employment Center and Mixed Use zoning 
areas must mitigate neighborhood impacts of institutional growth, such as 
transportation infrastructure needs, traffic congestion and parking.  It’s not clear 
how Policy 3.57 (employment area geographies) will be applied to land use 
decisions.   

3. The draft plan does not include specific policies for home-based businesses that 
are projected to be 9% of the city’s economic growth.  How will the city mitigate 
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neighborhood impacts of home-based businesses, such as traffic and parking?  
Policy 6.62 is not sufficient.   

4. The city’s List of Significant Projects needs to assure that there is adequate 
infrastructure to support the proposed institutional, employment and mixed use 
areas.   

 
Chapter 4:  Design and Development 
 
Goal 4.C, Human and Environmental Health, will not be achieved by allowing “mixed 
use zoning” in areas near environmental threats (i.e. along freeways or near brownfields 
and superfund sites as has been proposed in the Central Eastside Industrial District).  
Offsite impacts (Policy 4.28) does not do enough to protect human health (see earlier 
comments regarding Environmental Justice and Partnerships for Sustainable 
Communities).  The proposed liberal use of mixed use zoning citywide has the potential 
to create cancer clusters within some neighborhoods.   
 
Scales and Patterns (Policy 4.13) should not allow a range of architectural styles and 
expression—it seems contradictory to other language in this policy that encourages 
design and development that complements the general scale, character and natural 
landscape features of neighborhoods.  Preserve existing Comp Plan language 
regarding neighborhood livability with specific area plans.  Require community 
engagement in development proposals, especially those where waivers or other 
exceptions to city policies or codes are proposed, before decisions are made.   
 
Reducing Natural Hazards and climate change risks and impacts (Policy 4.61):  I 
support the proposed downzoning changes in areas that are historical landslide areas 
or at risk of natural disasters.   
 
Chapter 5:  Housing 
 
Policies 5.23-5.38 discuss housing affordability, but they don’t discuss the cost of 
transportation as a factor of affordability and the importance of providing access to low 
cost transportation alternatives such as walking and access to transit.   
 
Chapter 6:  Economic Development 
 
I am very strongly opposed to Policy 6.15 and 6.41 that propose to develop pristine 
areas such as West Hayden Island for economic development.  Brownfield and grayfield 
redevelopment (former industrial sites, gas stations and underdeveloped shopping 
centers and parking lots) should be a much higher priority in the comprehensive plan 
policies than “greenfield development” or annexation.   
 
West Hayden Island (Policy 6.41) must be deleted.  I strongly agree with numerous 
comments made at Comp Plan hearings that oppose the development of West Hayden 
Island for industrial purposes.  There are ways to accomplish the city’s need for 
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industrial land inventory, and planners need to reevaluate areas the city is considering 
for mixed use zoning.  For example:   

1. Policies 6.38 and 6.38 should be strengthened to develop brownfields and 
grayfields before allowing industrial uses in undeveloped areas (greenfields).   

2. Policy 6.43 (Dispersed employment areas) will encourage former industrial areas 
such as the Central Eastside Industrial District to develop as another Pearl or 
South Waterfront residential/commercial area, whereas CEID may be better 
suited for industrial zoning.   

 
Regulatory climate (Policy 6.17) is much too detailed.  In particular, review processes in 
Policy 6.17.d should not be expedited at the expense of meaningful citizen involvement.  
What a developer considers an “unnecessary delay” may be a very necessary delay to 
the citizen or Neighborhood Association that is reviewing the proposal.   
 
Campus Institutions (Policy 6.55) must recognize the significant impact these campuses 
have on the surrounding neighborhoods, particularly transportation, parking and 
housing impacts.  Existing master plans and conditional use zoning help balance the 
needs of the campus with the needs of the neighbors and should not be changed.   
 
Home based businesses (Policy 6.62) also needs to consider the transportation and 
livability aspects of these businesses on neighborhood livability.   
 
Chapter 7:  Environment and Watershed Health 
 
I am concerned that watershed health (mandated by the federal Clean Water Act) in 
practice often trumps accessibility of public streets (mandated by the Americans with 
Disabilities Act).  BES stormwater requirements make it more difficult and costly to 
provide sidewalks and bike lanes where needed and developers have succeeded in 
getting waivers for these requirements.  “Ditches to swales” may not provide a walkable 
surface in the neighborhoods and may invite on-street parking that forces walkers into 
the travel lane.  This chapter needs improved coordination among bureaus to support 
neighborhood livability and accessibility goals.   
 
Protecting Natural Resources in Development Situations (Policies 7.9-7.13) need to 
emphasize inter-bureau coordination and cooperation.  State and Federal Coordination 
(Policy 7.12) is not sufficient.   
 
Impervious surfaces (Policy 7.24) is too narrow.  Additional language should encourage 
appropriate use of pervious surfaces.  There may be instances where the construction 
of impervious surfaces (i.e. sidewalks) to promote active transportation also benefits the 
environment through decreased use of fossil fuels.   
 
Coordinated stormwater management (Policy 7.32) recognizes the importance of 
coordinating transportation and stormwater system planning in areas with unimproved 
or substandard rights of way, and is a good first step.  There needs to be a process for 
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resolving conflicts between bureaus that impede neighborhood livability improvements.  
Multiple bureaus should contribute to the cost of improvements that benefit their 
respective missions.   
 
Watersheds.  Policies 7.56 through 7.58 are specific to the Fanno/Tryon watersheds in 
SW Portland.  SW Portland has poorly drained soils, steep slopes and sensitive natural 
resource areas that require context-sensitive solutions to water quality issues in the 
Fanno/Tryon Creek watershed and Willamette River sub-watersheds.  In particular, 
Policy 7.32 regarding coordinated stormwater management needs to apply in these 
watersheds.   
 
Chapter 8:  Public Facilities and Services 
 
This draft chapter needs a policy to mandate public facility improvements by private 
developers and prohibit waivers of remonstrance, particularly along busy streets and in 
centers and corridors.  When waivers are issued in these areas, future improvements 
pass the cost of needed infrastructure onto the taxpayer.   
 
Public rights-of-way (Policies 8.33-8.43) are a good start to identifying the many 
functions of public rights of way.  This topic needs to be expanded upon with an 
opportunity for public comment on how the policies would be implemented.   
 
Stormwater Management (Policy 8.39) needs to consider the community benefits of 
these services in the right of way (Policy 8.41) and require that stormwater facilities in 
unimproved rights-of-way enhance the pedestrian environment (i.e. pervious pavement) 
(see Policy 7.32).   
 
Parks (Goal 8.H) aspires to safe, convenient and equitable access to high quality parks, 
natural areas, trails, and recreational opportunities.  While the Plan includes policies for 
parks and recreation (Policies 8.72 through 8.83) the Plan needs more detail regarding 
how these goals and policies will be achieved in parks-deficient neighborhoods.   
 
Chapter 9:  Transportation 
 
The Transportation Systems Plan is not expected to be available for public review until 
sometime in 2015 and it seems premature to include this chapter without a chance to 
review the plan as a whole.  Please allow at least 90 days following publication of the 
draft Transportation Systems Plan to facilitate meaningful public engagement in the 
draft TSP and how it would affect neighborhood livability.   
 
This draft chapter ignores the 59 miles of unimproved streets and huge gaps in sidewalk 
and bicycle facilities citywide.  Centers and corridors need public infrastructure to 
support growth and past and current city actions that “waive” requirements has done a 
disservice to many communities in Portland.   
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This draft chapter uses terms such as “under-served”, “vulnerable users” and “unequal 
burdens” in many places without defining these terms or how they would be applied 
when implementing the policies.  As noted in the “equity” discussion above, the draft 
Plan needs to identify the communities that are referenced with specific measurable 
goals, and provide easy public access to the data.   
 
Here are some specific comments on the draft chapter.   
 
Support Great Places (Goal 9B) should be strengthened to prioritize investments in 
centers and corridors.   
 
Opportunities for Prosperity (Goal 9F) should delete the sentence “The transportation 
system helps people and businesses reduce spending and keep money in the local 
economy by providing affordable alternatives to driving.”  It is not clear how this goal is 
carried out in policies or why it even belongs in the draft Plan.   
 
Cost Effective (Goal 9H) should be deleted as a goal of the comprehensive plan.  
Because of past city decisions, many needed transportation improvements are costly to 
build because they require stormwater management, retaining walls and bridges to 
improve connectivity.  The city has not found it cost-effective to improve dirt roads even 
though its growth strategy supports the investment.  While I fully understand the strains 
on the city’s transportation budget, I also recognize that other Comprehensive Plan 
goals are important and needed projects may be rejected because they may not be 
considered cost-effective (see also Policy 9.58).   
 
“Transportation hierarchy for people movement” (Policy 9.6) is a good start but needs 
further vetting.  My biggest concern is the bullet that allows rationales if modes lower in 
the hierarchy are prioritized and I recommend you delete the rationale for exceptions.  If 
exceptions are allowed, there needs to be a process for public comments on the 
exception before the decisions are made.  In SW Portland both PBOT and ODOT have 
frequently found reasons over the last 30 years why sidewalks and bicycle facilities 
should not be built, even on the busiest streets, but the public was not given an 
opportunity to understand what the agency rationale was nor comment on the proposal 
before decisions were made.  Whether it was new homes on SW Capitol Highway 
between Multnomah Village and West Portland that were granted waivers of 
remonstrance for sidewalk and bicycle improvements in 2010 and 2014, or large 
commercial businesses that were not required to build bike lanes on city bikeways in 
2011 and 2012, or an ODOT overcrossing built on Barbur Blvd. in 1985 without bike 
lanes, this practice of infrastructure exceptions must not continue without public input 
before decisions are made.   
 
Geographic Policies (Policy 9.9) needs public investments in centers and corridors so 
these areas become accessible to people of all ages and abilities (not trails as 
suggested in the Western Pattern Area).   
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Land use, development and placemaking (Policies 9.10 through 9.13) supports the 
strong connection between land use and transportation that is central to Oregon’s land 
use laws.  Unfortunately, some “centers” currently have unimproved roads (dirt streets) 
and lack sidewalks and bicycle facilities that would facilitate access to key destinations 
and services.  The transportation infrastructure in centers and corridors must be 
improved by public investments in order to absorb the growth envisioned in the draft 
plan and enhance neighborhood livability.  These policies should also reflect the 
different needs in each pattern area and allow for context-sensitive designs that meet 
the needs of both the local and broader communities.   
 
Street Views (Policy 9.17) need a process for identifying and protecting these street 
views.  Streets with significant views such as Terwilliger Parkway and the Willamette 
Greenway need their viewsheds preserved while maintaining the tree canopy.   
 
Prosperity and Growth (Policy 9.28) should be revised to read, “in partnership with 
TriMet and Metro, maintain, expand and enhance Portland Streetcar, frequent service 
bus, and high capacity transit service to better serve Civic Corridors with the highest 
intensity of potential employment and household growth and transit use.   
 
Intercity Passenger Service (Policy 9.29) should clarify whether this applies to rail and 
bus service.  Intercity passenger rail and bus service should also head south toward 
California and east toward Bend and Boise. 
 
Regional Trafficways (Policy 9.30), reads as if it’s a good idea to add lanes to busy 
regional thoroughfares.  Widening regional roadways like Barbur Blvd., Beaverton-
Hillsdale Highway and Macadam with general purpose travel lanes will decrease safety 
for pedestrians and bicyclists, increase noise and air pollution, and reduce livability by 
encouraging even more traffic through our neighborhoods.  It’s not a coincidence that 
regional trafficways are often designated high crash corridors.   
 
Multimodal Goods Movement (Policy 9.31) needs additional wording at the end, “and 
redeveloped brownfields”, to help encourage brownfield redevelopment.   
 
All of the policies related to freight movement need to encourage less noise from motor 
vehicles (jake brakes, train whistles, etc.), cleaner emissions such as low carbon fuels, 
and use of smaller delivery vehicles to commercial centers.   
 
System Management (Policy 9.42) needs to incorporate a transportation hierarchy for 
all modes, including freight.   
 
Connectivity (Policy 9.44) needs a commitment of public and private investments to 
build bridges over streams and acquire property for right-of-way to improve connectivity 
in areas where streams and slopes have made it costly to meet this standard.  
Especially in areas where infill development is proposed in places where connectivity is 
challenging, pedestrian/bike path easements should be required.   
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Regional Congestion Management (Policy 9.47) states that Portland will coordinate with 
Metro on a regional congestion management approach.  This is not enough.  Portland 
needs to improve coordination with adjoining jurisdictions (i.e. Washington County, 
Beaverton, Tigard, Lake Oswego, Gresham) on plans for transportation facilities that 
travel through multiple jurisdictions.   
 
Parking Policies (Policies 9.48 through 9.53)  The city hasn’t begun its Citywide Parking 
Strategy Study so these policies seems premature.  At a minimum, the policies need to 
consider whether alternative modes are in place (transit, pedestrian access to transit, 
bike paths, etc.) before limiting off-street parking in new developments.  Geographic 
policies for pattern areas may also be needed.   
 
Project Selection Criteria (Policy 9.58) does not define the criteria or data that will be 
used to measure these goals and I recommend deleting it.  Some of the proposed 
criteria are buzzwords whose meaning may change over time.  As of this date 
(12/2/2014) the city has not published how these proposed criteria will be used for 
selecting projects for public comment.   
 
At a minimum, the policy needs to be separated into two distinct policies.   

1. The first sentence discusses transportation criteria to “cost-effectively achieve 
access, placemaking, sustainability, equity, health, prosperity and safety goals” 
without indicating how the criteria/goals will be measured.  In particular, the 
policy needs to specify how “cost-effective” will be measured—what costs and 
what benefits will be considered—for public comment (see Goal 9H).   

2. The second sentence says the TSP will coordinate with other capital planning 
projects.  The policy needs to recognize that inter-bureau cooperation is a two 
way street, particularly when managing stormwater in the public right-of way.  
Transportation improvements and stormwater improvements can meet mutual 
bureau goals and contribute to community livability where the infrastructure is 
lacking, as it is in SW Portland (Policy 8.38).   

 
Chapter 10:  Administration and Implementation 
 
This chapter appears to be specific to land use actions.  It needs to consider other 
chapters in the comprehensive plan, such as the Community Involvement Manual.  It 
also needs to propose methods that will improve inter-bureau coordination with a 
process for resolving conflicts between bureaus.   
 
List of Significant Projects 
 
The TSP Project List is not expected to be released until January 30, 2015.  The Feb. 
24 hearing date and March 13 comment deadline do not give citizens adequate time to 
evaluate whether these projects are sufficient to address growth throughout the city;  a 
90-day comment period would extend the deadline to April 30.  In particular, the List of 
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Significant Transportation Projects must identify transportation needs in all proposed 
centers and corridors.   
 
Glossary 
 
There need to be clear definitions for equity (and its associated buzzwords), greenways 
that distinguish between urban street and unimproved street greenways and trails that 
serve transportation needs to key destinations.   
 
The definition of “neighborhoods” excludes neighborhood associations but the plan 
must retain the important role of neighborhood and business associations in enhancing 
livability within their community.  Please include a definition for neighborhood and 
business associations.   
 
It is not clear why there are definitions for both “family wage” and “living wage”.   
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments as you prepare the next draft of 
the Comprehensive Plan.  Please let me know if you have any questions.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
/s/  12/2/2014 
 
Marianne Fitzgerald 
10537 SW 64th Drive 
Portland, OR   97219 
(503) 246-1847 
Fitzgerald.marianne@gmail.com 
 
Cc: Eric Engstrom, BPS 

Joan Frederickson, BPS 
 Courtney Duke, PBOT  
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To: Susan Anderson 
From:  Chris Smith 
Date: 1 December 2014 
Re: Proposed technology language for Comp Plan 

At our first Comprehensive Plan hearing, we heard testimony from several individuals regarding the 
need for Open Data and Broadband Access policies in the Comp Plan. I believe strongly that for the Plan 
to be relevant in this century, these are important additions. I've made an effort to reach out to 
community members and staff with relevant experience and would like to propose the attached 
language as a way to address this need. 

I look forward to working with staff to bring these to the Commission for consideration and am very 
open to suggestions from staff on how to improve the language or express the ideas in a way that is 
more appropriate to the Comprehensive Plan format. 

Thank you. 

(s) Chris Smith  
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Open Data (new section in Chapter 2) 

The City of Portland is a collaboration of its residents, businesses, non-profit sector and City and other 
governments. This collaboration is enhanced and opportunities for innovation and value creation are 
unlocked when data collected and generated by the City are shared as widely as possible. 

Policy 2.34 Open by Default. Ensure that City data sets and their metadata are free of charge, 
available without restriction or license, freely redistributable and updated frequently in 
both human and machine readable formats, adhering to open standards. 

Policy 2.35 Limited Exceptions. Exceptions to this policy due to compelling concerns of privacy, 
security, liability or cost should only be granted in accordance with clearly defined criteria 
and review by an appropriate oversight body. 

Policy 2.36 Community Engagement and Equitable Access. Actively reach out to the community with 
information, tools, APIs and training to ensure awareness and accessibility of the data 
sets. Leverage frameworks and tools in use elsewhere. Establish procedures for including 
public feedback in the process of data release and reuse. 

Policy 2.37 Effective Governance and Collaboration. Establish an Open Data Oversight Committee 
comprising City staff, citizens and professionals with relevant expertise to advise on policy, 
practices and priorities. Collaborate with the development community and other data 
providers to maximize the utility of City data sets. 

Policy 2.38 Procurement Policies. Establish policies for City procurement practices to ensure that 
information systems created by, maintained by or purchased from vendors and 
contractors effectively provide Open Data. 

Policy 2.39 Inventory Existing Data Sets. Create an inventory of existing City data sets and use 
community input to prioritize efforts to open them. 
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Broadband Policy (amendments to Chapter 8 - changes and additions underlined) 

p. GP8-8 

GOAL 8.L: Technology and communications 

All Portland residents, business and institutions have access to universal, affordable, and reliable state-
of-the-art communication and technology services. 

pp. GP8-22,23 

Technology and communications 

Private utilities and companies provide technology and communication facilities and services to the 
general public. In some cases the City acts as a regulator for these facilities and services through 
franchise agreements. The City also provides specific technology and communications services to 
support City and partner agency service delivery. The City promotes access to affordable and reliable 
technology and communications for all Portlanders. 

The policies in this section embrace innovation to ensure all Portlanders are able to access and benefit 
from emerging technologies and systems that have the potential to make Portland a cleaner, safer, and 
more efficient, resilient and affordable city. This section acknowledges that information and technology 
services have become essential infrastructure, and supports investments and partnerships to keep 
Portland competitive and build on the City’s tradition of open-source collaboration and innovation. 

p. GP8-23 

Policy 8.102  Capacity, reliability, access and equity. Encourage investments in technology and 
communication infrastructure to reduce disparities in capacity, access, and affordability 
and provide high-performance, reliable service for Portland’s residents and businesses. 

 Explore regulatory improvements and leverage City assets to facilitate providing high 
performance broadband connectivity to every business, institution and residence in the 
city. 

 Provide City financing programs to assist under-served, underrepresented or vulnerable 
individuals and communities with initial connection costs for broadband services. 

 Provide municipal broadband services if and where commercial providers fail to provide 
access or affordability. 

 Support Digital Inclusion efforts by City bureaus and partner governments and 
organizations. 

 Support Network Neutrality and other Open Internet initiatives in the City's Legislative 
Agenda. 
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Woodlawn LUTC Comp Plan Feedback 

Submitted by Anjala Ehelebe - 12/1/2014 

Environmental:  We are against turning green spaces in the Riverside and Broadmoor 
golf courses into industrial areas; these concerns link with the N Portland air quality 
comments and Mikel's testimony.  Also against turning W Hayden Island into a port 
facility.  Plans for creating industrial areas along Lombard and Columbia go against the 
need to develop affordable housing, and also could increase the pollution in North and 
NE Portland.  They would definitely increase the number of heavy trucks through the 
neighborhood. 
 
Safety:  Deep concerns about the volatile items being shipped on trains through our 
neighborhoods and the potential for explosions or environmental catastrophe.  We now 
have propane tanks added to the areas near the railroad.  Shipping oil, gas, ammonia, 
coal, or flammable liquids carries risk.  The plan proposes adding another 
track.  (Kenton Rail Line project).  This additional track could increase shipping of 
volatiles and at higher speeds.  We have grade schools and residences extremely close 
to the tracks.  Our neighborhood center is well within the blast radius (which goes from 
the tracks to almost Holman Street, in the Woodlawn neighborhood. 
 
Transportation: A proposed plan for a bridge over the train tracks near 11th or 13th 
would need closer examination.  This bridge could be a good thing, allowing emergency 
vehicles to cross from south to north without having to detour to MLK when a train is on 
the tracks.  
 
Institutional Campus Zones: We have concerns about this zoning as to how it could 
increase the ability of a school to expand into residential areas and its effects on 
parking.   
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Monday, December 01, 2014 10:51 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Cc:     Wright, Sara
Subject:        FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Madeline, this is testimony and… Sara (or a DL I guess), can you please let her know we’ve included her 
request in the written testimony to the PSC? Thanks.

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Melinda Lepore [mailto:bernardlepore@gmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, November 30, 2014 3:57 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission; cleporepdx@yahoo.com 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Greetings, 

I write regarding property that we own at 438 NE Tillamook, Portland OR 97212.  Currently our 
property is split zoned Rx and R2.  We would like to formally request that our property be 
rezoned to entirely RX.  

Can you please advise us how to go about making sure our request is considered?

Thank you so much for your assistance with this matter.

Sincerely,
Melinda and Chris Lepore
(503)504-3633
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 10:49 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: Anne-Lise Maria Sveen [mailto:atothel.sveen@gmail.com] 
Sent: Saturday, November 29, 2014 2:29 PM
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Subject: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

To Whom It May Concern:

The Comprehensive Plan Designation of the single-family residential properties located south on SE 
Caruthers St from SE Cesar Chavez to SE 35th Place needs to be amended from the CU Designation to R-
5 to match the current uses of these residential properties. This neighborhood has been impacted 
enough with the multiple additions of developments such as the Richmond Flats on SE 37th and SE 
Division St. There is too much development too fast with minimal concern to the residents of this 
neighborhood.

Upon viewing the map of the Comprehensive Plan, it appears as though developers plan to take our 
residential property and force us out of our homes. I have worked my entire life to buy my house on SE 
Caruthers Street in the Richmond area. I have put everything I have into this house and fear that my 
neighbors and myself will be pushed out against our will. Please do not let this happen to this great 
neighborhood.

Thank you for your time.

Anne-Lise M Sveen
3746 SE Caruthers St
Portland, OR 97214
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Thursday, December 04, 2014 2:04 PM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: Truck Strategy and the Comp Plan

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: PDX Comp Plan  
Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2014 12:49 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: FW: Truck Strategy and the Comp Plan

Julie:

I forwarded this to Leslie as well.

Sara Wright
p:  (503) 823-7728

From: BPS Mailbox  
Sent: Monday, December 01, 2014 9:32 AM 
To: PDX Comp Plan 
Subject: FW: Truck Strategy and the Comp Plan

NaTasha Gaskin 
City of Portland 
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability 
Ph: 503-823- 7802
Follow us on Twitter: @PortlandBPS 
Subscribe to the BPS Enews 
Like us on Facebook

From: Rachel Hill [mailto:hill.rachel@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, November 29, 2014 12:19 AM 
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To: BPS Mailbox 
Subject: Truck Strategy and the Comp Plan

To whom it may concern with BPS,
 
I have been reading through the Comp Plan and would like to find the correct way to comment. 
I've described the issue that has really driven me to take a look at the plan, below.

I live on North Lombard, north of St. Louis Street, in St. Johns. It is a major truck route for 
trucks going to the Port. The impacts of living on a small street that is a major truck route (and 
getting more intense, I’ve heard) is continually difficult and dangerous. I believe that there are 
better solutions than running this amount of trucks on this small scale street. As all of the trucks 
are going to the Port, I believe the Port should be more responsible for, and attentive to their 
neighbors - people like me who have to deal with the impacts of the trucks servicing the Port. I 
would like to see the process continue to try to work with the Port and other stakeholders to find 
and make happen a better solution. It may be down the road, but we need to move towards it.
 
I would like to “file a complaint” and have my comments recorded on public record. I am 
encouraging my neighbors to do so, as well. I appreciate the process that the City went through 
to come to a “solution” regarding trucks going to the Port. However, this street is not an 
appropriate street for trucks to drive down on a daily basis. It is a health and safety issue, both in 
the short term (trucks causing damage and risk daily), and the long term (carcinogens are spewed 
directly on our homes and in our windows).

I talked with neighbors this weekend and of the three that I talked to I heard these three stories:
 
1.   One neighbor who lives near the intersection of Lombard and St. Johns Ave, had his car was hit by a 
truck that drove away. The damage cost him 4000 dollars. His wife said she has seen numerous crashes 
between semi trucks, including one where debris slid into her driveway and front yard.
2.     One woman said her son doesn’t sleep through the night because the traffic gets so loud in the early 
morning. She believes the trucks speed down the road faster than speed limits allow. She has also had 
her rear view mirror taken off by trucks.
3.     One woman, who has four children, said that the diesel fumes scare her. She ran her finger down the 
handrail on her porch which was covered in a fine, black dust. She does not leave her street side 
windows open in the summer. She thinks it’s a health risk to her family.
 
In reading through the information online, I do not completely understand why Lombard was 
chosen over the wider and more truck-appropriate St. Louis and Fessenden. Or how finding an 
alternate route along the already heavily industrial river front was not a better solution. Can you 
please tell me what the decision making reasons were? 
 
I believe the Port and the City need to re-address this issue as soon as possible. I realize that 
access to the Port is important, however I believe that there is a better solution than a tight, small 
street without a wide buffer or right-of-way, lined with residences. 
 
Thank you,
 
Rachel Hill
9515 N. Lombard Street
Portland, OR 97203
 

-- 
rachel hill 
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hill.rachel@gmail.com
Portland, OR 
503.849.8337
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Eliot Neighborhood Association 
Land Use and Transportation Committee 

Mike Warwick, Chair 
 

Comments on the Draft Comprehensive Plan 

The Eliot neighborhood has a greater stake in the Draft than most others because of its proximity 
to the Central City, its historic and cultural significance and the unfortunate legacy of urban 
renewal actions that have significantly reduced to a fraction of its original size.  The Albina Plan 
was the first effort to redress this legacy.  By working diligently and closely with City staff, the 
current Draft takes additional steps, although that work is still incomplete.  To continue that 
effort we offer the following recommendations. 

1.  First and foremost, the current Draft zoning proposal corrects many problems with the 
current Comprehensive and Zoning Plan (the Albina Plan).  The Plan for Eliot should 
be adopted as is, without adjustment, and as promptly as possible to prevent further 
damage to Eliot from the current, inconsistent zoning. 

The Draft zoning best accomplishes the Plan’s goals to “preserve unique neighborhoods” while 
allowing for growth along “corridors” and focused on “centers.”  This goal was achieved by 
reducing the current medium density zoning (R2) within the Eliot Historic Conservation District 
to a low density zone (R2.5).  This lower zone was the dominate zone prior to the Albina Plan, so 
reverting to it is the equitable thing to do in light of the City’s legacy in the area.  To compensate 
for potential housing loss, properties along “corridors” and proximate to the Williams/Fremont 
center, were zoned to accommodate more dense housing and “mixed use” development that is 
expected to provide employment for community residents without advanced degrees as well as 
additional housing.   

The Draft increases areas in Eliot targeted for “mixed use” zoning.  Although the new “mixed 
use” zone is currently undefined, Eliot is opposed to extending the schedule for plan review and 
adoption.  Continued application of current zoning in Eliot is an existential threat to the 
neighborhood; one Eliot cannot afford simply to satisfy wealthier neighborhoods. 

2. Strengthen protections for historic neighborhoods, not just buildings.  This should 
include additional setback and/or step-down provisions and/or distances for projects 
within 50 feet of either historic buildings or districts (including conservation districts).   

The Plan pays lip service to historic preservation.  When it is referenced it is generally specific to 
building preservation.  There is more to history than a building here and there.  The Eliot 
neighborhood deserves protection of its historic character and residential fabric for at least four 
reasons: 

A. Some researchers believe that what is now the Eliot neighborhood may have been the site 
of the Hall Kelly’s City, which was founded in 1834.  That would make it the oldest city 
between San Francisco and Seattle, predating the founding of the City of Portland and of 
the City of Albina.   
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B. Eliot was platted and developed prior to the automobile age.  It was crisscrossed with 
street car lines.  It is the last and largest remnant of Portland’s original streetcar 
neighborhoods.  That unique character and neighborhood fabric deserves protection by 
itself.  But there are also two cultural reasons.   

C. Eliot was home to Portland’s largest German community at the end of the 19th and early 
20th Century.  It was called “Germantown” for that reason.  This community was 
primarily composed of “Volga” Germans; Germans who emigrated from Russia.  They 
left behind a rich legacy of homes (mine is one) and churches when the original residents 
died or disbursed.   

D. The more recent and better known cultural legacy was as the commercial center for 
Portland’s black community.  Part of that legacy is also as a multicultural community, as 
Eliot’s proximity to the railyards and industry made it home to both black and white 
working class families.   

 
This legacy is an important part of Portland’s history and identity and deserving of protection.  It 
relates to the rebirth of Portland’s streetcar development and its protection will prevent the 
elimination of cultural touchstones for Portland’s German and black communities. 
 
3.  Restrict Rx zoning to the Central City.   

The Rx zone is characterized in Title 33 as a “Central City zone.”  Eliot is alone among Albina 
Plan neighborhoods to have Rx zoning.  It should not have any Rx zones.  The proposed plan 
reduces this to the more appropriate Rh or R1 depending on the current density. 

4.  Revise the Rh zone. 
 
The current Rh zone allows for heights that are incompatible with adjacent low density 
residential parcels and it has no provision for setbacks adjacent to historic properties or districts 
(which Ex does).  This is an issue primarily because height and FAR bonuses are granted if the 
parcel is within 1,000 feet of transit facilities.  We recommend some or all of the following: 

A. Incorporate the Rh zone into the Mixed Use zone. 
B. If elimination of the zone as above isn’t possible, apply the same setback and step-down 

requirements to the Rh zone as will be imposed in the new Mixed Use zones.   
C. Reduce the distance from transit streets for height and FAR bonuses.  The current 1,000 

foot limit encompasses all of Eliot and almost all of Irvington, both historic districts 
where 75 to 100 foot tall buildings are inappropriate. 
 

5.  Direct infill away from historic districts (including conservation districts).   

The current draft directs infill to “inner” neighborhoods.  Eliot is one of those.  The existing 
homes that are currently affordable to teachers and city workers are being demolished by infill 
developers and replaced with townhomes.  This is destroying the historic character of these 
neighborhoods.  Ironically, the policy is justified as a response to “gentrification,” a term which 
is misapplied in this case, partly due to poor statistical analysis.  Home sale prices in Eliot are 
consistent with the median sales price city wide.  The rapid increase in price is due to the 
purchase of homes from absentee landlords and their subsequent rehabilitation and their 
transition from slumlords to proud home owners.  At present, existing homes in Eliot are about 
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as “affordable” as elsewhere in the inner city.  However, part of the “statistical” increase in 
average home price is a consequence of infill.  The townhomes that replaced existing, affordable 
homes are selling for two to three times the price of the home they replaced.  Those prices aren’t 
“affordable” and they drag the average home price up.  In simple terms, the City’s infill policy is 
causing “gentrification,” as well as destroying the “unique neighborhoods” the Plan pledges to 
preserve.  Additional density in historic inner neighborhoods should be limited to centers and 
corridors through appropriate zoning rather than encouraged within established historic district 
boundaries. 
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To: Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission 

 November 26, 2014 

 

RE: 2035 Portland Comprehensive Plan Proposed Draft 

 

Friends of Terwilliger submits the following comments regarding the Proposed 
Draft of the Comprehensive Plan: 

1. The property owned by Portland Parks & Recreation (Tax ID R327753) 
between the gas station at 2800 SW Sam Jackson Park Rd. and Terwilliger Blvd. 
should be changed to Open Space zoning, not Mixed Use as proposed. It was part 
of the original Terwilliger Parkway and it is regrettable that it was converted to 
commercial use in the past. The Comprehensive Plan zoning designation should 
reflect an intention to eventually return it to park use. A similar parcel owned by 
PP&R contains the parking lot for the Chart House restaurant (5700 SW 
Terwilliger Parkway) but it is zoned OS; if it works for one it should work for the 
other. 

2. We are very concerned about Policy 1.15, which states that “the goals and 
policies of this Comprehensive Plan supersede any goals or policies of a 
community, area, or neighborhood plan that conflict with a goal or policy of this 
plan.” While that may seem logical in the context of a Comprehensive Plan update, 
it actually creates uncertainty and suspicion with regard to existing area plans that 
many stakeholders have come to know and rely on. We need to be assured that all 
components of the Terwilliger Parkway Corridor Plan, the Terwilliger Parkway 
Design Guidelines, the Marquam Hill Plan, and the Marquam Hill Design 
Guidelines will remain in full force exactly as written and not be superseded by 
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new Comprehensive Plan goals and policies. The existing plans and guidelines 
were developed through rigorous planning processes that involved all stakeholders 
and must not be superseded unless the Bureau of Planning engages the same 
stakeholders to discuss exactly how the new goals and policies will change existing 
plans. 

3. OHSU and VA Medical Center campuses should not be changed to Mixed 
Use zoning. Mixed Use zoning allows too many uses not related to institutional 
uses. The goals and policies of the Marquam Hill Plan should remain unchanged 
for the near future, but eventually there will be need to update it; Mixed Use would 
open the door to uses that would attract more vehicle trips on Terwilliger Parkway 
that will be much more difficult to control if not associated with one or two large 
institutions. It has never been the intention of the Marquam Hill Plan to open up 
the medical campuses to non-institutional employment or commercial enterprises 
nor should that be allowed without a rigorous planning process. 

Instead, the zoning designation should be changed to Institutional/Campus given 
what we know so far about what that zoning will be like. OHSU and the VA 
Medical Center were originally Conditional Uses in an R1 zone but were changed 
to EX as part of the Marquam Hill Plan. We oppose EX zoning for the same 
reasons that we oppose Mixed Use zoning: that it would allow uses that are not 
consistent with the primary mission of medical and educational institutions. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Anton Vetterlein 

President, Friends of Terwilliger 

430 SW Hamilton St. 

Portland, Oregon, 97239 

antonvett@comcast.net 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2014 1:37 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: [User Approved] RE: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Micah H Hamley, PE [mailto:mhamley@fliegenworks.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2014 12:28 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: [User Approved] RE: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

My mailing address is 
Micah Hamley
1000 SE 49th Ave
Portland, OR 97215

Micah Hamley, PE
President, Fliegen Works Inc.,   503 221-4001 work,   503 262-7476 Fax,   503 709-0670 cell

From: Planning and Sustainability Commission [mailto:psc@portlandoregon.gov]  
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2014 11:39 AM 
To: mhamley@fliegenworks.com 
Subject: RE: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Hi Micah,
Thank you for your comments to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I may forward this 
to the Commission members and include it in the record, can you please email me your mailing 
address? That is required for all testimony.

Thanks,
julie

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
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Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Micah H Hamley, PE [mailto:mhamley@fliegenworks.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2014 11:26 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony

I would like to add an area to consider in the comprehensive plan. 
The area on SE Belmont between SE 49th Ave and 51st ave. on the south side of Belmont should be 
considered for an increase in density from R2 to R1 or CM.  This would allow increased density on this 
collector street.  The existing dwellings along that area are all rentals, including duplexes, triplexs and a 
shelter.

Micah Hamley, PE
President, Fliegen Works Inc.,   503 221-4001 work,   503 262-7476 Fax,   503 709-0670 cell
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From: Rich Wallace [mailto:rich.wallace@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, November 22, 2014 6:28 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Cc: Wright, Sara; Stockton, Marty 
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony 
 
23 November 2014 
  
Re: Draft Comprehensive Plan – Include 5116 SE Duke St into Proposed Mixed Use - Dispersed 
  
Dear Commissioners: 
  
I would like to thank the Commission for their effort in updating the Comprehensive Plan for 
Portland.  
 
I request that the Commission consider changing 5116 SE Duke St, currently zoned R2a multi-
dwelling, to Mixed Use - Dispersed.  Exhibit A depicts the current and proposed zoning, showing 
that changing R2a multi-dwelling zoning to Mixed Use – Dispersed will establish consistent 
commercial zoning with surrounding properties.    
  
Thank you for considering our proposal.  
  
Sincerely, 
Richard Wallace 
7304 SW 53rd, 
Portland, Oregon, 97219 
rich.wallace@gmail.com 
  
Enclosures:  
       Exhibit A 
 
 

Ord. 187832 Vol. 2.3.F, page 16118

mailto:rich.wallace@gmail.com
mailto:rich.wallace@gmail.com


 
 

Ord. 187832 Vol. 2.3.F, page 16119



From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, November 24, 2014 10:17 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Traffic Improvements Needed - SE 72 Ave / Foster Powell

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Kerry Rowand [mailto:kerry@kerryrowand.com]  
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2014 5:00 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Cc: Ben Hedstrom; Allen Rowand 
Subject: Traffic Improvements Needed - SE 72 Ave / Foster Powell

Hello,

I am a new resident to Foster Powell.  My husband and I bought our first home this summer.  While we 
love the neighborhood, the traffic on SE 72 Ave (especially between Center and Powell) is a concern.

The street is very congested with cars driving faster than the speed limit, and the sound of scooters 
racing by at night is enough to wake me up.  We were warned by our new neighbors that street parking 
often results in broken side mirrors or crashes from fast-moving cars.  Nearby SE 71 Ave (between 
Powell and Division) has speed bumps, which appear to effectively reduce speeds and discourage fast 
drivers from that route.  I wonder if that would help SE 72 Ave as well?

My husband and I frequently ride our bikes (to Woodstock, Mt. Scott Park, Mt. Tabor 
Park. . .), but there are more dangerous intersections than there are safe ones (ex. 
crossing Holgate, Foster, Powell, SE 52 Ave).  Making SE 72 Ave a designated bike 
route would be a great improvement.  Currently the street does not seem safe for 
children, pets, or any pedestrians.

I was advised to email the Planning and Sustainability Commission and have commented on this 
transportation map as well:
http://www.portlandmaps.com/bps/cpmapp2/ 

I appreciate your consideration of my request for traffic improvements, and would welcome any 
suggestions on how to better voice my/residents' concerns and support for improvements.
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Thank you,

Kerry Rowand
3713 SE 72 Ave
Portland, OR 97206
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Tuesday, November 18, 2014 11:32 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: Zoning Changes - 625-627 SE 30th Ave

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Brenda [mailto:newstripes@comcast.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 1:38 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Zoning Changes - 625-627 SE 30th Ave

Good morning, 

 I am writing regarding the zoning of my property at 625-627 SE 30th, which is currently zoned 
as R5.  I understand the city is in process of re-zoning and felt you might be my best resource, as 
I hope to have some influence on the proposed zoning changes.  I was out of town for two of the 
public meetings and working for the other two.  
I currently have 5 units on this 5,593 sq ft property which is clearly non-conforming and it has 
been that way since I purchased it over 15 years ago, and it doesn’t make sense to me when I am 
surrounded by large apartment buildings. In fact, my closest neighbor is a 21-unit apartment.  
 I tried to find out from the city when it became non-conforming or when the zoning changed to 
make it that way, but couldn’t find anything. They are telling me I may need to dig further for 
phone records, utility bills, etc. to try and prove my property is a legal non-conforming use. 
 I don’t understand everything, but it looks like just ½ a block to the east of me, you are 
considering changing to R1, which I am hoping could extend as far as the area where I am.  Even 
better would be an RH zoning, after looking at the types of properties around me. Following is a 
list of all the buildings just around my block, most of which are extremely non-conforming due 
to the current zoning.
 
510 SE 29th                  – Zoned R2.5              - 10-12 Units            -12,056 sq ft lot – Non 
Conforming 
2743 SE Alder             – Zoned R5              - 24 Units             -15,000 sq ft lot– Non Conforming 
2934 SE Alder             – Zoned R 5             – 22 Units             -6,500 sq ft lot– Non Conforming 
2921 SE Alder             – Zoned R5             – 6 Units             – 50 X 100 Lot - Non Conforming 
2905-2915 SE Alder    – Zoned R5             – 4 Units             – 50X100 Lot – Non Conforming 
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622-624 SE 29th             – Zoned R5             – Duplex             – 50X100 Lot – Non Conforming 
2904 SE Washington – Zoned R2.5             – 7 Units             – 50X100 Lot – Non Conforming
2921 SE Washington – Zoned R2.5            - 18 units             - 19,000 sq ft – Non conforming 
2905 SE Washington     - Zoned R.5             -6 units             - 50 X 100 Lot - Non conforming
 Many of them are double, triple, quadruple the size they should be and the zoning is completely 
incorrect. If you look at the list, which I am sure you already have, you will see that a zone 
change for this block, would bring more people closer to conformance. For the few single-family 
homes, this could increase their property if they were thinking of selling. 
I am concerned about the value of my property with this current zoning and what would happen 
if my property were to burn down. Could I then build at least 5 units again, even though I am so 
far out of compliance?  And the law doesn’t allow me to move further out of compliance, so I 
cannot expand, which does not seem reasonable given my surroundings. 
 I would like to make enhancements to my property and someday expand the cottage in back of 
the 4-plex to be a few more units.  If I was R1, I could possibly increase up to 50% more units by 
adding amenities. We take great care of our properties and currently offer storage for bikes, 
laundry facilities, but could also add an ADA accessible unit or amenities you might suggest to 
increase our density.  We would also like to consider seeing what would be required to get a 
charging station out front for electric cars, etc.  We want to be progressive with the city and offer 
inner-city housing, but right now our hands are tied.
 From our apartment, a block in either direction is transit and supportive commercial services. 
Our property and this block seem prime for the highest density possible, at least R1 or RH.  I 
hope you will hear my concerns, consider my request and let me know what if anything else I 
can do to help change my zoning when the city changes the area around me.
Thanks for your time. 
Brenda Gunderson 
503-314-1906 
newstripes@comcast.net

Make it a Great Day
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Wednesday, November 19, 2014 9:31 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: [Approved Sender] Re: Please do not rezone 6729 SE  162nd

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: lbauerpvna@aol.com [mailto:lbauerpvna@aol.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 4:50 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission; Scarzello, Christina 
Subject: [Approved Sender] Re: Please do not rezone 6729 SE 162nd

 
 
 
                Linda Bauer       6232 SE   158th      Portland, Oregon    97236
 
 
                                                                    Linda Bauer
 
 
 
 
In a message dated 11/18/2014 1:23:35 P.M. Pacific Standard Time, psc@portlandoregon.gov writes:
Hello Linda,

Thank you for your message to the PSC. So that I may include your comments in the record 
and forward them to the commission members, can you please email me your mailing address? 
That’s required for all testimony.

Thank you,
julie

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
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Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with 
disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-
6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: lbauerpvna@aol.com [mailto:lbauerpvna@aol.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2014 1:19 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission; Scarzello, Christina 
Subject: Please do not rezone 6729 SE 162nd 

 
 
 
 
                Please do not rezone 6729 SE 162 to a Commercial zone !
 
 
                            Commercial zones                             Purpose 
 
 
            The regulations promote uses and development which will enhance the economic 
viability of the specific commercial district and the City as a whole. In general, a wide 
range of uses is allowed in each zone.
 
                As stated above, commercial zoning is envisioned as part of a commercial district , this 
property would not be part of a commercial  district  (spot zoning ) . Also as stated above, a wide 
range of uses is allowed in a commercial zone.  This property is located directly above a very 
mis-aligned ,dangerous  intersection. (162nd  and SE  Foster Road )
 
                In 2006 there was a pre-application conference , and it was revealed that this property 
needed lots of special work to make the ground stable for residential development .   Whole cars 
and miscellaneous debris was buried on this property be a previous owner. 
 
                                                                                        Linda Bauer
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Date 

 

 

 
 

November 18, 2014 

 

Chair Andre Baugh 

Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission 

1900 SW 4th Avenue, Room 2500A 

Portland, OR 97201 

 

Chair Baugh and Fellow Commissioners, 

 

I wish to commend the Planning and Sustainability Commission and the leadership and staff of 

the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability on your hard work in creating the 2035 

Comprehensive Plan Update.  The current Proposed Draft reflects the multitude of voices that 

make up our city.  Listening to the comments and concerns of every community has helped 

draft a plan that will guide Portland toward greater equity, ensuring everyone has access to 

opportunity. 

 

Portland has a big challenge in front of us in meeting the housing needs of the 120,000 new 

households expected over the next 20 years.  Today we know that there are thousands of 

families burdened by housing costs that do not match their incomes.  On any given night, 

about 4,000 people sleep on the streets or in shelters across Portland.  As our population 

grows, the need for affordable housing and services directed to moving people off the streets 

and into permanent housing will grow as well.  These growing needs will force us to come 

together as a city to think innovatively and invest proactively towards increasing affordable 

rental housing and moving families into stable homeownership. 

 

Chapter 5 of the plan, “Housing” accurately describes the challenge and sets strong goals and 

policies for directing the city’s future path toward meeting our housing needs.  This plan 

focuses new housing development in centers and works to create Complete Neighborhoods, as 

called for in the Portland Plan.  The Portland Housing Bureau has worked closely with the 

Bureau of Planning and Sustainability to map those areas that provide opportunity, where we 

want to focus the development of new affordable housing. And also to determine where the 

City should be investing in existing neighborhoods that have affordable housing but lack 

amenities.  Portland is best served by fostering mixed-income communities where everyone 

benefits from public and private investments in their neighborhoods.   

CITY OF 

PORTLAND, OREGON
 

PORTLAND HOUSING BUREAU 

Dan Saltzman, Commissioner 

Traci Manning, Director 
421 SW 6th Avenue, Suite 500 

Portland OR  97204 
(503) 823 2375 

Fax (503) 823 2387 
www.portlandoregon.gov/PHB 
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This plan also addresses the growing need to mitigate displacement of low-income residents as 

neighborhoods improve.  Too often neighborhood investment means that our more vulnerable 

citizens (renters, people of color and the less educated) are unable to keep up with rising 

housing costs.  PHB is working hard through our North/Northeast Neighborhood Housing 

Strategy to help people that have been displaced and have few choices in the current housing 

market to return to the neighborhoods they were priced out of.  In the future, Portland can 

and should become more proactive in preventing displacement before it happens. I want you 

to know that the Portland Housing Bureau is committed to working closely with you and with 

BPS to make a difference. 

 

I also commend you for including strong language regarding housing access.  New rules from 

the Department of Housing and Urban Development have re-emphasized the requirement 

that we remove barriers to accessing housing and eliminate housing discrimination based on 

protected classes.  Portland has come a long way in ensuring fair housing, as demonstrated by 

our leadership in passing state legislation to remove discrimination against Section 8 voucher 

holders.  Enacting the housing access policies in this plan will help us move toward a 

community where no one is denied housing or forced to pay more  because of historic racial 

and economic segregation, uneven public investment, owner bias or illegal discrimination.  

 

Investing in safe, healthy, affordable housing in complete neighborhoods is a long-term 

investment in a crucial piece of our city’s infrastructure.  Where we live has a large impact on 

our futures.  Thank you for recognizing the critical role access to affordable housing will play in 

Portland’s success over the next 20 years. The Portland Housing Bureau looks forward to 

working with you to meet those challenges. 

 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Traci Manning 

Director 
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November 17, 2014 
 
 
Planning and Sustainability Commission 
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100 
Portland, OR 97201 

 

RE: City of Portland 2035 Comprehensive Plan  

Several years ago, in preparation of the development of the 2035 Comprehensive Plan, I met with eight 
or so City representatives from multiple bureaus to raise the issue of light pollution and to initiate a 
discussion on how the City might address it. Following that meeting I organized a light pollution 
symposium at OMSI attended by about 100 stakeholders, including City staff. Since that time, I have 
remained in contact with staff sharing the latest information and outreach tools. I remain committed to 
working with staff in pursuit of reducing, and ideally eliminating, light pollution. As a life-long amateur 
astronomer and a professional natural resources manager for almost 30 years, light pollution is a subject 
near and dear to my heart. I am not only an advocate of protecting the night sky for astronomical 
observation, but also for the welfare of wildlife and the conservation of energy resources. Thus I 
strongly commend the City for including a light pollution policy in the Plan Update. Implementation of 
such a policy is entirely consistent with the City’s climate change, natural habitat, health and safety, and 
economic prosperity policies.  

I co-authored a comment letter on the Plan Update on behalf of the Board of Directors of the Rose City 
Astronomers (RCA). My comments herein emphasize the two major points of that letter, namely: (1) a 
comprehensive consideration of lighting design and practices beyond energy efficiency is needed; (2) 
that a new goal be included to strive towards a “Dark Sky Community” status, per the criteria of the 
International Dark Sky Association (IDA).  

Comprehensive Lighting Design 

Given that we are at a time when street lighting is being retrofitted with blue LED lights, it’s imperative 
that the City provide uniform lighting standards that not only consider energy conservation when 
considering lighting design, but also the other harmful effects of lighting. The light wavelength of a 
fixture is an important consideration when addressing light pollution. For example, many light bulbs 
emit a “blue wavelength” of light that is beneficial to humans during the day, but not at night. 1 
Associated with this type of lighting is a suite of known and likely detrimental effects to the ecosystem, 
to the enjoyment of the night sky, to astronomical research, and possibly to human health. As RCA’s 
liaison for the IDA, I hear many complaints from club members living in Portland and its surrounding 
suburbs regarding the increased glare caused by new, blue, LED street lights. The City of Davis in 
California embarked on such a lighting retrofit and after hearing many complaints it has taken a step 
back and is engaging each neighborhood in the decision of light wavelength. In the end, this will save the 
City considerable time and money and best preserve natural resources.   

New Goal: Dark Sky Community 

I strongly encourage the City to consider including a new goal in the Plan Update of becoming a Dark Sky 
Community. Such a goal is not only consistent with other goals stated in the Plan Update, but it provides 
a rallying point towards achieving many of those goals.  It also carries with it a positive image of Portland 
and the potential for further ecotourism. Such a goal could be stated as: 

1 “Blue l ight has a dark side.” Harvard Health Letter, May 2012, 
http://www.health.harvard.edu/newsletters/harvard_health_letter/2012/may/blue-light-has-a-dark-side/ 
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New Goal. A Dark Sky Community  

Portland's wise use of outdoor lighting promotes public health and safety, reduces energy 
waste, preserves and protects wildlife and our cultural heritage of the night sky both within and 
beyond City borders.  

A Dark Sky Community is defined by IDA as a town, city, municipality, or other legally organized 
community that has shown exceptional dedication to the preservation of the night sky through the 
implementation and enforcement of quality lighting codes, dark sky education, and citizen support of 
dark skies.  There are currently eight such communities designated within the world, with six of them in 
the United States. Portland has the opportunity to be a leader among larger cities by seeking 
certification as a Dark Sky Community from the International Dark Sky Association. Through such a goal, 
we can demonstrate how a City can accomplish urban livability and sustainability goals – as well as 
preserve its cultural heritage of a dark sky. [see:http://www.darksky.org/international-dark-sky-
places/about-ids-places/communities] 

A Dark Sky Community does not actually have to be completely dark and such a notion is absurd given 
the lighting needs within a metropolitan area. The City must simply have the following in place to qualify 
as a Dark Sky Community: 

• Light shielding requirements 
• Lumen density limits 
• Adaptive controls for future public lighting 
• Broad public support for dark skies 
• A night sky monitoring program  

I have taught many after-school astronomy courses to grade-schoolers. The students know 
“theoretically” about the life and death of stars but they have little to no “experience” of stars. They 
don’t know the quality of life that is had when experiencing an outdoor dome of stars. The potential of 
this experience is becoming less and less. Children no longer have any thought of looking up. I also teach 
an after-school ecology class and those same children are well aware of how fast we are losing wildlife 
habitats and the need to be “green.” We do a great job as a city of conserving the land beneath our feet 
for the benefit of wildlife and for the innate human need to be amidst nature, but what are we doing to 
conserve that wonderful realm of nature needed by wildlife and by the imagination of human-kind that 
lies above us? I’m so proud to be a 19-year resident of an innovative, progressive City, and I trust that 
the Commission will consider the above recommendations and continue Portland’s long tradition of 
being bold in our visioning and being leaders in environmental stewardship. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 
Dawn J. Nilson        
RCA Director, Dark Sky Preservation 
RCA Liaison, International Dark Sky Association  
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Using July 2014 Proposed Draft of the 2035 Comprehensive Plan as basis for page numbers and comments. 

Ref Pg # Key Word

I 28 Responsibility add #4 in top section
Decide what needs to be done and which bureaus or bureaus will be responsible for 
accomplishing the work. 

I 31 Fire Risk Under Develop green infrastructure 
4. Add adding green infrastructure increases fire risk as the fuel load in the natural areas 
increases. 

Fire Risk Invest to control risks develop emergency escape routes for cul-de-sacs and other at risk areas

Fire Risk Invest to control risks Manage fuel loads in natural areas to reduce wildfire risk

I 33 Fire Risk Land use policies…. Develop emergency escape route for all existing infrastructure

I 37 Trails Western Neighborhoods and an extensive trail "transportation " system

A 7 Fire Risk under first section add "Everyone has access to emergency escape routes in the event of wild fire " 

under Resilience add "connections, the SW Urban Trail System  " and parks …

GP1-5 Equity Equity under-represented populations "throughout the city "

Cooperation New Category Cooperation among bureaus            
goals.

Develop reward systems to discourage silo thinning and actions.

GP1-7 Cooperation New Policy
Interbureau Cooperation  "Ensure that the city bureaus work together and cooperate to assure 
city wide goals are considered in bureau decision making and operations"

GP1-8 Policy 1.8 -3 Trails Street ", greenway and trails"  polic(ies) and design(s) ...

Policy 1.10 Community Involvement Committee add "Establish area committees to inform the PSC of issue and possible solutions."

GP1-9 Policy 1.16 New Policy
add "Policy 1.16 Existing Plans All existing plans listed in Appendix xx shall be considered a part 
of the  Comprehensive Plan and have equal standing in all manner. 

GP2-1 Equity 3rd bullet add "under represented communities "throughout the city" to achieve greater equity

GP2-5 Partners 2.1.c. 
Neighborhood and business associations "and other local organizations " as local experts and 
channels ….
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GP2-6 Community Community Assessment
at end of first paragraph "All community members must be given clear feedback on their 
comments and suggestions"

GP2-9 Policy 2.21 Historical Understanding
"Review preliminary historical findings with members of the community who have institutional 
knowledge and historic knowledge.

Policy 2.25 Outreach
students, "commuters, transit riders, bicclists, walkers, those with mobility devices, " among 
others … 

Schedule outreach events at a time and place appropriate for the affected audience. 

Policy 2.26 Outreach language,  "access to transit " and ….

GP2-10 Policy 2.34 New Policy
"Provide all affected communities with clear information in their language on location, time and 
transit access to each scheduled meeting"

GP3-1 Why Important Trails design of buildings, sreets "trails, connections" and other public…

GP3-6 Goal 3.B: Wild Fire
green infrastructure "active management of forest fuel loads, "  and active transportation 
system…

Goal 3.E: Trails City Greenways, "Urban Trails and connections" and othere …

Goal 3:H Wild Fire
Address fire safety, especially green space fuel loads to respond to increased fire risks due to 
global warming. 

GP3-11 Policy 3.29 disabilities Provide parks "and" or public squares "usable by all ages and abilities"  withiin

GP3-13 Policy 3.42 Underground Utilities
Policy 3.42  "Develop a strategies and a means to encourage the undergrounding utilities in all 
parts of the city, with emphasis on but not limited to centers and corridors."

(notes on benefits  reduced periods of lost power and communications, permits larger street 
trees adding to urban canopy, reducing threat of global warming) 

GP3-15 City Greenways Underground Utilities add "Utilities will be put underground" and add "

Urban Trails
1. rewrite to "Urban Trails are greenways on distinctive green streets with extensive tree 
canopoy, underground utilities and landscaped stormwater facilities that 
provide transportatin linkage between major centers, employment centers, schools parks 
natural areas and the rivers. 

Urban Trails Urban Trails are continuous transportation links, are mapped, and have wayfinding signage.  
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City Gr.. 2. Trail Connections
rivers", through natural areas, or where key marked connections to provide continuous and 
convenient pedestrian and bicycle transportation linkage."

GP3-16 City Gr.. 4. Trail Connections network of streets "and non street transportation connections" with low ….

Policy 3.50
destinations "Greenways may accomodae bicycles and pedestrians, just perdestrians or just 
bicycles."

Policy 3.51 rewrite to: Create an integrated transportation system of city greenways that link activity 

Policy 3.52 Delete, covered in 3.51

Policy 3.53

rewrite to: Provide green infrastructure throughout the City of Portland through  the creative 
design of the City Greenways combining stormwater management, traffic calming and 
homeowner landscaping along the routes. 

Urban Habitat Co  Wildfire reducing the risks from "wildfire, "landslides …. 

Wildfire Tryon Creek State Park, "Forest Park" the west Hills ….. 

GP3-17 Wildfire top of page: and infrastructure, "designed in a manner to minimize the danger of wildfire"

GP3-18 Employment Areas

Comment: Neighborhood Commercial- First, it is not clear what you are talking about, but I 
suspect it would incllude Town Centers.  I think your view of this area is way too limited.  If 
located near good transit, I wold expect 4-5 story office buildings to be possible.  

GP3-22 Policy 3.80 Greenway

Comment: Keep the references to greenways rather than say the same thing using different 
words.  Rewrite to: Designate a city greenway network utilizing the existing street and other 
rights of ways and easements to connect the Central City via an extensive active transportation 
system

GP3-23 Policy 3.83 Wildfire and buttes "managed to minimize the threat of wildfire". 

GP3-24 Policy 3.88 Trails

Comment: Keep the references to greenways rather than say the same thing using different 
words.  Rewrite to: Designate a city greenway network utilizing the existing street and other 
rights of ways and easements to connect the neighborhoods and activity centers  via an 
extensive active transportation system

Polilcy 3.89 Wildfire tree canopy  "managed to minimize the threat of wildfire". 
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Policy 3.90 Trails

distinctive "SW Urban Trails System by classifying it as Neighborhood Greenways and further 
enhance the connectivity of activity centers, parks schools, access to transit." to expand 
mobililty, access to nature, and active living possibilities. 

GkP3-28 Figure 3-4 Transit Stations Hillsdale should be shown as a potentional transit station just like those along Barbur. 

GP3-29 Figure 3-5 Greenways
The map of SW Portland does not have the SW Urban Trails System shown as City Greenways as 
it should, and the  City Greenways from the 2030 Bicycle Master Plan are not shown.  

GP4-6 Policy 4.10 Wildfire safety, with special attention paid to the risk of wildfire".

GP4-7 Policy 4.18 Transition
Comment: I think you should consider transition on building heights from high dense to sign 
family residential. 

GP4-8 Policy 4.21 Wildfire corridors, "Designed and managed to minimize the risk of wildfire."

GP4-9 Policy 4.28 H Wildfire
add "Wildfire Danger. Manage fhe fuel loads in natural areas adjacent to structures to minimize 
the threat of wildfire"

GP4-11 Policy 4.44 Schools structures, such as "schools, "  meeting halls

GP4-12 Policy 4.51 Wildfire add "Materials should be fire resistent in areas feemed at risk of wildfire" 

Policy 4.53 benefits "and risks" from solar…

GP4-13 Designing w/ Nature
while improving environmental health, minimizing wildfire danger"and preparing for the effects 
of climate change. 

Policy 4.59 Wildfire sensitive areas " and those of extreme wildfire danger."

GP4-14 Policy 4.65 Grocery Stores Facilitate the "retention and" development…. 

Policy 4.66 N Food Access food co-ops "farmers markets", food buying….

Policy 4.68 Community Gardens
add "Allow Community Gardens in all zones if the land is suitable for being used for a community 
garden". 

GP5-5 Goal 5.c: Healthy conneacted city transportation "and an excellent active transportatin network."

Goal 5.F: Home Based Business Portland residents may utilize their homes for hame based businesses. 

GP5-8 Policy 5.18 Home Based Business
Encourage a range of housing options and supportive environments and utilities to enable 
citizens to establish and run home based businesses.   

Policy 5.19 Access to Opportunities
remove the word "High" leaving with concentrations of underserved …. All parts of the city with 
underserved should be served, not just those reas of high concentrations. 
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GP5-10 Policy 5.36 Variety in homeownership add "Support home offices or business in all categories".

GP5-12 Policy 5.46 Wildfire Encourage site design to minimize the threat of wildfire. 

GP6-11 Equitaable household prosperity
improve job growth "through out Portland "  and coordinate (comment there are pockets of 
poverty throughout the city, not just east portland.  All should be helped) 

Policy 6.28 Job Growth
rewrite: "Portland Job Growth. Improve opportunities for all communities with pockets of 
poverty to grow as a business destination and source of living wage jobs.

GP6-15 Policy 5.51 S/B 6.51

Policy 6.53 Small home based businesses: Encourage small home based businesses

Policy 6.59 new policy Community Connectivity: Assure 24/7  active transportation connectivity through every campus. 

NH Bus Districts new policy Served by resonable cost high speet communications

GP7-1 added item Wilfire 
add to bullet 5, "Recognize the inherent wildfire risk this fuel load presents and take measures to 
mitigae it. 

GP7-10 Policy 7.19 h. Wildfire "Manage the urban forest to minimize the wildfire risk" 

GP7-14 Policy 7.49 Wildfire
Forest Park: Enhance Forest Park as an anchor habitat and recreational resource. "Take steps to 
protect it from wildfire"

GP8-7 Goal 8.H: Wildfire urban habitats, "mimimize the danger of wildfire" and offer….

GP8-9 Policy 8.2 Greenways Public rights-of-way, including streets, "Greenways" and public trails.

GP8.10 Policy 8.4 Schools Trails 9th bullet: …public education, "pedestrian and bicycle connections" and recreation…..

GP8-14 Policy 8.34 Greenways

…street classification "or such overlay as might apply" SWTrails strongly believes an overlay 
showing the city greenways including the SW Urban Trail system is needed to properly protect the 
trails from abuse duing development and other activities. 

GP8-15 Policly 8.41 Coordination Coordinate the "creation, design….

Polilcy 8.42 undergrounding
"Develop a means to"  encourage …in centers and along corridors "Neighborhood Greenways 
and any other group that seeks to do s o". 

Policy 8.43 Right-of-way vacations
replace first bullet with new first bullet "Vacate rights of way only when there is a documented 
clearly understoon compelling public benefit.

New last bullet "Maintain the publics right to use all rights of way" Currently staff seems to view 
the adjacents property owners rights as superior to the publics right to use the right of way. 
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GP8-18 Policy 8.67 Fire add "including resdiences located near sites in the path of possible wildfires".

GP8-19 Policy 8.72 New Policy
Earthquake Prepardedness, Take steps to assure the city water supply is assured after an 
earthquake to the degree possible, provide report to the public on such steps. 

Polichy 8.77 Move to another section

This policy appears to splilt the transportation planning function for trails, especiall the SW 
Urban Trail network of 40 miles of trails mostly located on city streets.  This is a very important 
active transportation function and the planning and implementation should all be located in one 
place.  See attached separate note on this important issue. 

CITY WIDE TRAILS MAP MOVE FIGURE 8-1 TO TRANSPORTATION SECTION

GP8-20 Polilcy 8.82 Enterprize facilities add "within the city limits." 

GP8-21 Policy 8.88 Fire Facilities
Add "Manage the fuel load on public and private property throughout the city of Portland to 
prevent wildfire"

GP8-22 Policy 8.97 School Facilities technology, student "and community" needs over time

Policy 8.xxx new policy Provide active  transportation connectivity to and through school facilities.

GP8-23 Policy 8.101
…and maintain city operations.  "Develop means to encourage the undergrounding of all such 
facililties."

Policy 8.103 Energy Efficienty …zoning, "transportatin systems, and other legislative ...

Policy 8.104 Coordination add "Develop a means to underground the wired network."

Chapter 9 NO COMMENTS UNTIL MORE INFORMATION FROM TSP IS AVAILABLE
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From:   Miller, Derek
Sent:   Tuesday, November 18, 2014 9:26 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Cc:     Martin, Kevin
Subject:        FW: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Expires:        Sunday, May 17, 2015 12:00 AM

Hey Madeline,

Think Raymond intended this to be testimony.

Thanks.

- d
3-7982

From: Raymond Keller [mailto:raymondkellerstudio@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 9:16 PM 
To: BPS Map App; Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Good Evening 
 
 
Regarding possible changes to SE Division and SE Caruthers and “Mixed Use – Urban Center” 
  
Our neighborhood is already being destroyed by large apartment buildings with no parking.  I 
often need to park two blocks from my home. 
  
The City of Portland is discarding small home owners while the developers get rich. 
  
It might be wise to reconsider sprawling onto SE Caruthers. 
 
“The Comprehensive Plan Designation of those single-family residential properties south of SE 
Caruthers between SE Cesar Chavez Boulevard and SE 35thPlace needs to be amended from the 
CU designation to R-5 to match the current uses of these properties. This is the only part of the 
entire Richmond neighborhood where this situation exists. The neighborhood has been impacted 
enough by the Richmond Flats project at 37th and Division. Do not allow the commercial 
development of SE Division to creep into and erode this great neighborhood.” 
 
 
 In hopes for a more equitable solution
 
Raymond Keller 
3327 SE Caruthers Street
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PAGE GP2‐4: Goal 2.B: Social justice and equity 
The City of Portland seeks social justice by working to expand choice and opportunity for all 
community members, recognizing a special responsibility to identify, orient, and involve 
under‐served and under‐represented communities in land use planning. The City actively 
works to improve its land use‐related decisions to achieve more equitable distribution of 
burdens and benefits. 
 
I had to think for a bit to understand what was meant by “orient”. I think I understand but don’t 
think it’s very accessible language for many community members. 
 
Goal 2.C: Value community wisdom and participation 
Portland values and encourages community and civic participation. The City seeks and 
considers community wisdom, and integrates it with sound technical analysis, to strengthen 
land use decisions. 
I think the above paragraph would be a good place to say something about different cultural 
perspectives.  
 
Goal 2.F: Accessible and effective participation 
City planning, policy, investment, and development decision‐making processes are 
designed to be accessible and effective. The City draws from acknowledged best practices 
and uses a wide variety of tools to promote inclusive, collaborative, and robust 
community involvement. 

I  would add “culturally accessible” 

PAGE GP3‐18: Middle‐wage jobs that require less college education and improve equity are 
concentrated in the industrial sectors.  
 
I would remove the language about “improve equity” since it tends to support a stereotype 
about the folks who come from communities experiencing disparities.   
 
PAGE GP4‐11: Policy 4.41 Preservation equity. Expand historic preservation inventories, 
regulations, and programs to encourage historic preservation in areas that are 
underrepresented by current historic preservation efforts. 
I think it’s confusing to use the term equity in this context. “Historically underserved” would 
work, but when we begin to apply equity to objects (historic buildings, neighborhood’s etc) it 
starts to get murky 
 
PAGE GP5‐5: Goal 5.B: Equitable access to housing 
Portland ensures equitable access to housing, making a special effort to remove disparities in 
housing access for people of color, low‐income households, diverse household types, older 
adults, and households that include people with disabilities. 
I’d say address rather than remove. or eliminate. We can remove barriers, but I’m not sure we 
can remove disparities. 
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Also, saying households that include people with disabilities seems a little off. Maybe just 
people with disabilities. (I’m not sure single people consider themselves a household) 
 
PAGE GP6‐1: Expand economic opportunity and improve economic equity for Portland’s growing 
population through sustained business growth. 
This whole section refers to “economic equity”. Equity is the goal so it doesn’t have to be 
improved. I think it needs to be more specific about addressing disparities, removing barriers 
etc. I think “identify and remove barriers” is clearer. 
  
Chapter 7: Environment and Watershed Health 
I am surprised to find no mention of Environmental Justice which is an established legal term 
and part of our Title VI obligation. 
Goal 7.D on Environmental Equity talks about All Portlanders having access. The way I 
understand it, that is equality, equity is the formula/set of actions that address the disparities 
so we have equality. I think this is an important place to talk about using EJ tools to talk about 
the goal to clean up the hazards that poor folks (and disproportionately people of color) have to 
live near. 
 
PAGE GP8‐11: Policy 8.8 Co‐location. Encourage co‐location of public facilities and services 
across providers where co‐location improves service delivery efficiency and equity. 
I’d suggest being more specific about what that means i.e.: replace equity with “access for 
historically underserved communities” 
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Nov  17,  2014  
To  the  Mayor  and  city  commissioners  
  
Re:  plan  for  inner  SE  industrial  zone  
  
  
I  have  lived  in  SE  Portland  for  many  years  and  have  valued  the    protection  offered  to  keep  light  
industry  in  our  neighborhood,  which  provides  good  paying    blue  collar  wages.  I’ve  spoken  to  
some  of  the  business  owners    who  explained  to  me  their  difficult  situation,  and  understand  that  
the  fight  to  preserve  this  central  working  class  neighborhood  has  been  lost.    
  
There  is  more  to  a  city  than  bike  lanes  and  green  spaces.  I  had  believed  that  Portland  was  
different  than  cities  like  New  York,  Seattle,  or  San  Francisco,    and  would  maintain  this  special  
and  valuable  part  of  our  city.  I  now  see  that  like  the  rest,  your  goal  is  really    to    get  more  
property  taxes;  the  difference  being  that  Portland  government  is  more  sanctimonious  by  far.  
  
Freda  Kerman,  MD  
1846  SE  Ladd  Av  
Portland,  OR.  97214  
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Monday, November 17, 2014 11:39 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: Green Thumb Open Space=FOLLOW UP

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: john Iott [mailto:j_iott@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, November 16, 2014 12:34 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: RE: Green Thumb Open Space=FOLLOW UP

Sure, thanks for the reply: 
  
John Iott 
4632 SE 79th Ave 
Portland   OR  97206 
  
thanks  
  
John 
 
 
From: psc@portlandoregon.gov 
To: Cindy.Reyes@portlandoregon.gov; j_iott@hotmail.com 
Subject: Re: Green Thumb Open Space=FOLLOW UP 
Date: Thu, 13 Nov 2014 22:18:25 +0000
Hello John, 
 
 
So that we can include your comments in the official testimony record and forward the message to PSC 
members, can you please email me your mailing address? It is required for all incoming testimony. 
 
 
Thank you, 
julie 
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Julie Ocken 
City of Portland 
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability 

 
From: Reyes, Cindy 
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 1:55 PM 
To: john Iott 
Cc: Planning and Sustainability Commission; Hales, Mayor 
Subject: RE: Green Thumb Open Space=FOLLOW UP 
 
John,
 
Thank you for contacting Mayor Hales regarding the Comprehensive Plan.  We appreciate your feedback 
on this important matter.  I am forwarding your comments to the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability 
so that they may also receive your comments.  
 
Again, thank you for contacting Mayor Hales.  Please know your comments are noted. 
 
Best,
 
Cindy Reyes
Constituent Services Specialist
Office of Mayor Charlie Hales | City of Portland
1221 SW 4th Ave., Suite 340 | Portland, OR 97204
E: cindy.reyes@portlandoregon.gov
P: 503-823-4120
www.portlandoregon.gov/mayor
 
From: john Iott [mailto:j_iott@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, November 09, 2014 1:20 PM 
To: Hales, Mayor 
Subject: Green Thumb Open Space
 
  
Dear Mayor Hales, 
My name is John Iott and I live at 4632 SE 79th Ave in Portland.  I volunteer regularly with the 
Portland Fruit Tree Project and have so over the past 5 years renovating and reestablishing the 
orchard that is part of the Green Thumb site at 57th and Duke.  The site, as you may well know, 
is partially owned by the City of Portland and Portland Public Schools.  The Green Thumb site, 
which I believe is close to 14 acres, host countless volunteer organizations and educational 
groups that provide essential learning in gardening, entrepreneurial urban agriculture, and adds 
a hub of activity to the heart of Woodstock.
It has recently come to my attention that the Green Thumb site, as part of the City’s 
Comprehensive plan, is to be zoned for low density housing.  I would urge you and all the 
council members please re-designate and re-zone the Green Thumb site from Low Density 
Multi-Family Residential with an Alternative Design Density Overlay (R2A) to Open Space (OS) 
as part of the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. Having the Green Thumb site open to the public and 
available for multiple recreational use not only by city entities but by agencies such as local 
nonprofits, public state colleges, and county programs such as alternative community services 
provides a much needed green, interactive space for changing the urban experience.
Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter, 
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John Iott
j_iott@hotmail.com
503-235-5889 
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Monday, November 17, 2014 11:40 AM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        FW: [User Approved] PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Carol Basch [mailto:palette@ipns.com]  
Sent: Sunday, November 16, 2014 11:29 AM 
To: BPS Mailbox; Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: [User Approved] PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Good Morning

Regarding possible changes to SE Division and SE Caruthers and
“Mixed Use – Urban Center”

Our neighborhood is already being destroyed by large apartment buildings with no parking. As a home owner 
at 3327 SE Caruthers, who pays property tax, I often need to park two blocks from my home.

The City of Portland is discarding home owners while the developers get rich.

It might be wise to reconsider sprawling onto South Caruthers.

In Frustration
Carol Basch
3327 SE Caruthers Street

carolbaschart@gmail.com
carolbaschart.blogspot.com
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 11:57 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: Personal opinion on psc project

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: Kate And John [mailto:greensalsa@comcast.net] 
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 11:54 AM
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Subject: Re: Personal opinion on psc project

Sorry Julie, 
My address is 3014 se tibbetts, Ptld 97202.
Kate

Sent from my iPhone

> On Nov 17, 2014, at 11:37 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission <psc@portlandoregon.gov> 
wrote:
> 
> Hello Kate,
> 
> Thank you for your comments to the PSC. So that I may include your message in the record and 
forward it to the PSC members, can you please email me your mailing address as is required for all 
testimony?
> 
> Thank you,
> julie
> 
>  
> Julie Ocken
> City of Portland
> Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
> 1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
> Portland, OR 97201
> 503-823-6041
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> www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
> ---------------------------------------------------------------
> To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
> ---------------------------------------------------------------
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Kate and John [mailto:greensalsa@comcast.net] 
> Sent: Saturday, November 15, 2014 9:46 PM
> To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
> Subject: Personal opinion on psc project
> 
> To whom it may concern;
> 
> The Comprehensive Plan Designation of those single-family residential properties south of SE 
Caruthers between SE Cesar Chavez Boulevard and SE 35th Place needs to be amended from the CU 
designation to R-5 to match the current uses of these properties. This is the only part of the entire 
Richmond neighborhood where this situation exists. The neighborhood has been impacted enough by 
the Richmond Flats project at 37th and Division! Do not allow the commercial development of SE 
Division to creep into and erode this great neighborhood.
> 
> We need to proceed with this development gradually to study both the effects and modify plans to 
problem solve difficulties that may arise from how Se division has been developed thus far.It is dizzying 
the pace with which building is taking place. There is little offered families or people of varied 
socioeconomic status in the developments offered. The development that has taken place thus far is 
sighted on making investors' the most money with outrageous rents and little consideration for the 
infrastructure to support increased traffic or parking needs. Time needs to be spent absorbing and 
accommodating for the changes the development thus far will have in the Division area. 
> 
> Finally, the industrial area in the inner SE  near the river needs to be preserved as true integrated use 
is conscientious of livability includes the ability of people to live near where they work. Increased density 
of living without considering where they work is short-sighted and truly not an integrated plan.
> 
> Kate Morris
> 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 3:51 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Anna Holly [mailto:annaliseholly@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 3:44 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Yes, it is 3727 NE Cleveland. Very recently moved from living on Division and 24th where the 
change is so very dramatic!

On Mon, Nov 17, 2014 at 11:38 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission 
<psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:
Hello Anna,
 
Thank you for your comments to the PSC. So that I may include your message in the record and 
forward it to the PSC members, can you please email me your mailing address as is required for all 
testimony?
 
Thank you,
julie
 
 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
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reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon 
Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: Anna Holly [mailto:annaliseholly@gmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, November 16, 2014 12:02 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony
 
I've just been informed of yet another imposition on a treasured piece of Portland and 
wish to express my discontent.
The Comprehensive Plan Designation of those single-family residential properties south 
of SE Caruthers between SE Cesar Chavez Boulevard and SE 35th Place needs to be 
amended from the CU designation to R-5 to match the current uses of these properties. 
This is the only part of the entire Richmond neighborhood where this situation exists. 
The neighborhood has been impacted enough by the Richmond Flats project at 37th and 
Division. Do not allow the commercial development of SE Division to creep into and 
erode this great neighborhood.
Thank you,
Anna
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2014 11:36 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: psc comprehensive plan testamony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: celia kane [mailto:celia.kane@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, November 15, 2014 2:36 PM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: psc comprehensive plan testamony

If it is my mailing address that you need, it is 1805 SE 33rd Ave Portland 97214
-Celia

On Fri, Nov 14, 2014 at 9:09 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission 
<psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:
Hello Celia,
 
Thank you for your comments to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I may include 
your message in the record and forward it to the Commissioners, can you please email me your 
mailing request as is required for all testimony?
 
Thanks,
julie
 
 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 

Ord. 187832 Vol. 2.3.F, page 16178



reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon 
Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: celia kane [mailto:celia.kane@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 5:15 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: psc comprehensive plan testamony
 
Hello Dear People at the Planning department. 
Would you please put a pen at the "your opinion matters" box at 33rd and Division. As a 
resident of the neighborhood between Division and Hawthorne, I am only grateful that my 
property value will increase with the recent work done in the commercial areas. It is certainly 
not helping the livability of the long term residents in this area. We are the ones who have 
maintained our properties in such a manner that makes the area pleasant to live in. I am not sure 
how much gas I wasted waiting for construction vehicles on Division St for the past two years. 
I am familiar with the process that the Richmond Neighborhood Group went through to protest 
the building of large apartment buildings that have no parking spaces and I am aware that at the 
end of the long process that Judah Gold led us through, the owners of the property at 37th and 
Division simply brought a few nasty big lawyers into the meeting and threatened to sue the City 
of Portland over the matter. I know that I really do not have a voice in my neighborhood 
anymore. You have sold us out to big investors. All that I wait for is when I can sell my house 
and gain financially from your exploitation. I will move to a place where I feel that my voice 
can be heard in my community. In the meantime, please try to recover some small shred of the 
principles that have made Division and Hawthorne a pleasant place to live and enforce zoning 
laws.
Try to maintain that involved active spirit of Portland Oregon. I have lost it.
-Celia Kane 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 10:02 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Rich Mackin [mailto:richmackin@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 9:22 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

My mailing request? Do you mean mailing address? If so:
Rich Mackin
2522 SE 35th Ave
Portland, OR 97202
If you mean mailing request, I'm not sure what that is.

On Fri, Nov 14, 2014 at 9:19 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission 
<psc@portlandoregon.gov> wrote:
Hello Rich,
 
Thank you for your comments to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I may include 
your message in the record and forward it to the Commissioners, can you please email me your 
mailing request as is required for all testimony?
 
Thanks,
julie
 
 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041

Ord. 187832 Vol. 2.3.F, page 16180



www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon 
Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: Rich Mackin [mailto:richmackin@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 9:17 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony
 
I have lived in inner SE Portland since 2003 (with one year away). I've been living just off Division on 
SE 35th Ave. for 3 years. I'm very frustrated by the turn of events which has transformed my 
neighborhood into what seems to be a nonstop construction zone and parking catastrophe.
The construction does not seem to be based on the needs or wants of people in this area and seems 
focused on outside commercial interests and profit.
 
The Comprehensive Plan Designation of those single-family residential properties south of SE Caruthers 
between SE Cesar Chavez Boulevard and SE 35th Place needs to be amended from the CU designation to 
R-5 to match the current uses of these properties.  
 
The neighborhood has been impacted enough by the Richmond Flats project at 37th and Division. Please 
do not allow the commercial development of SE Division to creep into and erode this great 
neighborhood.
Thank you, 
 
Rich Mackin
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 10:27 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: Megan Burns [mailto:megandanielle89@gmail.com] 
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 10:24 AM
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Subject: Re: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

No problem, 2537 se 33rd place 97202

Sent from my iPhone

> On Nov 14, 2014, at 10:07 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission <psc@portlandoregon.gov> 
wrote:
> 
> Hello Megan,
> 
> Thank you for your message to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I may include your 
comments in the record and forward them to the Commission, can you please email me your mailing 
address? That is required for all testimony.
> 
> Thanks,
> julie
> 
> 
>  
> Julie Ocken
> City of Portland
> Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
> 1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
> Portland, OR 97201
> 503-823-6041
> www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
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> ---------------------------------------------------------------
> To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative 
formats to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional 
information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
> ---------------------------------------------------------------
> 
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Megan Burns [mailto:megandanielle89@gmail.com] 
> Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 10:07 AM
> To: Planning and Sustainability Commission
> Subject: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony
> 
> The Comprehensive Plan Designation of those single-family residential properties south of SE 
Caruthers between SE Cesar Chavez Boulevard and SE 35th Place needs to be amended from the CU 
designation to R-5 to match the current uses of these properties. This is the only part of the entire 
Richmond neighborhood where this situation exists. The neighborhood has been impacted enough by 
the Richmond Flats project at 37th and Division. Do not allow the commercial development of SE 
Division to creep into and erode this great neighborhood.
> 
> Sincerely,
> Megan Burns
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 12:07 PM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Jenna Sather [mailto:jenna@pantylinepress.com]  
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 11:23 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Re: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Hi Julie -

Of course. Our mailing address is: PO Box 86409 zip 97286.

Thank you!
On Nov 14, 2014, at 10:01 AM, Planning and Sustainability Commission wrote:

Hello Jennifer,
 
Thank you for your message to the Planning and Sustainability Commission. So that I 
may include your comments in the record and forward them to the Commission, can 
you please email me your mailing address? That is required for all testimony.
 
Thanks,
julie
 
 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
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---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide 
translation, reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats 
to persons with disabilities. For accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, 
contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use Oregon Relay Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------
 
From: Jenna Sather [mailto:jenna@pantylinepress.com]  
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 8:38 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Cc: Larry Crane 
Subject: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony
 
To Whom It May Concern:
 
We're residents of the Richmond Neighborhood and we're very 
concerned over the rapidly changing quality of life for families of 
this area. Please consider the dangers that come with letting big 
developments dictate neighborhoods. The Comprehensive Plan 
Designation of those single-family residential properties south of 
SE Caruthers between SE Cesar Chavez Boulevard and SE 
35th Place needs to be amended from the CU designation to R-5 
to match the current uses of these properties. This is the only part 
of the entire Richmond neighborhood where this situation exists. 
The neighborhood has been impacted enough by the Richmond 
Flats project at 37th and Division. Do not allow the commercial 
development of SE Division to creep into and erode this great 
neighborhood.
 
Thank you!
Sincerely,
Jennifer Crane
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Charlie Hales, Portland Mayor       November 14, 2014 
mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov 
  

André Baugh, PSC Chair  

psc@portlandoregon.gov  
 

Susan Anderson, PBS Director  

susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov  

 

Re: Request for PSC Timeline Changes  
       2035 Comprehensive Plan 

 

The Multnomah Neighborhood Association requests that the Planning and Sustainability 

Commission change the timeline as shown in Figure 1. The timeline modifications allow citizens to 

comment on the complete 2035 Comprehensive Plan before it goes to City Council.  This permits the 

citizens to comment on the adopted definitions from the Campus Institutional Project and the Mixed 

Use Zone Project before they are incorporated into the Comprehensive Plan.  These changes, as 

shown in Figure 1, revise the City’s timeline as follows: 

 

1) Remove the PSC vote in March 2015. 

2) Change the July 2015 City Council hearings on the Comprehensive Plan Goals and 

Polices to PSC hearings which allows citizens the chance to comment on revisions made 

by the PSC before the Goals and Policies are incorporated into the Comprehensive Plan.  

3) The November 2015 City Council hearings would be changed to PSC hearings to allow 

citizens an opportunity to comment before the Comprehensive Plan and the 

Implementation Package move forward to City Council. 

4) Reschedule the City Council hearings on the Comprehensive Plan and Implementation 

Package to February 2016. 

 

The modified timeline would need to be slightly condensed to meet the December 31, 2015 deadline 

or an extension would need to be requested. Extending the deadline of Task 4 would require State 

approval from the DLCD.  It is our understanding that the DLCD would grant these timeline changes 

and extension requests. The timeline changes would make the process to adopt the 2035 

Comprehensive Plan consistent with the provisions of Goal 1 Citizen Involvement of the Oregon’s 

Statewide Planning Goals and Policies OAR 660-015-0000(1).  

 

Please add this to the record.  

 

Thank you,  

Carol McCarthy  

Multnomah Neighborhood Association Chair  

mnachair@gmail.com  

 
cc: Anne Debbault, DLCD, Portland Regional Representative, anne.debbault@state.or.us  

      Elissa Gertler, Metro Regional Planning Director, elissa.gertler@oregon.metro.gov  

      Amanda Fritz, Commissioner, amanda@portlandoregon.gov  

      Nick Fish, Commissioner, nick@portlandoregon.gov  

      Steve Novick, Commissioner, novick@portlandoregon.gov  

      Dan Saltzman, Commissioner, dan@portlandoregon.gov 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 10:00 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: FW: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

 
Julie Ocken
City of Portland
Bureau of Planning and Sustainability
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201
503-823-6041
www.portlandoregon.gov/bps
---------------------------------------------------------------
To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will provide translation, 
reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services/alternative formats to persons with disabilities. For 
accommodations, translations, complaints, and additional information, contact me, City TTY 503-823-6868, or use 
Oregon Relay 
Service: 711.
---------------------------------------------------------------

From: Peggi Jeung [mailto:peggijane@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, November 14, 2014 6:49 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: PSC Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Hello,

As a resident of the Richmond neighborhood, I have been deeply concerned with the direction the city has 
allowed the development of this area to move in. Although I support neighborhood development, the 
course the city has taken not only negatively impacts the existing residents , but also those who will 
choose to to move here.

The Comprehensive Plan Designation of those single-family residential properties south of SE Caruthers 
between SE Cesar Chavez Boulevard and SE 35th Place needs to be amended from the CU designation to 
R-5 to match the current uses of these properties. This is the only part of the entire Richmond 
neighborhood where this situation exists. The neighborhood has been impacted enough by the Richmond 
Flats project at 37th and Division. Do not allow the commercial development of SE Division to creep into 
and erode this great neighborhood.

Peggi Jeung
2605 SE 43rd Ave.
Portland, Or 

-- 
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From: Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 9:36 AM
To: Kovacs, Madeline
Subject: Fw: Transportation heirarchy

 
From: Garrett Downen <downen@gmail.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 9:21 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission; Transportation System Plan 
Subject: Re: Transportation heirarchy 
 
[Resubmitting with full address, per request.] 

Hello -- 

I write in support of the current transportation hierarchy, and in support of it continuing to serve as a 
guiding principle for the City's prioritization of transportation investments.

As a proud Portland resident who uses multiple modes of transportation, I feel strongly that the current 
hierarchy (walking, then bicycling, then transit, then freight, then carshare/taxi/commercial transport, then 
private automobiles) best serves safety, health, and the overall needs of a rapidly growing city.

Additionally, when gauging how much parking is necessary to reserve for private vehicles, I encourage 
the City to consider the trend toward carshare and the medium-term likelihood of prevalent autonomous 
vehicles as factors that are likely to reduce per capita demand for parking. Regardless of those trends, 
please prioritize other uses (in line with the transportation hierarchy), and minimize the public subsidy of 
land for provide automobile parking.

Thank you,

Garrett Downen
Montavilla neighborhood resident
134 NE 72nd Ave
Portland, OR 97213
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From:   Planning and Sustainability Commission
Sent:   Thursday, November 13, 2014 12:47 PM
To:     Kovacs, Madeline
Subject:        Fw: Division street

 
From: Erich Koeller <e.koeller@live.com> 
Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2014 9:58 AM 
To: Planning and Sustainability Commission 
Subject: Division street 
 
I live at 3112 se 35th 97202 and I am very concerned about the over-development and over 
crowding on Division.
I am also concerned about parking. The older homes have very tiny driveways and garages or 
none at all.
I think it is unreasonable to think that people in the apts and condos will not have cars. 
Most business have no parking either. It’s important to provide adequate parking for them so 
they don’t overflow into side streets
 
I am also disheartened by the number of lots that have been subdivided and very expensive 
huge houses built on them .
Modest homes have been torn down and these homes would provide affordable homes for 
average people.
Also by making lots sizes so small we are losing greenery and trees
 
Erich Koeller
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