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Minimum parking requirements in mixed use zones are a barrier for more affordable housing in this city. We need
more housing so much more desperately than we need parking spaces for cars.
Maureen Andersen
503 583 7628
Sent from my iPhone
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Dear City of Portland,
I gave a spoken testimony yesterday regarding the change of zoning the Brooklyn Action Corps is contesting (2035
Comprehensive Plan). I am following up with a written testimony to make sure all of my concerns and reasons and
heard.
I am a member of the Brooklyn community and home owner in the neighborhood. My family moved to Brooklyn in
1981, and in 2014 I bought my own home in the neighborhood I still consider one of Portland's best and original
inner SE areas. I believe in preserving the historic integrity of this neighborhood, but also in improving the area as a
whole. Brooklyn lacks a true grocery store. The restaurants are limited. Nestled between two areas (Division and
Sellwood) that have all aspects of a neighborhood community but also a better walkability score in terms of access, I
feel Brooklyn is lacking in comparison.
The possibility of new businesses and higher density housing on a block on the fringe of the neighborhood would
enhance Brooklyn, not detract from it.
The two subject houses involved in the 2035 comprehensive plan are 1138 and 1126 SE Reynolds. They are the only
homes on a city block shared with a gas station and a parking lot. The block sits between mcgloughlin and holgate,
two busy thoroughfares. The area is already largely commercial, with many existing business including 24 hour
fitness, la caretta restaurant, a nail salon, pharmacy, and neighborhood sports bar. This area has always been
commercial, and in that sense, these two homes are non-contributing to the neighborhood.
I grew up in 1138 SE Reynolds. My parents have lived there since 1981 and still own the home.
Fourteen years ago my brother bought the only other home on the block, 1126 SE Reynolds.
While my family resides in these homes now, I strongly feel it would be a big mistake to retain these two properties
as R 2.5 zoning, a designation that would remain for 2 decades. This would hugely limit the potential for bettering
the neighborhood with businesses and more importantly, the possibility of higher density housing. The parking lot
on this block is literally a waste of space - at the moment it accommodates one small business: a coffee drive
through. As a city, we are wasting space if that area cannot be used as anything more.
I would like to note that while some members of Brooklyn action corps convened to contest the already in place
plans to rezone these addresses, they not once attempted to reach out to the owners of the homes for input , who are
also members of the Brooklyn neighborhood. This is not right. I adamantly reject their contesting of the zoning and
would like to see This area zoned as commercial/mixed use so there can be options in the future.
My family, the owners of these home, strongly feel the same way.
Thank you for considering our views
Dona Dumdeang
Brooklyn Neighborhood member
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Over the next 20 years, car trips are expected to increase by 49 percent regardless of
how much mass transit service is added. It is totally absurd to even consider
eliminating parking minimums for new mixed use development flanking transit
corridors and transit stations. Per the city's own studies, 72% of the households in
these types of buildings have one or more cars. If anything, parking minimums need
to be increased to match reality - three spaces for every four units. This is an equity
issue as it relates to the investment homeowners make in adjacent single family
home neighborhoods, especially where the context of the neighborhood fabric
includes driveways and garages.

Not requiting parking minimums is also an accessibility issue as it applies to the
mobility impaired. Residential streets - especially narrow streets - are safer for all
users including motorists, bicyclists, emergency vehicles, delivery and sanitation
trucks when sight lines are unobstructed, and when there is room for vehicles going
in the opposite direction to pass each other. What is not needed is a child chasing a
ball and darting out into the street from behind a line of parked cars.

Having cars parked in front homes on nearby residential streets 24/seven because
the tenants of these new multi-unit apartment complexes have no on-site parking
and utilize alternative mode transportation to commute is also a form of
discrimination as it applies to the impact on the surrounding neighborhoods. Just like
Trump has divided the country with his so-called hateful campaign remarks on
immigration and race; the dictatorial inspired social engineering and car-hater policy
mindset reverberating out of City Hall is dividing the people of Portland. At various
previous public hearings including those on infill, speaker after speaker from
neighborhoods where these complexes without adequate on-site parking have
already been built - many of them property taxpayers themselves - have said the
absence of on-site off-street parking is not working and choking their neighborhood
streets with cars. Yet the city continues to ignore their testimony.

Is it that the City Council has no interest in representing the homeowners that live in
and make an investment in Portland's neighborhoods? Maybe it's time for
homeowners along with motorists - the primary stakeholders that fund TSP projects
with gas taxes and other related motor vehicle fees - to rise up, express their right of
freedom of speech and start protesting by blocking transit and bike lanes. Even
clashing with the freeloaders of alternative modes that don't pay their share for all
the additional exclusive pavement that has become a taking from drivers wouldn't be
out of the question. Maybe a mass of car owners should have a long term park in by
leaving their cars for days at a time on SE 27th Street in front of the homes across
from the Eastmorland Golf Course. Better yet, maybe the parking lot of the golf
course with it's close proximity to the Bybee Max station should be repurposed and

replaced with a 90 unit apartment building that has no on-site parking. Renters and
golfers along with homeowners would then have to compete for nearby on-street
parking places. The latter would be no different than what is similarly being shoved
into in less affluent neighborhoods.   .   

Comprehensive Plan Design and Development policies specifically address the
mitigation of off-site impacts on adjacent residential areas. Charging single family
home households a fee to park on residential streets in front of their own homes is
not mitigation. Motorists whom support nearly ten percent of the jobs in the United
States already pay for the streets curb to curb. The burden of mitigation must remain
with the new development, not with existing residences and businesses.

Urban Form corridor policies address accommodating growth and mobility needs for
people of all ages and abilities, accommodating multi-modal uses and balancing all
modes of transportation. Balancing all modes must require providing adequate offstreet parking for new development and creating equity by adding a fee to bicycling
for the use of bike lanes that take up street and curb space.

These policies must supersede the fantasy world mindset of Chicago style Parking
Management policies that will increase cost of living in Portland for the majority of
households. If the city truly wants to reduce car ownership, the city can do so by
setting an example and eliminate the city's own entire fleet of cars, most of which are
utilized as single occupancy transportation.

Finally, transparency is absent. Applying the City's own neighborhood equity policy
that includes the following value statement "the community is a full and equal
decision-making partner in all aspects of the City of Portland" is also absent.
Proposing early implementation amendments to the Comprehensive Plan on
November 4th and then having the hearing on November 17th - 13 days - is not
enough time for neighborhoods or the public to respond, especially when the
amendments are so divisive. Is this yet another stacked deck one-sided bias process
whereby only supporters of the amendments were notified? Working people had little
chance to let their voices be heard. The City Council needs to slow down and abide
by the policy of notifying neighborhoods 30 days in advance of a scheduled hearing,
WHICH THE COUNCIL DID NOT DO, and then hold another hearing - possibly an
evening hearing - before any amendment in this package is voted on.  

Respectfully,
but with distaste and protest for the hasty unethical backdoor modus operandi,

Terry Parker

Northeast Portland
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Mayor Hales and Commissioners:
I oppose Comp Plan Implementation Amendment 39, which directs continued study of
both NE 7th and NE 9th from Sumner to Schuyler as a Major City Bikeway. NE 7th is
clearly the better choice, as it is less hilly, it lines up with the bike facilities on 7th
south of Schuyler, and it is not interrupted by Irving Park. The opposition to 7th
seems to consist of residents of 7th who are opposed to the traffic diversion which is
needed to keep 7th from being the cut-through street it is today.
Please oppose Amendment 39, and thus uphold the choice made by Planning and
Sustainability Commission to direct PBOT to look first at NE 7th as the preferred
route.
Thank you.
Doug Klotz

