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Fred Hampton Health Clinic

4

Fred Hampton Heal linic i y volunteer, free-care medical health facility
located at 109 N. Russell. The Clinic is staffed entirely by volunteer physicians,
s, technicians, and paramedical and volunteer community workers. During the
years the Clinic has been ministering to the health needs of the Albina com-
munity, its staff of volunteers has seen nearly 2,000 patients with all sorts of
health problems normally handled by a private physican in his own office. The
*red Hampton Health Clinic is a non-profit, charitable Oregon corporation which
receives guidance from the Biack Panther Party. Currently, there are twenty
physicians volunteering their time to the Clinic. Dr. Robert Bigley, who is a
physician at the University of Oregon Medical School, is the current coordinating
physician. The Clinic has available to it the resources of all its volunteer
physicians and other contributors, and operates a referral service when volunteer
physicians are unable, because of the lack of facilities or time available, to

nandle a patient's particular problem.




The following people and organizations have contributed valuable time and effort toward

the publication of this booklet:

Staff Members of the Fred Hampton Health Clinic
109 N. Russell, Portland

The Legal Aid Service
Multnomah Bar Association
517 N.E. Killingsworth, Portland

The Portland Community Design Center
American Institute of Architects
Dekum Building

519 S.W. Third, Portland
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Existing Facilities
APPROXIMATELY 1250 SQ.FT.
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Fred Hampton Health Clinic
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. PARCEL: RS=-4-7

Date

Name Fred Hampton People's Health Operation Health Clinic Tel 288-7279

> ‘Add ress

Owner

Clinic
109 N, Russell Opr/Mgr Dr. Clarence Pruitt R/Tel 288-3009

Address Tel

Attorney Jim Barnes, Legal Aid Address Tel 288-6746

Other

284-4815 - Kent Ford Q2 1| : 2 A Tel 1 5/-1%¢4

288-0585 - Sandra Ford

Moved into project Moved to above address

Lease

Gas by

Sub-lease ____ Owns Equip. Rental $100.00 Exp

Elec by Garbage by

Water

Heat by

No. Dwlg. Units Aver. Ten. Rent Range

Future Plans

Space Requirements

Date

Notes

l/h/?l

7/14/71

12/17/71

12/@1/71

12/21/71

1/7/72

: ‘l0/72

Pays rent to Mr. Gress, Lew's Man's Shop next door. Rate $100/mo.
Mr. Gress reported on this date that they were 6 months behind, from
beginning of occupancy.

Talked with Sandra Ford re Health Clinic. They understand they will
have to relocate. Felt they did not need our services now, but they
will be looking.

Spoke with Jim Barnes at Legal Aid., He indicated that John Strait at
their office represents the Clinic. He will be in his office Monday.

Spoke with John Strait. He verified that he is representing the
Clinic and that we should direct our communications through him. He
indicated that it was his understanding that the Clinic was occupying
the premises on a rent-free basis. Indicated that we could pay
moving expenses. He requested that the draft of business regulations
which is all HUD has so far provided, be forwarded to him. Mr. Strait
indicated that they had thought of going to hespital to request
possible assistance from them on another space.

Sent 90-day letter to Legal Aid.
Sent copy of Regulations - Business.

Called Jim Barnes of Legal Aid. He informed me that he was handling
the legal affairs for Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic - 109 N.
Russell, Said he had approached the Hospital and found a place that
would be acceptable. (Same place Cathay Market wanted, but seemingly
the market has no lease on property on N. Williams between Graham -
Stanton.




Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic - Page 2

Date

INTERVIEW REGISTER

La
7/

i

3/2/72

10/17
10/27
12/21
2/12
2/15/
2/23
3/2/73
3/8/73

3/8/73
3/16 /

3/
®

3/22

3/28
3/27

3/29

3/26
3/13 §
4

3/9
4/3
4/4

)
b

There has been indication from the Hospital that Cathay Market will not take
the market)., Barnes said that he would follow up and negotiate a move and
hopefully get a lease from Hospital for Fred Hampton People's Clinic.

Hospital has approved allowing Clinic to occupy building which Emanuel owns
across from park on Williams, rent free.

Letter to Legal Aid approving in-lieu payment and second 90-day letter.
Sent relocation claim form to Legal Aid.

H. J. Barnes brought architect's plan to PDC office. Discussed case with
Helen Benjamin.

OIN called. He is sending a letter to Barnes, asking for the property.
Received copy of OIN 2/14/73 vacate letter to Legal Aid.

Jim Barnes from Legal Aid reported. | explained that we required a schedule
of the items the Clinic wants to move. He is to contact us Monday.
Brief history sent to Jim Griffin re case.

Memo re: 3/7/73 meeting at Clinic office with Legal Aid and Clinic officials
to discuss relocation.

Checked out property at 2343 N, Williams. See memo.
Meeting at Emanuel to discuss Clinic relocation. See 3/20/73 memo.
Letter from Jim Griffin to Legal Aid asking for possession. See file.

Inspected property at 2343 N, Williams and 3801-07 N.E. Union with Jim
McCandlish from Legal Aid. See memo.

Received letter from Mode! Cities Health Working Committee. See file.

Met with Emanuel Hospital staff to discuss latest Clinic proposal., See
3/28/73 memo.

Received memo from Ray Bowman re: Joe Reuben.

Sent Bill Scott of Mayor's office a cppy of Judge Beatty's opinion.

Case #388-880 in Mulitnomah County Circuit Court, City of Portland vs, Fred
Hampton People's Health Clinic, tried in response to PDC''s filing for an
FED. Court decided in favor of the City.

Received a copy of the inventory of personal property.

Received copy of the proposed press release re: relocating the Clinic.

Sent copy of press release together with copy of Roger Larson's letter to
Bill Scott of Mayor's office.

Notified by Legal Aid that Kent Ford will accept the N.E. Union Ave.
property. See memo.

Scott called back. Was unable to get the Clinc to accept Emanuel offer.

Relocation
r




Fred Hampton People's Health C"lc - Page 3 .
INTERVIEW REGISTER

Received copy of Roger Larson's letter to Model Cities Health Working Com-
mittee with attachments.

Telephoned Legal Aid re: Clinic's desire to purchase. See memo dated 4/17/73
Referred property at 4922 N, Vancouver to Legal Aid. See memo of 4/18/73.

Received advance copy of letter from City Engineer indicating street work

to start first week in May. Called Legal Aid. Neither Harris nor
McCandlish was in. |Informed Jim Barnes of contents of letter and said we
would need to have the Clinic out by the middle of next week. He said he
would pass the information on to Harris.

Telephoned OIN re: 4/19/73 letter from City Engineer. He said that we
should inform JBK and the Commissioners. Telephoned C. Harris and explained
the situation. He said that he would contact Kent Ford and call me back.

Called Sandra Ford. Informed her of the need to move. She does not like the

idea of moving into Dr. Marshall's place. She will have her husband call

later today. Talked with Jim McCandlish. Told him we still hoped for a
peaceful move. He said that he did not think that we would have any trouble.

A meeting was held in JBK's office, involving JBK, Jean Krauss, Mike Cook,
OIN, CET, Charles Makinney, Jim Robertson, Larry Van Winkle and Ben Webb.
JBK said that we have:

1. The court order re the FED.

2. Offers of relocation assistance from the Hospital and PDC.

3. A letter from the City Engineer's office indicating the time by
which the property will be required.

He promised that he would be the contact with City Hall and the Commission.
He appointed CET to coordinate all other activities.

Telephoned Kent Ford at his home, 288-0585, and the Sickle Cell Clinic,
281-1209. Nelther Kent nor Sandra was at either place. Telephoned Charles
Harris at Legal Aid. He said that Kent had indicated to him that the Clinic
could move by Friday, April 27, 1973. | explained that certain arrangements
arrangements would have to be made before the move is actually made. He
said that he would try to contact Kent Ford.

10:20 a.m. Kent Ford called. | explained the situation to him. He pro-
tested that they had no place to go and that we were not giving them enough
time. | tried to convince him that we were serious and that if they were
not out by Monday, April 30, 1973, we would have to put their personal
property in storage. He said that he did not have authority to give me an

answer but that they would ''try to work with us.'" He said that he would
call us back today.

1:10 p.m. Bev Keenan called from Emanuel office to say Kent Ford was in
the office talking to Chet Daniels, and that he would like to talk to Ben.
Ben was out of the office, so Bev called back a short time later and left

a message for Ben as follows: Kent Ford requested that Ben, Stan Jones and
the realtor meet with him at 10 a.m., Thursday, April 26, at a house in the
4900 block on N. Vancouver, which the Clinic is interested in.

Relocation
“Worker

BCW




Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic - page 4

/
Y/25
L/

7

INTERVIEW REGISTER

2:30 p.m. Raymond Joe, 288-8261, Ext. 78 (Mode! Cities) telephoned. He
verified that the Clinic wanted the above appointment. | explained that |
had talked with the realtor and had been told that he thought the property
was off the market but that | am to call Jo Anne Coultard, 658-3095, the
listing agent, later this p.m. to verify.

Referred two properties. See Daniels memo of 4/25/73.

Charles Harris from Legal Aid telephoned. He said that the Clinic would
move into Dr. Marshall's place this week. They want to get the rent down to
$75 per month. They also asked if we had a copy of a standard lease agree-
ment. We promised to get them one.

See memo of 4/26/73 regarding meeting at property at 4922 N. Vancouver.

4:30 p.m. Kent Ford called to say they are packing and will move over the
weekend. They want to move into Dr. Marshall's place, but he is out of
town, in the Bahamas, and is due back this weekend. | asked him to be sure
to telephone me this weekend and confirm that things are working out.

Dr. Marshall's secretary said she would have him call Kent as soon as he
got back to town.

Dr. Marshall telephoned me at home - said that it was 0.K. for Clinic to
move in. Wants an advance payment. He also talked with Sandra Ford today.
| also called Mrs. Ford. She said that the Clinic would move on Monday.

L/30 Took the lease forms to Charles Harris at Legal Aid. Explained
the need to get agreements today. He will contact Kent Ford. The Clinic
has not started to move its personal property as of 11:30 p.m. today.

11:45 a.m. Met Kent Ford at the Sickle Cell Clinic. He promised that the
Clinic would move tonight. Went to see Charles Harris. Dellvered four
copies of standard lease forms to be used to draw up a lease between the
Clinic and the Hospital, and a lease between the Clinic and Dr. Marshall,
Informed him that the Clinic must be out today or we would use the FED.

b p.m. Telephoned C. Harris to see how things were going. He said that
Kent Ford was in his office at that time and that he had a key from Dr.
Marshall.

Checked the Clinic at 9 p.m. Move has not started. Telephoned the Fords'
residence. Mrs. Ford sald that the move was in progress. Checked the Clinic
again at 10 and 1] p.m. Move not started.

Displaced Clinic under FED. See memo this date.

Telephoned C. Harris to check on the progress of the lease preparation. He
is to call us next week.

Relocation
Worker
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Approximately 800 square feet of space In building at 2341-2343 N, Williams Ave,

has been offered as a location for the Fred Hampton Peoples' Free Health Clinic., The clinic

must move from present location to make way for street improvements and new public and private

utilities to serve the hospital, the city's Stanton Yards, and the adjoining neighborhoods.




December 22, 1971

fred wampton People’s Health Clinlc
c/o John Stralt
! Ald
4 0ffice
. Killingsworth
avd, Oregon 97211
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Gent lemen:

The premises you are now occupying et the sbove subject address
are within the boundariss of the Emanuel Hospital Urben Renewa! Project.
Ownership (pouo_ulon) of this property was vested In (granted) the
Portland Development Commission on ____ December 2nd 19 21

present plans of the Portland Development Commission call for
demolition of the structura which you occupy at the earllest possible
date. The most recent regulations of the Department of Mousing and
Urban Development governing this project stipulate thet lawfu) occupents
ender possession without at t 90 days

; . ”’."o his e _:'ﬂ'
subject premises not later then |
extension of this dete Must have t

WsJ:slec

cc: Fred Wampton Mﬁ*‘um Clinle
109 N. Ausse! |
Portiend, Oregon "




October 17, 1972

Fred Mampton People's Health Clinic

c/o Holman J. Barnes, Supervising Attorney
Legal Ald

Albina 0ffice

517 North Killingsworth

Portland, Oregon

Gent lemen:

in compliance with the provisions of .the Uniform Relocation Assistance
and Rea! Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, our Agency has
found you eligible to receive @ payment in lieu of moving and related
expenses In the amount of $2,500.00. We have enclosed a set of

claim forms to be completed in respect of the payment.

Federal policy requires that payment of an in lleu benefit cannot

be made until the displaces has vacated the premises acquired by

the Portland Development Commission. At such time that we recelve
satisfactory proof of your vacetion of the building at 109 N. Russell
we will direct that _payment In the emount of $2,500.00 be lun‘ to you.

Oa Mr 22, 1971, you were notifled by our offlu to urna‘or
possession of the pr-lm at 109 N. Ruul! to the Portiand Development

Commission not later then Merch 20, 1972, the complex
Mturww m mu mfmum fnvol?‘ with & -
. move ebove
Present plans of the |nQ Omt ‘."L.mm call fw J—mu
of the structure ulmb, ] Muy after Jenuery 1, Thus,
."_ﬂmhmll m_ “to sur ‘dtho »lh.

L
o b g TR

= o a3 oy r
4‘_,1»,-‘ i o

Chief, l.l;ut‘lon & Property Management
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Mr, Holman J. Barnes
February 14, 1973
Page 2

or the Clinic contact the Relocation Section immediately if the
clinic is to qualify for relocation payments in connection with the
move .

Very truly yours,

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK,
HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P, C.

oM

Oliver I. Norville
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGOM

FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, a Municipal
corporation, acting by and through
the PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
as the duly designated Urban
2enewal Agency of the City of
Portland,

Plaintiff,

vSs. No. 388 880

FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH
CLINIC, AKA FRED HAMPTON FREE
PEOPLES' CLINIC, KENT FORD, SANDRA
FORD, JOHN DOE I, II, III, IV, V,
VI, JANE DOE I, II, III, IV,

Defendants.

TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS

Before: HONORABLE JCHN C. BEATTY, JR., Judge.

APPEARANCES:

MR. JAMES E. GRIFFIN of the firm of WILLIAMS,
MONTAGUE, STARK, HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.

775 Boise Cascade Building, Portland, Oregon 97201
appeared in behalf of the Plaintiff.

MR. CHARLES HARRIS of the LEGAL AID SERVICE,
517 N.E. Killingsworth, Portland, Oregon
appeared in beshalf of the Defendants.

The above-entitled cause came on for trial in the
above-entitled court, Tuesday March 13, 1973, an afternoon
session, whereupon the following proceedings were had:

AUDREY COOPER
OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
548 MULTNOMAM COUNTY COURTHOUSE
PORTLAND. OREGON 97204




—

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

*"F

Wednesday, March 14, 1973 ‘ 2:30 P.M.

coe THE COURT: Now, gentlemen, before giving my
opinion, I will say that I have reversed my ruling on
the Demurrer and will treat the offer of proof as evi=-
dence received for purposes of deciding this case so
that the issues can be considered, everything can be
considered that has been presented.

At the outset I want to say that there is =--
No question has been raised in this case and there is
no question in my mind as to the defendant Clinic's
purpose or function, It has and does perform a valuable
service to the community, I believe that it is desire-
able in the community interest that its service continue
and I think that ultimately as indicated by the doctor
who testified and as I think we all realize, ultimately
there will undoubtedly be numbers of neighborhood clinics
providing medical and socio-medical services to each
neighborhood in our community. But that is not the
narrow question which is before the Court.

The question that is before this Court is
whether the plaintiff has proved its case under the law
and if it has then whether the defendants have proved
one of their defenses under the law to the plaintiff's

case, Now, as to the plaintiff's complaint, it is clear




@ °

from the evidence and the law that the Portland
Development Commission is the owner of the property,
is entitled to immediate possession. Notice, that is
far more than required under any theory of law has been
given, and the defendants are admittedly withholding the
premises, withholding possession of the premises. What-
ever the status of the defendants, they are tenants, no
matter how they be considered, they are a species of
tenant in sufferance holding until such time as they are
required to move. The questions as to the defendant's
defenses are the ones on which the decision in the case
turns.

Now, with respect to these defenses, disre-
garding for purposes of my decision any narrow distinc-
tion between the type of defense asserted in either of

the affirmative answers, there is no evidence here of

any improper dealing on the part of the Portland
Development Commission with the defendant. There is no
evidence of any cooperation or lack of cooperation,
cooperation withheld or lack of cooperation in response
to request by the defendant's own testimony, and by the
exhibits which are in evidence, both parties appear to

have considered up until most recently, that the defen-

dant's movement from one location to another was a matterx

which had been resolved and which had been taken care of.

|
FREEC L — I




There could be no question that the Development Commis-
sion is not responsible in any way for whatever circume
stances resulted in the original solution not working
out. There i3 no evidence in the case as to where this
occurred, but certainly the defendants advised the
Commission they had found suitable premises, arrangemen
were made to compensate them in accordance with their
request under the statute, and it was not until shortly
before the first of the year that there appeared any
question that this was not going to work out when this
took place. There is nothing in the evidence to suggest
that the Commission did not respond to any requests that
were made and the exhibits themselves suggest there were
problems of communication in getting in touch. The
Commission had difficulty in getting in touch with the
Clinic in response to any problems that developed., In
other words, there simply is no factual basis for any
legal findings that the plaintiff in this case, the
Development Commission, has not acted responsibly and in

response to the problem 'that is Presented by the Clinic

location, If anything, the evidence is they allowed them

to stay as a matter of policy until they -- Allowed the
defendant to stay as a matter of policy until the last
possible moment in terms of completion of the Project,

Now, likewise I see no evidence in the case of any

il
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failure on the part of the plaintiff to do what it is
required to do under the Federal Law or to make availabl
any assistance or expenses that are required under the
Federal Law and the Commission can do - no matter what
it wishes to do - can do no more than it is authorized
to do under Federal Law and the Commission, and under
some circumstances its staff, would necessarily not only
be guilty of a dereliction of their own duty, but would
incur legal responsibility themselves for unauthorized
expenditures of funds, The plaintiff in this case, the
Commission, is required only to render certain specified
types of assistance or certain limited types of financial
assistance upon receiving appropriate claims and it can
do no more than that. It cannot legally guarantee the
relocation of the defendant, It camnot guarantee the
establishment to its satisfaction in another location ané
does not have a right or the authority legally to do
anything more than the Statute authorizes it to do. I
want to make it clear that I cannot consider either the
general arguments by plaintiff that the interests of
other people would be adversely affected by delay any
more than I considered the defendant's argument that its
particular special interest ought to be considered to be
of more value than the rights of other people in that

particular community. In either case, the argument is




B

not responsive to the question that we have before us;
So, it is my conclusion therefore as a matter
of law, that I find as to that the plaintiff is entitled
to recover in its case and as to the defendant's defenses
there is no legal or factual defense to the plaintiff's

complaint and therefore the defendants are thus in the

position of holding unlawfully and the plaintiff is

entitled to a judgment for the relief prayed for and
such a judgment should be presented.

I might state that I think the case has been
well presented., I think the issues, both the problems
and the issues are clear. The Portland Development
Commission has stated in court that they are prepared to
do everything they can to assist in the relocation of
the premises and I would ask that if the defendants wish
their assistance that to the extent that the Commission
can legally provide it, I would ask that that be made
available as speedily as possible, but the assistance
which should be provided will have to be consistent with
the judgment of the Court. In other words, it will have
to be assistance in finding some other location. I would
also suggest to the Commission that if the defendants do
desire their assistance in this, that perhaps not only
their agency, but some other city agencies, perhaps

public agencies, can be contacted if possible in a hurry
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to see whether or not some temporary location could be

provided. Whether or not this is practical, I don't kno

but I would simply request this courtesy of the defendant

that in the interest of continuity of their own operation
that they cooperate with the Commission and I would ask
as a courtesy from the Commission that they would tender
everything they can to the defendants to help resolve
the matter.

Thank you, gentlemen. We will be in recess.

(The Court adjourmed)




WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK, HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW

r:(.«wé) R WILLIAMS Boise CASCADE BUILDING
MALCOLM |. MONTAGUE ] " -
DONALD . STARK PORTLAND, ORECON 97201
PRESTON C HIEFIELD, IR

OLIVER |. NORVILLE

JAMES E. GRIFFIN March 22, 1973
LARRY C. HAMMACK

RICHARD E.ALEXANDER

TELEPHONE 222-9966

CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECELST REQUESTED

PRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH CLINIC R
109 North Russell Street R E e !

Portland, Oregom 97227

A B

-~ e

M3 1813
Mr. Charles Harris
LEGAL AID SERVICE . DABTLAMD PETE P T (TMMBSTR
517 ¥. B. Killingsworth
Portland, Oregon 97211

Gentlemen:

The judgment granting restitution of the premises at
109 Eorth Russell Street was signed by the Honorable Johna C.
Beatty, Jr., March 15, 1973.

This is to request that the premises be vacated, and
possession thereof delivered up, together with all lock keys.
Please remove all personal property and clinic implewments to
avoid their loss or destruction. After their removal, please
advise us of any difficulties you may have with storage. It
is sincerely hoped that you will do so peaceably, and without
need for execution on the judgment. So there will be no mis-
understanding, you are advised that the Portland Development
Coumission intends to levy execution of that judgment.

1 understand that relocation personnel from the
Comaission, togetherx with representatives of Emanuel Hospital,
have been attempting to work with you in obtaining replacement
quarters. The Commission sincerely hopes that those efforts
will be fruitful.

Very truly yours,

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK,
HIBFIEBLD & NORVILLE, ?.C.

JAMES B. GRIFFIN

JEG:g3
vee: Ben Webb
Portland Development Commission
cc: John Kenward, Executive Director
. portland Development Commission
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Fred Hampton Free Peoples Clinic — C:‘&j

109 North Ruseell Street RN T R
q Portland, Oregon 97227

Attention: Mr. Kent Foxrd

Gentlemen:

Some months ago, in August of 1972, we agreed to lease you a building at 2846
North Williams, Portland, Oregon, rent-free until August of 1977. While we
realize that we have forwarded information to you through the Portland Develop-
ment Commission, our Board of Directors has requested that I officially notify
you through this letter of our specific offer, as follows.

In order to help you in your relocation, we are willing to re-lease from you
the property at 2846 North Williams, Portland, Oregon, and to pay $125 per
month rental for the texrm of the lease for the purpose of your operation of a
health clinic at anocther location. Further, it is our understanding that the
Portland Development Comshissiocn does have two locations available, each of

which have approximately the same square footage, and are in equal or better
physical condition than the existing clinic.

This offer is good until April 16, 1973.

We look forward to a reply from you by that date, hopefully with your acceptance,
- in order that we can assist in this way with the relocation of the clinic.

Sincerely,

o {7/
/

A‘ f
e TP

Roger 'G. Larson
President

RGL: ymd

cc:  Portland Development Commissiom =-»w

Mr, Charles Harris
Mr., Robert Nelson

Note: | have discussed the question of the amount of rent with Dr. John
Marshall, owner of the above-mentioned property, and he has indicated
that he would rent the property for less then $125 per month - perhaps
something in the neighborhood of $100 per month, thereby leaving an

allowance for the Clinic for the payment of miscellaneous or utilities,
etc,

—>% . e




DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS ‘
LLOYD E. ANDERSON
COMMISSIONER

OFFICE OF CITY ENGINEER
JAMES L. APPERSON
CITY ENGINEER

Crty ofF PORTLAND
OREGON

1220 S.W.5TH AVENUE

April 19, 1973

Myr. John B. Kenward, Executive Director

Portland Development Commission
1700 S.W. Fourth Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97201

-
Attention: James Robertson, Chief Engineer

Re: Emanuel Hospital Street Project
Job No. 11707

The City's contractor for the construction of this project
d work on April 16, 1973. According to his construction
le he will be working on N. Russell Street the first week in
1f there is any delay to the contractor due to the demolition

of the building, the expense will have to be absorbed by the Develop-
ment Commission.

e

Another matter concerning this office is that to date the
streets on the interior of the project have not been vacated or closed.
These proceedings must start immediately for if the streets are not
vacated or closed, we will be forced to construct intersections and
eliminate the center strip island to provide through traffic.

Yours very truly,

| 77
J JAMES L. APPERSON
City Engineer




April 23, 1973

Mr. Charles Rarris
Attorney at Law

Lega! Ald Service

517 M. E. Ki}lingsworth
Portiand, Oregon 97211

Dear Mr. Merris:

Re: Relocation of the Fred Hampton Pecple’s
Health Clinic

Pursuent to our telephone conversation of this morning, the purpose
of this letter is to Inform you thet the City's present comstructien
plens for the widening of North Russell Street provides for work to
commence the first week of Nay, 1973.

i1t Is, therefore, necessary that the property now occupled by. the
“w toned Clinle be demolished before the first wesk in Nay.
' request your cooperation, as wall &3 the cooperation of
u- tiisic, so thet we -q occomplish a timely relocstion.

Please mt me at the eariiest possible date, 50 that ws mey
7" the Clinic's plans. Ve are to | . nm “In ‘l*‘
: ,;mtumtllmm ton of the v

: wqwmmm in this matter.
f{?“ i %. L WY T S i  Wery. mtv yours,

QM.M“‘

Property Mansgesent

B0 :ch
ec: Oliver 1. Norville
8111 Scott, Office of the Mayor
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MEMORANDUM
Date May 15, 1973
(e
FROM: BCW

SUBJECT: FBI Inquiry re: Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic -
Black Panther Party

Mr. Gary Auer of the FBI came in this morning to talk with me about ''our con-
tinuing problems with the Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic''. He mentioned
that the FBl was concerned with the Black Panthers nationwide. He also said
that he did not think that the local party was any threat or that they had

much activity. He wanted to know whether the Clinic will continue to operate
in its new location and under what name. | informed him that we had relocated
the Clinic to a new site that would permit them to continue their clinical
operation but that | did not know whether or not they would continue to operate
under the same name.

He said that their information was that the Clinic was not performing a clini-
cal function. | indicated that we did not think that they had much of a
medical patient caseload, other than their Sickle Cell Testing Program, but
that our discussions with the Emanuel Hospital people indicated that there

was some activity going on but that apparently the activity now is more of a
screening process. | told him that Emanuel Hospital had indicated that this
screening process was of a considerable benefit to them and that they there-
fore felt that the Clinic was performing a worthwhile service to the community.

The discussion was rather general, and he also wanted to know whether or not
we felt that the party was gearing up for '"summer time''. | told him that |
had no direct information as to what the party may or may not be doing - in
fact, | was not even sure that there was a party, but that to date | have not
heard that they were active in any type of community political organization -
that the organization that £¥¥% had dealt with the most in our Emanuel reloca-

tion had been EDPA, and that to my knowledge, Kent Ford had never attended an
EDPA meeting.

He also wanted to know whether | thought the situation in the Albina-Union
Avenue area had improved over the situation as it existed in 1967-68. | told
him that | was not here in '67 and '68 and really had no feeling for the
situation as it existed then,

| indicated that | did not know of any group that seemed to be plotting trouble
of this sort but that trouble could develop at any time if the right issue,
together with the right instigator, should appear at about the same time.

He said that they would like to keep in touch with us because of our activities
in the coomunity. He also expressed concern as to whether the cutback in
Federal funds would have an adverse impact community-wide, although he admitted
that there was nothing that the FBI could do. This is about all that was
discussed.

BCW:ch




May 10, 1973

Mr. Charles Harris
Attorney at Lew

Legal Ald Service

517 N. E. Killingsworth
Portland, Oregon 97211

Dear Mr. Herrls:

Re: Fred Hampton Pecple’s Health Clinic

Prior to the time that the above-mentioned Clinic was displaced

from its former location to its present quarters, verba! agreements
had been resched betwsen the Clinic, Emanvel Hospital, end the - -
Clinic's new landlord, Or. John Marshall, that leases would be dru._
up providing for a payment of $125 per month by Emenue! Hospital to

the Clinic for the lease of a property on North Williams Avenus.

The verbal agreement further provided that the amount of the p

would be pald directly to Or. Innhu m M%Wt 0

tion.

"My undsrstending I3 thet to date the sbove-mentioned mbﬁr
Mﬁﬁ My concern Is that lftnmuln‘duu-uu

IR LR T

Chief, Relocation and
mum:.a.—uc‘




Mey 7, 1973

Bob Douglas
Ben Webb
Fred Hampton People’'s NHealth Clinic Nove

Please see the attached invoice from Greyhound Ven Lines, No. OR69-03-0141,
snd note that this invoice is for expenses incurred In the move of the Fred

[

m,mvh'! Health Clinic wnder an F.E.D. on NKay 1, 1973.

The Clinic had previeusly filed a claim for a $2,500 "in=1leu" payment. The
so-called "in-1ieu" payment Is to be in 1leu of all other moving expenses.
However, because of the necessity to execute on the F.E.D., It wes necessary

that we guarantee payment te Greyhound.

| have discussed this matter with Chuck Taft and 011le Norville, and It 18
thelr fealing, os well as wine, that we should pay the amount to Greyhound
3 withhold the "in-liev" payment to the Clintc until we receive permission
thes to offsat the astusl cost of ?,“‘"" sgeinst thelr "in=lles"
3 Pariiaicioy

3 ”r,;{:’;
4ag

w

sty quabiions on WIS satter, plaste call me.
e

v

7 RGN
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Chronological outline - fact sheet
Copies of letters to Black Panthers
to Legal Aid
from hospital (offer to Black Panthers)
from engineer's office (re. street construction)

Copy of Court Judgement granting FED

Coordinate FED action with sheriff (disposition of personal property)
with police

Guard =-- Demoliton Contractor




Mey 7, 1973

Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic
c/o Mr, Charles Harris

Attorney ot Law

Legal Ald Service

517 N. Killingsworth

Portiand, Oregon 97211

Dear Mr. Warris:
Re: Fred Hampton Pecple's Health Clinic Relocation Payment

As you are well aware, on May |, 1973 the above-mentioned Clinic was dis-
- placed from 109 N. Russell Strut under the provisions of a Forcible
Entfy and Dafalner Order from the Circult Court of Multncmsh County.

We have now recelved a bill for the move from the commercial movers who
M 1y transported the personal property from the old to the new site.
] nt of the bill Is +31. Under the provisions of the Uniform .
17 n and Real Prope sition Policies m of 1970, the Clinic
is entitied to recaive s payment for the actual reasonsble moving expense,
actual direct loss of tangible personal preperty, and actual ressonsble

. expense la ""‘,"“l for a replacement site. Alternately, the Clinic may

eot Yin lieu" of all other meving expenses in the amount of
case of a clate for the sctusl direct lo ‘personel
Jayment may ogfvw_tum he

Itiously as possible, will you plesse
rizetion In writing to offset the




Fred Nampton People's Mealth Clinic
Page 2
May 7, 1973

moving expense from the "in lleu" payment and then pay the balance to
them.

We wish to thenk you for your sttention In this matter.

Very truly yours,

Benjamin C. Webb
Chief, Relocation and
Property Masnagement




MEMORANDUM

May 1, 1973

T0: The File

FROM: Benjamin Webb

SUBJECT: Forcible Evacuation of Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic

To quote from Shakespeare, ''So fair and foul a day | have not seen.'" | arrived
at 109 N. E. Russell at approximately 7:45 a.m. Larry Van Winkle, Stan Jones,
the gas company crew, and Greyhound movers were already there. It was a beau-
tiful sunny day, and had it not been for the work at hand, we could have felt
very good.

The sheriff had not arrived, and it did not appear that any items of the Clinic's
personal property had been removed. At 8:05 the sheriff's deputy arrived, fol-
lowing which time we forcibly opened the door to the Clinic's headquarters.

Once inside, we discovered for the first time that the power had been cut. We

do not know who ordered the power cut, but our understanding is that the wires
were cut on the evening of April 30, 1973.

The movers began loading the Clinic's personal property on to the van. We had
hoped to complete the move before any members of the Clinic arrived. We were
there for approximately one hour before Kent Ford zrrived, and at that time
we knew that we had a problem. Mr. Ford was very hostile and generally antag-
onistic toward everyone and everything, as we had expected he would be. At
one time he picked up a blunt instrument and started after Ernie Wiley. | had
a good deal of concern, because his motions and the way that he was pursuing
this course of action led me to believe that he really intended to assault

Mr. Wiley. | ran after Mr. Ford and succeeded in calming him down, and this,
together with Mr. Wiley's promise that he was just leaving, | think averted
what could have been an unfortunate situation. At no time did Mr. Ford
threaten the movers, Stan Jones, or myself. However, he did threaten Larry
Van Winkle at one time with a hammer, but by this time two police cars had
arrived and | was really not too concerned that he meant to do anything.

Kent Ford said, quite forcibly, that PDC was going to pay for this move and
that we were not going to offset this against the $2,500 "in lieu' payment.

A short while later, Mr. Charles Harris, attorney for Legal Aid, arrived.
Mr. Harris feigned having no knowledge that the eviction was to take place
today. | reminded him that | had told him quite explicitly in his office
the day before - that is, April 30 - that if the Clinic had not removed its
personal property from the premises that day, that they could rest assured
that the sheriff would evict them the next day. | also reminded him that
| had assurances from Mr. Ford during the day that they were going to move
that day and that | had also had a telephone conversation with Mrs. Ford at




To: Health Clinic File
Page 2
May 1, 1973

about 9 p.m., Monday, and she had assured me that Kent and others were at that
time moving.

Kent raised the question as to why he had not been notified at 8 o'clock that
we were, in fact, removing his personal property from the premises. He asked
that we have Mr. Kenward come out to the site. | informed him that | was not
about to call my boss and tell him to come out there, but that if they wanted
to, they could. They did telephone Mr. Kenward and also talked with Chas.
Taft and Ollie Norville.

Later during the day, Bob Nelson of the American Friends Service Committee came
by and was raising the question of how much notice the Clinic had had that the
FED would take place this morning. He indicated that he wanted to get some
photographers, and a short time later reporters from the Oregon Journal and

KGW did arrive.

Mr. Ford asked that instead of taking the property to storage, we take it to
Dr. Marshall's place at 2143 N. Williams, which we agreed to do.

All in all, things went off pretty well, although it was an extremely tense
situation, because we never knew when Mr. Ford was going to ''"blow his cool."
| think that one thing that kept things from getting out of hand was that
Kent Ford was not able to draw a crowd around him. On several occasions |
observed him call to passing cars, and on each occasion the driver of the car
gave some reason for not stopping. Except for one old and somewhat crippled
man, named Governor Coleman, and the above-mentioned Mr. Nelson and Nate
Proby, no one else came and stood around. There was never a crowd.




MEMORAND UM

April 26, 1973

T0: The File

FROM: BCW

SUBJECT: Property at 4922 N. Vancouver

WSJ and BCW met with a Mr. Raymond Joe of Model Cities, and Joanne Coultard
of Red Carpet Realty, at 4922 N. Vancouver, at the request of Mr. Joe.

The Clinic has indicated an interest in purchasing this property, which had
been referred to them by PDC. We were shown the property by Mrs. Green,
the owner. The property appears to us to be adequate to their needs and is
in the proper zoning.

Mr. Joe indicated satisfaction but said that he would meet with Kent Ford
and others and discuss it and let us know.

At about 11:30 a.m. Kent Ford telephoned. | informed him of the property
and our reactions. | also informed him that we thought it would cost them
about $2,000 to get in. Kent objected to having to make such a large down-
payment. | informed him that this size downpayment was required to pay

Mrs. Green her equity and that if we paid her her equity, they would then

be able to assume her existing mortgage and not have to go through such a
rigorous credit and mortgage application process. Kent said that they could
secure financing. He said that they would look into the matter and call us
back. He also reiterated his promise to move over the weekend.

At about 2:30, Mr. Charles Harris from Legal Aid telephoned. | informed
him of the day's activity. He said that he would telephone Kent Ford and
see if he could not tie something down.




MEMORANDUM

DATE___ APRIL 25, 1973

TO: BEN WEBB
FROM: CHET DANIELS

SUBJECT: LOCATION FOR HAMPTON HEALTH CLINIC

As per your request of 4-18-73, | proceeded to locate
a house, large, 5-6 bedroom, with basement, in need of repair, but
rehabitable. In my search, | contacted Lyda Seales of Herman
Plummer Real Estate who came up with two possibilities, 5407 N.
Williams and 3714 N. Williams. She then contacted Mr. McCandlish
of Legal Aid and made these locations known to him.

Mrs. Seales has not ascertained whether the Panthers
are interested in these houses at this time, however, | am in
contact with her and she will keep me informed if some action is
taken.




April) 23, 1973

John B. Kenward
Ben Webb

Emanue! Hospital Street Project = Job No. 11707

| received a copy of the Clity Englineer's letter of April 19,
1973, copy attached, In which he indicates that construction
work on North Russe!l Street Is scheduled to begin the first
week of May. This Is the street on which the property occu~
pled by the Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic is located.

| have telephoned the Legal Ald attorney snd Informed him of
the contents of this letter and that we would like to have

the property vacated by the middle of this week or, #t the
very latest, the end of this week, to allow time for the demo-
“1ition of the bullding before the first wesk In May.

| have also discussed this matter with Ollie Norville who sug~
gested that | send you this memo and request that if you have
no objection, we be prepared to sxecute on the FED If the
€linic has not, in fact, vaceted by the end of this week,

RN I T o -
A SRR el

g

May we have your feelings on this matter?

S BOWzeh
cc: Ollle Norville

¥

A




April 19, 1973

Mr. John B, Kenward, Executive Director
Portland Development Commission

1700 S.W. Fourth Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97201

Attention: James Robertson, Chief Engineer

Re: Emanuel Hospital Street Project
Job No. 11707

Deay Sir:

The City's contractor for the construction of this project
started work on April 16, 1973, According to his construction
schedule he will be working on N. Russell Street the first week in
May. If there is any delay to the contractor due to the demolition
of the building, the expense will have to be absorbed by the Develop~
ment Commission.

Another matter concerning this office is that to date the
streets on the interior of the project have not been vacated or closed.
These proceedings must start immediately for if the streets are not
vacated or closed, we will be forced to comstruct intersections snd
eliminate the center strip island to provide through traffic.

Yours very truly,

JAMES L. APPERSON
City Engineer




Memorandum

April 18, 1973

To? File
F rom: WSJ
Subject: Hampton Clinic Relocation

The attached referral was given to Jim McCandlish, Legal Aid,

as a possible site for the clinic. They have apparently already
looked at one similar to this, but requiring more money. He

seemed interested in this property and was going to investigate.
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FROM:

SUBJECT:

MEMORAND UM

April 17, 1973

The File

Ben Webb

Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic

Telephoned Mr. Chas. Harris of Legal Aid. Explained that we
understood that the Clinic now wanted to purchase rather than
rent, but that this would probably require more time than we
could allow for them to stay in their present location.

Mr. Harris said that he would contact Kent Ford and call me

back. Also talked with Mr. McCandlish. He asked us to look
for a buying situation, bounded by Mississippi on the west,

Killingsworth on the north, Seventh on the east, and Russell
on the south.

The required zoning is c-2, M-3, or A=0.
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MEMORAND UM

¥

&
T0: The File
/

FROM: Benjamin C. Webb

Date April 6, 1973

SUBJECT: Fred Hampton's Free People's Health Clinic

| had a telephone call from Mr. Charles Harris of Legal Aid, who informed
me that Kent Ford had inspected the property on North Union Avenue that
is presently being managed by Mr. Herman Plummer. He indicated that Kent
felt that the North Union Avenue property was acceptable. | informed

Mr. Harris of the conversation that we had had with Mr. Cal Toran from
Mr. Plummer's office, who had expressed concern about their ability to
collect the rent, but that if we could provide assurances that the rent
would be paid timely, that they would be more negotiable with respect to
the amount of rent that they were asking for, which started at $200, and
also with respect to the amount of refurbishing that they would be willing
to do to the property.

Mr. Harris indicated that we could talk to Mr. Plummer in terms of an
18-month or two-year lease. However, Mr. Harris had heard that Emanuel
Hospital was having a press conference today and he suspected that they
were going to announce their construction plans. He therefore asked us
not to contact Mr. Plummer until after he had heard the press release.

| informed Mr. Harris that regardless of what Emanuel Hospital might say
at its news conference, it was my understanding that the road construction
would take place and that PDC owned the building and that our plans were
that it would have to be demolished; and that therefore the move of the
Panthers was required for road widening, regardless of any plans or changes
in plans that Emanuel Hospital might make.

BCW:ch
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Mr. Joe Reuben, Chairman . —
Model Cities Health Working Committee pm——— ]
Portland Model Cities IR W S
5329 N.E. Union Avenue vaster File COPY——————

Portland, Oregon 97211
Dear Mr. Reuben:

I received your letter and the copy of the letter you wrote to John Kenward
concerning the Free People's Clinic. First, we would like to state that we
do recognize the value of the clinic in serving the needs of the people in

the area.

Secondly, I would like to point out that we have worked with the clinic in

. trying to find a location and space. In August of 1972, we gave the clinic
a 5 year lease at no cost to them, on the property at 2846 North Williams. At
the time of this lease, we were given the impression that this was a totally
acceptable provision of space. Later, Mr. Ford informed us this was not satis-
factory space. We made the offer to lease back the space at $125 per month
in order that they could use that money for other space, which Mr. Ford indicated
was more preferable, at Alberta and Union Avenue. I understand there is a dental
office on the corner of Alberta and Union which is approximately equal in size
and in good condition, that was available for approximately $125. However, Mr.
Ford said this was not acceptable.

Thus, we feel we have worked with the clinic and with PDC in an attempt to pro-
vide suitable, alternate space for the present location. We will continue ouxr
attempts to provide an alternate location.

Sincexely, _-7

IS

e S
~ Roger G. Larson
President

cc: Mr. Robert Rogers, Chairman, Model Cities/Emanuel Liaison Committee
Mr. John Kenward, Executive Director, Portland Development Commission
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CITY DEMONSTRATION AGENCY

5329 N.E. UNION AVENUE
PORTLAND, OREGON 97211
288-8261
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March 26, 1973

Mr. Roger Larson
Administrator

Emanuel Hospital

2801 N, Gantenbein
Portland, Oregon 97227

Dear Mr. Larson:

The enclosed letter to Mr. John Kenward of the Portland Development
Commission states the concern of the Model Cities Health Working Committee
' about the ability of the Free People's Clinic to continue to serve our

communitye.

We feel that both the Portland Development Commission and Emanuel Hospital
should accept the commitment to provide for relocation and renovation of a

facility suitable to the Clinic.
We hope that you will actively plan to meet this request, thereby,.showing
definite support and concern for the medical needs of the community in

which you exist. We also feel that the continued operation of the Clinic
will be of direct benefit to you in keeping some of the pressure from you

for free care.
/—\Sincerely, ///////’
;;’»’/K/{/ &4}/5/"‘*’

Joe Reuben
Chairman

P MM ATS
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farch 26, 1973

ttr. Jonn D. Henward
Grecutive Director
Portland Development Comaicsion
1700 Se. We 4th Avee

Portland, Oregon 97201
. Kenward:

 March 22 moeting, memders of the Model Cities Health Working Cormittee
diseussed the current plig * the Free People's Clinic, ‘ocated at
169 N. Russall Streetl,

e knows of the particularly tmnortent tole this free ciinic ha%

fo 0f our cormunits; in faoct, even in the entire City of

co continue to serve, the ill peopie who have cone
attencione. it has always been coacerned aAbout
healih needs snd issues and has been instrusental in carrying oul
of concera to use 10LS has meant, for instanca, having panphlets
Rend dealing wiih hezlth, pnionecering in the coszmwunity, testing, andd
ing for Sickle Cell Ancaiaj coacern about the detection and prevention
d noisoning in o.r youngsiers, and the prevention and trea.ment of
ecal diseaze in our youth ond adultse.

.

¢ the neonle in our community, doctors, m rees, and others wiho glve the

-

The Clinic has survived on a shoe string and has the support and raceznition
o

1inic free tine; azcencles and Individuale who refer pcople to it, feel
that this is one place in wiich people will be paid attention.

.seare that the recent coust ho -5 have upheld the eviction notice
‘1inic. Ue elso know that nd annot exist without material
id in its relocatlon Lo lace. 'ie are aware that
money is needed al -ate the zlternative facility,
auel Yoepital, than is preczently being provided for
Commizsione

o tire wvhen Tmanuel Hoanttal hes stated that it cza ™o longer wmeat Lae
of "frea cave'" it has offered the community, the need for the Free
c'a Clinic in greoater than evere




Mr. John B, Kenward
Merch 26, 1973

the llealth Working Cemmittee is joining with the Clinic in
that Portland Development Coimlcsion snd Emanuel Hosnital, tegether,

relocation and renovation funding of 2 facility the clinic cyrees
to its continued operation., We also ack that, in the meantime,

¢ be allowed to continue its operation at the present site.

oc Reudon
: c
Cheizruan




April &, 1973

Mr. William Scott
Assistant to the Mayor
City Hall

Portland, Oregon 97204

Dear BI11);

In accordance with the agreement reached through our telephone
conversation of this morning, | am enclosing a copy of the April 3,
1973 letter from Mr. Roger Larson, president of Emenuel Hospital,
to the Fred Hamptom's Free People’s Health Clinic. | am also
enclosing a copy of our proposed news release. £, .

>4

ﬁ?@g ot 3

As mentioned this morning, we would appreciate any assistance thl

you can give us In communicating thls information to the Cliale

and also In securing thelr m& to the tom of’thi m

Hospitel o"u. o A

Following our nwmmm l also

brrl sttorsay st the Laga! Al oll
n‘u he had not

Chief, mmuu' and




PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

. 1700 S.'W. FOURTH AVENUE ¢+« PORTLAND, OREGON 97201 + 22868-4036

NEWS RELEASE

Emanuel Hospital has made a second offer of a building
for relocation of the Fred Hampton Peoples' Free Health Clinic,
the Portland Development Commission reported Wednesday.

The building housing the clinic, at 109 N, Russell St.
is due to come down for a street widening program and new public
and private utilities to serve the hospital, the city's Stanton
Yards, and the adjoining neighborhoods.

To provide a new location for the clinic, the hospital
offered a five-year rent-free lease on a building next to a
grocery store at 2846 N, Williams Avenue.

The clinic operators said extensive remodeling would be
needed to make the building suitable for clinic use.

In a second offer approved by the hospital's executive
commi ttee Tuesday, the hospital has offered to sublease the
2846 N. Williams Avenue building from the clinic at a rental
of $125 per month, The rent paid by the hospital would be more
than enough to rent office facilities 2341-2343 N, Williams for
the clinic. The building in which these facilities are located
also houses a thsician's office. The proposed facility would
provide approximately 800 square feet of area for the free clinic.

The Portland Development Commission said the hospital had

made the offer in a letter sent Tuesday to clinic operators.

Rz




Mr. Kenward-

Mr. John Denny, Emanuel Hospital's PR Consultant, came in this
afternoon to leave a press release he prepared on the Hampton
Clinic affair. He said he has a photographer taking pictures
(10) of the proposed relocation facilities. He will bring these
pictures to us at least by Wednesday, April 4., He also said

the Hospital is meeting with the Hampton group this afternoon
and, depending on the outcome of the meeting, the press release
may have to be revised. Mr. Denny also suggested that we not
call a press conference in issuing the press release since he
feels this response shouldbe as low-key as possible. A press
conference,, he believes, would only make the issue look like a
bigger deal than it is. He said that if the controversy is not
defused by the Press release then perhaps a press conference
would be justified. Mr. Denny went on to say that he purposely
avoided any mention of the court action in order to avoid a
sense of ''confrontation''. He said the court ruling should be
saved and used only if we need to take a more agressive position.




Emanuel Hospital has made a new offer of a building
for relocation of the Fred Hampton Peoples' Free Health Clinic,
the Portland Deve{gpment Commission reported Wednesday.

The building housing the clinic, at 109 N. Russell
Ste is due to come down for a street widening program in the
urban renewal area surrounding the hospital.

To provide a new location for the clinic, the hos-
pital took a five-year lease on a building next to a grocery
store at 2846 N, Williams Avenue, and offered it to the oper-
ators of the clinic on a rent-free basis.

The clinic operators said extensive remodeling would
be needed to make the building suitable for clinic use.

In a new offer, approved by the hospital's board
of directors Tuesday, the hospital has offered to sublease the
2846 N. Williams Avenue building from the clinic at a rental
of $125 per month. The rent paid by the hospital in turn
could be used to rent a building at 2343 N. Williams for the

e L . 0 12 s LA
clinic. This building, which also houses a office,

would provide ij Z square feet of area for the free clinic.

The PDC said the hospital had made the offer in a

letter sent Tuesday to clinic operators.




MEMORANDUM

Date March 29, 1973

T0: The File

FROM: F. Ray Bowman

SUBJECT: Information on Model Cities Health Working Commi ttee

Joe Reuben is a young, black man, 29-30 years old. He resides at
1632 N. E. Jarrett in the Woodlawn neighborhood, but has never been
active in the WIA. He has never attended a WIA meeting in the past
three years to the knowledge of either NDO 1 staff or Woodlawn
residents.

He has been Chai rman of the Model Cities Health Working Commi ttee
for the past 4-5 months and was known to be active prior to this
time. Margaret Moss was the Chairwoman of the committee for 2-3
years prior to Reuben's chairmanship. Reuben has appeared before
the CPB on only one occasion in the past two years. The specific
issue he was concerned with in his appearance before the CPB is
not remembered.

He is not generally known in the community and most of the CDA staff
known him by name only. Warren Chung, who formerly met regularly

wi th the Health Working Commi ttee, resigned about a year ago because

he felt that the group was not functioning effectively or realistically.
He termed it as a ''pie-in-the sky'' group.

As far as I can tell, the committee is made up of a small number of
people (6-9) who have not functioned effectively for over a year's
time,

I have no reading at this time as to the extent of CPB or CDA staff

backing or involvement in the commi ttee's letter or decision, but
am continuing to check this matter out and will get back to you.

FRB:sp

cc: CET, CEO, BCw




march 28, 1973

John B. Kenward
Benjamin C. Webb

Meeting with Emanuel Hospital Staff Relative to the
Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic

| refer to your request for a report on the meeting of March 27, 1973,
between Mr. Gustafson, vice-president of Emanuel Hospital; ‘Mr. John Wesley,
public relations officer for Emanuel Hospital; and Stan Jones and myself
from POC. We had arranged the meeting to enable us to have a meeting of
minds with respect to where we stood on this matter as a result of the
latest counter offer from the Clinic. The Clinic refused to accept the
offer made by the Hospital to sub-lease from the Clinic the property at
2828 N. Willlams Avenue which the Hospital had leased to them rent free

for a five-year period, and then pay the amount of rent in respect of the
sub-lease of this property to whomever the Clinic wanted to rent otheryquar-
ters from. Instead, the Clinic asked that the Hospital contribute $7,500
cash toward the renovating of the 2828 N. Williams Avenue property, in which
case the Clinic pmlud to match the Hospltal's $7,500 in labor and domtcd
materials. Yo - : _ : -

'.., oY ~:.‘..---_.‘~ Mot +

Mr. Jones and | explained to Mr, Gustafsou and Mr. Wesley our posltlon.
namely, that we felt that POC had gone as far as possible to reach an ami-
cable agreement with the Clinic; that we wanted Emanuel Hospital to know
our position, that we did Intend to execute on the F.E.D. but that present
plans were that we would not take any action unti| we had discussed the
matter with the Mayor's office and were certain that they understood the
position, and that unless other developments or Instructions were received
by us we planned to continue to work with the Clinic to effect an amicable
relocation, right up until the last possible moment; but that If this falled,
we would = before executing on the F.E.D. - call a press conference and ex-
plain that because of the possibility that our actions may be misunderstood
we wanted the public to have benefit of the history of this case and that
we would explain to the press both the efforts that we had made and the
offers that Emanuel Hospital had made to achieve a satisfactory solution to
the problem.

Mr. Gustafson and Mr. Wesley generally agreed with our position. Mr. Gustafson
also said that it was not certain that there would be an executive board
meeting this week, and If there was not an executive board meeting the situ-
ation would remain exactly as it is right now. He also said that If there

was a board meeting and the board did decide to accept this latest counter
offer, he was almost certain that the board would not agree to pay $7,500

In cash but that they would rather make a contribution in kind,
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The meeting was concluded with an agreement that whenever one or the other
side decided upon a eourse of action, the other person would be notifled if
time permitted, so that insofar as possible we would each know where the
other stood. Mr. Wesley also Indicated that he was gratified by the fact
that to date the press had not paid much attention to the activities of the
Clinic. He also said that even though the Clinic had threatened to pickst
the Hospital until the Hospital capitulated to their demands, the picket
lines had never been out for more than an hour or two each day and there
were seldom more than 10 to 12 people on the line; and that in fact, for
the last couple of days there had been no pickets at all. He interpreted
this to mean that we could probably accomplish this without any press at
all unless the Clinic made good Its threat to form a human chain around the
bullding. Mr. Gustafson also said that there was no doubt in his mind but
that they would be able to find sufficient people to form such a chain.

f i
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¢ e File WYLL" MAR 28 1975

Mr. John B. Kenward : :
Executive Director PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
Portland Development Commission

1700 S. W. 4th Ave.

Portland, Oregon 97201

Dear Mr. Kenward:

At its March 22 meeting, members of the Model Cities Health Working Committee
discussed the current plight of the Free People's Clinic, located at
109 N. Russell Street,

The Committee knows of the particularly important role this free clinic has

played in the life of our community; in fact, even in the entire City of
Portland.

It has served, and needs to continue to serve, the ill people who have come
to its doors for medical attention. It has always been concerned about
community health needs and issues and has been instrumental in carrying out
programs of concern to us. This has meant, for instance, having pamphlets

on hand dealing with health, pioneering in the community, testing, and
counseling for Sickle Cell Anemia; concern about the detection and prevention
of lead poisoning in our youngsters, and the prevention and treatment of
venereal disease in our youth and adults.

The Clinic has survived on a shoe string and has the support and recognition
of the people in our community, doctors, nurses, and others who give the
Clinic free time; agencies and individuals who refer people to it, feel

that this is one place in which people will be paid attentione.

We are aware that the recent court hearings have upheld the eviction notice
of the Clinic. We also know that the Clinic cannot exist without material
help and aid in its relocation to a suitable place. We are aware that
considerably more money is needed to rehabilitate the alternative facility,
offered the Clinic by Emanuel Hospital, than is presently being provided for
by Portland Development Commission.

At a time when Emanuel Hospital has stated that it can no longer meet the
level of '"free care" it has offered the community, the need for the Free
People's Clinic is greater than ever.

HEALTH
WORKING COMMITTL




/ Mr. John B, Kenward ‘ ‘
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. Therefore, the Health Working Committee is joining with the Clinic in
requesting that Portland Development Commission and Emanuel Hospital, together,
undertake relocation and renovation funding of a facility the clinic agrees

is suitable to its continued operation. We also ask that, in the meantime,
the Clinic be allowed to continue its operation at the present site.

Sincerely, /

Joe Reuben
Chairman

JR:d1l




MEMORAND UM

Date March 22, 1973

T0: The File
FROM: Ben Webb

SUBJECT: Fred Hampton's Health Clinic
Fol low=up to our Memo of March 20, 1973

Following the meeting between Emanue! Hospital, Legal Aid, Fred Hampton's
Clinic and PDC, we started looking for a suitable relocation site for the
Clinfc. We had had discussions with the Hospital, and they had indicated
that they would be willing to sub-lease the property at 2828 N. Williams
Avenue from the Clinic and thereby supply the Clinic with money to pay rent
elsewhere.

We located two properties that appeared to us to be adequate and which,
from the standpoint of physical plant, were at least equal to the property
that they now occupy on North Russell. One property is at 4845 N. E. Union
and had previously been a dental office. A very crude diagram showing what
is on the premises is attached; however, the drawings are not to scale.

Another property is at 2343 N, Williams Avenue.

We also looked at another property at 3801-07 North Union. However, the
North Union Avenue property is not now equipped for dental or medical
facilities and would require considerable plumbing and partitioning.

We informed Legal Aid and Kent Ford of these properties. Our first verbal
reading from Kent Ford was that one of the dental offices would be acceptable
if it was understood that this was only a temporary site and that we would
continue to work on a permanent relocation,

We then had a problem with the potential landlords who wanted to be assured
that they would receive their rent. We did not discuss this matter of guar-
anteeing the rent with Mr. Plummer, but we did get an indication from

Mr. Larson that the Hospital would have no objection to making the payments
to the Clinic in respect of the lease-back of the North Williams Avenue
property.

Dr. Marshall, who owns the property at 2343 N. Williams Avenue, was very
agreeable to our suggested plan of action if he could only have assurances
from the Hospital that he would receive his rent, and he indicated that he
would be very negotiable with respect to the amount of the rent. We left,
believing that he would settle for whatever amount of rent Emanuel Hospital
was willing to pay for the sub-lease of their own property. However, on

the morning of March 22, 1973 we had a telephone call from Mr. Jim McCandlish




Memo to File

Fred Hampton's Clinic
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March 22, 1973

of Legal Aid, indicating that the Clinic had discussed the matter and had
rejected the offer with a counter-offer, which was that they would contribute
in labor and materials the equivalent of $7,500 toward the renovation of the
building that they have now leased from the Emanuel Hospital, and were asking
that Emanuel Hospital contribute $7,500 in cash. They said that if they could
reach this agreement, they would then be willing to move.

We have discussed this matter with Mr. Kenward, Mr. Taft, Mr. Benfield,

Mr. Norville and Mr. Griffin. Mr. Kenward suggested that if we don't reach
an agreement now, that he have a meeting with Mr, Ford. | communicated this
information to Mr. Gustafson of Emanuel Hospital. He asked that he be given
one day to discuss it with members of his board and that he would call us
back on the morning of March 23 with their answer.



MEMORAND UM

March 20, 1973

T0: The File

FROM: Ben Webb

SUBJECT: Relocation of People's Health Clinic

At the request of Mrs. Kent (Sandra) Ford, a meeting was held at the Emanuel
Hospital board room on March 16, 1973 for the purpose of discussing the
possibilities of a satisfactory relocation for the Fred Hampton People's
Free Health Clinic. The meeting was attended by Kent Ford from the Clinic;
Charles Harris, attorney from Legal Aid; Roger G. Larson, president of
Emanuel Hospital; Stan Jones and Ben Webb from PDC.

It was agreed that there were two pressing problems: (1) time and (2) money
and materials. The major focus of the meeting was a request from the Clinic
to the Hospital for money to rehabilitate or renovate the property on North
Williams Avenue that Emanuel Hospital has already given to the Clinic on a
five-year lease, rent free.

Legal Aid agreed that there was nothing else that PDC could do under the
provisions of the Relocation Act that it had not already agreed to do.

Mr. Ford said that the Clinic will not move until facilities are provided and
that the Clinic would not consider moving to temporary quarters. A request
was made of the Hospital that it capitalize the rental value of the property
that it is willing to let the Clinic have rent free and then pay this amount
to the Clinic so that it can rent another property elsewhere that did not
require such extensive remodeling.

PDC recommended to the Clinic that it consider renovating only one~half of

the North Williams Avenue property since the property is, in fact, two
quarters. The Clinic did not indicate whether it would or would not be willing
to do this. The Clinic had indicated that it could pay $100 a month rent.

We suggested to the Clinic that it capitalize the $1,500 that it now says it
could have paid PDC for the 15 months that it occupied the North Russell
property which, together with the $2,500 in-lieu payment it would be entitled
to receive, might give them a substantial amount of the money that they would
require for materials, and that this item, together with free labor, might be
enough to get them into one-half the building. This suggestion was rejected.

The Clinic said that it was unrealistic to expect that they could get free
labor.

It is my opinion that the Clinic is not yet thinking in terms of solution
but, rather, confrontation; and that as long as it has this orientation, we
will not be able to work out any satisfactory plans for its relocation and
that we should proceed with plans to execute the F.E.D.




MEMORANDUM

Date March 8, 1973

T0: Ben Webb
FROM: Jim Crolley

SUBJECT: Status of rental space adjacent to Dr. Marshall's
office - 2341 N. Williams Avenue

| inquired at Dr. Marshall's office about the availibility of the
space in his building that appeared to be vacant. His secretary
indicated that the present tenants (Black Panther's Dental Clinic)
were in the process of moving and have not removed all of their
personal property from the site. She also stated that she did not
know when they intended to be out completely. There appeared to
be, from the outside, a suite of not less than 4 rooms including
the waiting room. This space would seem to be adequate in size to
accomodate the present volume of client that visits the medical
clinic,




ADDENDUM

3-8-73

Black Panther's Dental Clinic

At 4:10 p.m. today Dr. Marshall called concerning my inquiry about

the space next door to his. He stated that there are two spaces there
and that the Panthers have moved and that he is allowing them to store
their equipment there, rent free, until their building that Emanuel
has made available to them is ready for occupancy. Also, that Emanuel
had offered them a space in an old existing out patient clinic but
they had refused it because they wanted a new place, one that was
large enough to accomodate both the Medical and Dental clinics
combined and for free. He noted that it was at his insistance that
they had to vacate the premises there which would indicate that those
office spaces are not available to them.




DESCRIPTION

2341 N. Williams 824 sq.ft,

Reception Room outer office
Lab

Hal lway, down center of bldg.
two operating rooms.

rest room

2343 N. Williams 220 sa.Ft.
one office

waiting room

rest room

Heat is furnished

Rent for both is $75.00 per month. The two offices could easily
be combined.




March 8, 1973

8Cw

Fred Hampton's Pecple's Mealth Clinic

On March 7, 1973 a meeting was held at the Clinic on North Russelt Street,
between Mr. Kent Ford, Clinic staff member; two representatives from Legal
Ald whose names | do not remember; Stan Jones, Jim Crolley and myself from
POC, for the those items of personal property that
the Clinic now indicates that it wants to move and claim actual moving
expenses for. The Clinic has supplied us with a copy of their inventory,

We inspectad the premises and obtained the following additional informat ion:
Mr. Ford Indicated that the sink and the cabinet now In the laboratory were
installed by the Clinic after they moved In. He also saild that the counter
surrounding the sinks In examining rooms #2 and #3 were Installed by the
Clinic but that the sinks and all other permanently attached fixtures were
there. In addition, he sald that the shelving now in the storage room and
the overhead light in examining room #| were also Installed by the Clinic.

After our inspection of the property, we discussed with Mr. Ford and the g
Legal Aid representatives the Possibility of another site locat ion ?t, o ot L
would not require & huge capits! expenditure to make the ‘ alteres g
tions that will be necessary before they can move into the premises on

North Williams Avenue.

Nr, Ford said that they wouid be willing to move into sny mu‘m',,
within the ares surrounded by Killingsworth on “&m' the F

.mm.omamm
whether they could use the ,,

their dental clinic. He Indicated ;

and thet It was %0 small for both a dental <l
Our inspection of the property’

I» opsratdon at this location,

We alse mentioned other proparties, Including & bui on North Union
Avenus, a1l of which Mr. Ford knew about. However, he 1 wwiilting to - i
entertain the ides of moving Into an these units unless POC or Emanue!
Hespital would pay for g the property to their
satisfaction. 90 to other possible
sources of funding to secure the hecessary money for renovating, becsuse It
was Emsnue! Hospital and POC who were displacing them and not the other
possible sources of funding.

.




They also mentioned that they could not close down thelir operations untll
they had a new place to go, because they simply could not tell their doctors,
nurses and patients that as of a certain date there would no longer be a
clinic. However, they had previously indicated that If we would provide

them with the $17,500 required to renovate the North Willlams Avenue property,
they would be willing to close their doors.

Wé are of the opinion that their tactics at this time are to put as much
pressure on PDC as they can, to see just how much money they can force out
of us. We are also quite certain that the Clinic has not been in operation
for some time. During our inspection of the premises we noticed dust and
dirt all over counter tops, boxes and other debris on the floor and in the
walting and examining rooms, and, generally, a condition of such disorder

that we cannot imagine any doctor or nurse being willing to practice medicine
in such surroundings.

BCW:ch




March 2, 1973

Jim Griffin
W. Stanley Jones

Fred Hampton's Peoples' Mealth Clinic, Inc.

The property occupled by the Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic, Inc.

was purchased from Lewis J. Gress by POC on December 2, 1971. The previous
owner had allowed the Clinic to remain In the property rent free; however,
he did show a charge of $100 per month on his records which was used as »
tax write off.,

In keeping with previously established Commission policy that temants not
be charged rent In excess of that formerly pald, and In view of the non-
profit status of the Clinic and Its stated shortage of operating funde®,
it was decided that POC would allow the Clinic to remain in occupancy
without paying rent. It was anticipeted, however, that this occupancy
would be of a short duration, as a 90-day motice was sent on December 22,
1971, requiring vacation of the premises no later than March 30, 1972,

Satisfactory new quarters for the Clinic were located on N, Williams, just
about three bhckur: the pr:vlou'lo:nh- and on 2 rcnt-i"m basis,

on p rty provi Emanue! Hospital. We nmdm-zhthum
lou:.l:: the Clinic would be moving soon and so not push the expiration
date of the 90-day notice.

An "in-Liev" relocation payment has been offered in the amount a
_ non-profit organi. ‘of 0!.900. “The Clinic hes 210 led us to belleve
that they were on varge of but appa y
% delaying tactics. rll ough the to st
sdequate, the mﬁ‘ has reca
Ve have co i In cons

comrsy, 1 nunded w'& .mr m the City nuu.,.‘ ,..,

mjnt po further Clinlc maintains It Is still in
occupancy, but very little actual .tlvuy has been noticed at * ¢llnlc.
It mm to be open during the daytiwe.

* See newspaper articles

WSJ:ch
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WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK, HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW
DAVID R.WILLIAMS BOISE CASCADE BUILDING TELEPHONE 222-9966
MALCOIM | MONTACUE ) - Q7o
gtanioppphmar PORTLAND, ORECON 97201
PRESTON C. HIEFIELD, IR
OLIVER I. NORVILLE

JAMES E. GRIFFIN February 14, 1973
LARRY C. HAMMACK
RICHARD E.ALEXANDER

CERTIFIED MAIL RECEIVED

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
FEB 151973

PORTUAND DEVELCPMENT CoMMISSION
Mr. Holman J. Barnes
Legal Aid
517 N. E. Killingsworth
Portland, Oregon 97211
g Re: Fred Hampton Peoplas'
dealth Clinic
109 N. Russell

Dear Mr, Barnes:

This will advise you that the property at 109 N. Russell owned by
the Portland Development Commission and occupied by Fred Hampton
Peoples' Health Clinic must be vacated no later than March 1, 1973.
Prior notices have been given to vacate the.premises and offers
have been made through its Relocation Section to provide assistance
in effecting the move. The Commission, however, has received no
response and the Clinic is still occupying the premises. At the
present time a contract for demolition of the property is to be

lat on March 5, 1973, which now makes it mandatory that the Clinic
move from the premises by March lst.

The Commission has attempted to cocperate with the Clinic in bring-
ing about this move and in providing relocation services and pay-
ments for which the Clinic may be eligible. In this regard the
Clinic has indicated that it would furnish certain information
entitling it to payments, which information has not been furnished.
Until this is done the Commission cannot process the claim or make
the payments.

In any event, the Commission must have possession of the property

no later than March lst so that it can proceed with the democlition
of the structure. The Relocation Section is standing by to provide
any assistance in moving that may be requested. I suggest that you




Mr. Holman J. Barnes
February 14, 1973
Page 2

or the Clinic contact the Relocation Section immecdiately if the

Clinic is to gqualify for relocation payments in connection with the
move. :

Very truly yours,

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK,
HIEPIELD & NORVILLE, P. C.

oM

Oliver I. Norville

OIN:avh
cc - Ben Webb




/

MEMORAND UM

December 21, 1972

T0: The File
FROM: Benjamin C. Webb

SUBJECT: Fred Hampton's Peoples Health Clinic

Mr. Holman J, Barnes of Legal Aid and attorney for the Clinic brought the
architect's plans for the replacement unjt to t ffice at,9 a.m. At 4 p.m,
Mr. W. S. Jones and | had a conforeﬁﬁ‘%?g'ﬁ1géagzbgﬁ£!ffY“f¥'s options in
light of their expressed desires.

The architect has estimated that the remodeling job will cost $17,500, of which
$8,000 will be for materials. This is considerably more than originally
expected, and the Clinic is now thinking in terms of filing a claim for expenses
of actual moving costs if this would be more to their benefit. The questions
before us now are:

1. To establish which properties now on the occupied real
property the Clinic has a right to move as personal
property.

How much of the cost to move such personal property
qualifies as an allowable relocation cost under the
provisions of Chapter 6, Section 5 of Handbook 1371.1.

It was agreed at the beginning that this was to be an exploratory discussion
and no final decisions would be made at this time. However, it was decided that
we would proceed to secure the following additional information:

1. An inventory of all items of personal property which
the Clinic plans to move,

2. Determine which of these properties are the personal
property of the Clinic.

We will also need to determine whether or not the forced air vent system and
the larger drain system required by the City may qualify.




October 27, 1972

Mr. Holman J. Barnes, Jr.
Supervising Attorney
Legal Ald Service

517 N. E. KIllingsworth
Portland, Oregon 97211

Dear Mr. Barnes:

As requested during our telephone conversation today, we
are enclosing two claim forms covering the relocation pay=
ment for the People's Hﬂlth Cllnlc.

gt

Enclosed is a stnnd eddressed envelope Iu:‘slch the slgnod
claim forms mey be returned to our office.

Very truly yours,
Benjedin C. Webb -
Chief, Relocetion and

honrw Nom.-oat
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DIRECTOR
July 21, 1972

ECEIVED

JUL

Mr. Benjamin Webb —
chief, Relocation Branch LAND
Portland Development Commission :
1700 S. W. Fourth Avenue T Lt el WA
pPortland, Oregon 97201 ; R

ALSSION

|
Re: Relocation of Fred Hampton People's
Health Clinic

Dear Mr. Webb:

Pursuant to our conversations regarding relocation of the
Clinic, the Clinic representatives and officers have located what
appears to be a suitable relocation site at 2846 N. williams Avenue,
Portland, Oregon. The relocation site is located approximately
three city blocks from the present location at 109 N. Russell Street.

The Clinic is willing to move to the relocation site noted
above if the relocation benefit, payable to a displaced non-profit
organization in the sum of $2,500, is made available to the Clinic
for necessary costs of improving the relocation structure and making
it amenable to their use.

Under the applicable provisions of Chapter 6, Section 5,
Relocation Handbook, I submit that the Clinic should probably be
eligible for the payment in lieu of moving and related expenses in
the amount of $2,500. Although the site to be acquired is geogra-
phically close to the present site,’ the non-profit organization can-
not be relocated without a substantial loss of existing patronage,
such existing patronage being determined at the initial date of the
project. Since the project has substantially altered the character
of the neighborhood and is expected to completely change it, exclud-
ing all but a very limited number of the present residents, the
project itself has resulted in a great loss of the Clinic's patient/
client community. The Health Clinic has no other establishment per-
forming the same or similar activity and, I believe, accordingly,
should be deemed gqualified and eligible for receipt of the above
payment in lieu of moving and related expenses.

I enclose for your information a pamphlet which was pre-
pared to assist the Clinic in obtaining help in relocation. This
pamphlet briefly noted the purposes and activities of the Clinic.




Please advise me of your feelings on this matter so that
the Clinic can proceed at the earliest time to prepare for its re-
location.

Very truly vyours,

7

T/ = ¥ £ ; ' /
Hplman J, /Barnes, Jr. /f
Supervis¥hg Attorney /

HIB/mlw

Enc: One




January 7, 1971

Fred Hampton People's Health Clinlec
c/o John Strait

Legal Ald

Albina Office

5§17 N. Ki1lingsworth

portland, Oregon 97211

Dear Mr. Stralt:

ra , 5
o

Enclq'p't'-fgp_g xerox copy of the HUD Mlm Relocation
Handbook as recently received by this office. o
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- , The subject is an irregular shaped lot part of which
3 W R b has been taten for street improvements., It has 50!
% I frontage on Russell; is 100.l1l' deep; a total land area
i of 7,818 sg.ft. It is level to the street.grade and
there is offstreet parking. It has all public utilities
connected, paved streets and concrete sidewalks.

g INPROVEIIENTS ¢

Lof® 773

The two story brick vaneer building was originally cone-=
structed during 1911. It was modernized during 1957
with a brick front, new m2tal sash windows, completely
rewirad, a modaran furnace roon installed with a forced
varm air gas fired unit and an zutomatic gas hot water
haater.

There is a full basement with concrete floors, posts
and beams, concrete walls and brick pilasaters.

. The first tenant, Lew's Ilea's Shop, occupies approxi-
mataly 1,100 sq.ft.; has a modern display rooa ; a
dressing room with modern cabinets; a side storage rooms
a lavatory consisting of two white plumbing fixtures;

a sewing room and an office, All lights are modern.

The asphalt floors are in good shaps. It has a burglar
alarm systen.

The doctor's office has approximately 1,100 sq.ft. It
has a modern front, a reception room and office. It is
finished with sheetrocik and asphalt floors, mahogany
doors and trim, There are four examination rooms, three
sinks, one laboratory and storago room and one lavatory
finished with two wvhite fixtures.

The second floor apartments are waliz-up type. They are
both the same, each aaving & front rooa, a living roon,
two bedrocms, a bath with three white fixtures, a modern
kitchen, circulator oil l.eat, lath and plaster finish.

The upstairs apartments are ren%t2d for 345.00 a month
each. The giround Floor, occupied by the ownmer, has no
rant. The doctor's office, although vacaa%, will be given
a fair rental value by th2 appraiser's anzlysis of rents
for modern c¢linics.

- 3 -
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LEGAL AID SERVICE

MULTNOMAM BAR ASSOCIATION

ALBINA OFFICK

LAIRD KIRKPATRICK 817 N. K. KILLINGSWORTH - 288 87468 - PORTLAND, OREGON 8721
DIRECTOR
ccCEIVED gy
k\ £E % &1 ¥ - \KP N
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s 6 1973 N —
D. O e " S——
N SOCTONACUT O Le ! } D. Pl _— —
cURTLARD DECELOPMENT COMMISSICR June 1, 1973 R nirmomag
Sl

|
Mr. Ben Webb A ' !
Portland Development Commission Lf;:t:ffi::t:ﬁﬂ
1700 s.w. 4th Avenue ! “__W_,_,,_Zig
Portland, Oregon 97201 | waster fre €0y

P S ———

RE: Fred Hampton People's Free Health Clinic
(Relocation payment)

Dear Mr. Webb:

Please remit at your earliest convenience a check to the
clinic for its full "in lieu" payment of $2500. We do not
believe that the $293.31 can rightfully be deducted from
the in lieu payment.

The amount sought to be deducted arises out of the sheriff's
execution of the judgment, and under Oregon law is considered
as a cost and disbursement of the FED action. Since the PDC,
as a party to the FED, has already waived its right to
recover costs and disbursements incurred in the FED action,
it is now precluded from attempting to recover such costs

and disbursements from the clinic.

Additionally, the Relocation Act, Regulations and Handbook
do not contemplate payment by the Agency to a third party
where such payment was not previously authorized by the
displacee. Since the displacee here, the Clinic, did not
authorize payment to anyone else, the act of the Agency in
making payment to the moving company was unwarranted,
unauthorized and without legal basis.

We therefore request that, in accordance with the applicable
laws, the "in lieu" payment of $2500 be promptly paid to

the clinic. Thank you for your cooperation. 77“
si 1 4/1”’{"’/‘/
incerely, Yo 7
// s 2 AJ{{ [QCC’C/\/CO
Charlie Harris LX/dcl"/
Attorney at Law S

cc: Kent Ford, Fred Hampton Clinic
Jim Griffin
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THIS INDEN TUR%PF w mm!'ntered into this..
., by and between

> herema!ter caIIed the Iessee,
WI TNESSETH In consideration of the covenants, agreements and strpulahons herein contained on the
part of the lessee to be paid, kept and faithfully performed, the Ies%m&by lease, demise and let unto the

Wﬁe certain premises, as is, utuatedde ‘?oﬁ'ty of : , County of

...and State of , known and described as follows:
2341 N. Williams and 2343 N. williams

T"&n and to Hold hrrd described prem:se’ynto the said lessee for a period of time commencing
day of e - day

oyl et and for a rentaI of $. ¥/ (,.s..si.af,u,r.\.-"Or the whole of the said term

payable Wm}’ of the United States ai.egon

City of , State of

amounts, to-wit:

$100.00 per month, payhble in advance, without demand
or billing, by the first day of each month, and from
month-to-month thereafter, such payment to be made
directly from Emanuel Hospital as provided in the
Sublease Contract between Emanuel Hospital and lessee
herein.

In consideration of the leasing of said premises and of the mutual agreements herein contained, each
party hereto does hereby expressly covenant and agree to and with the other, as follows:

Aorerance (1) The lessee accepts said letting and agrees to pay to the order of the lessor the rentals above
OF LEASE stated for the full term of this lease, in advance, at the times and in the manner aforesaid.
o8 2 (2a) The lessee shall use ﬂd fwsﬁmﬁes during the term of this lease for the conduct of
the following business
cnd for no other purpose whatsoever without lessor’s written consent.
(2b) The lessee will not make any unlawful, improper or offensive use of said premises; he will not suf-
r any strip or waste thereof; he will not permit any objectionable noise or odor to escape or to be emitted
said premises or do anything or permit anything to be done upon or about said premises in any way tend-
ing to create a nuisance; he will not sell or permit to be sold any spirituous, vinous or malt liquors on said
premises, excepting such as lessee may be licensed by law to sell and as may be herein expressly permitted.
(2c) The lessee will not allow the leased premises at any time to fall into such a state of repair or dis-
order as to increase the fire hazard thereon; he shall not install any power machinery on said premises except
under the supervision and with written consent of the lessor; he shall not store gasoline or other highly com-
bustible materials on said premises at any time; he will not use said premises in such a way or for such a pur-
pose that the fire insurance rate on the building in which said premises are located is thereby increased or that
would prevent the lessor from taking advantage of any rulings of the Insurance Rating Bureau of the state in
which said leased premises are situated or its successors, which would allow the lessor to obtain reduced pre-
mium rates for long term fire insurance policies.
(2d) Lessee shall comply at lessee’s own expense with all laws and regulations of any municipal, county,
state, federal or other public authority respecting the use of said leased premises.

UTILITIES (3) The lessee shall pay for a”q._, light, water, power and other services or utilities used in
the above demised premises during the term of this lease.

B PaIsS axers (4a) The lessor shall not be required to make any repairs, alterations, additions or improvements
to or upon said premises during the term of this lease, except only those hereinafter specifically provided for;
the lessee hereby agrees to maintain and keep said leased premises, including heating, ventilating and cooling
systems, interior wiring, plumbing and drain pipes to sewers or septic tank, in good order and repair during the
entire term of this lease at lessee’s own cost and expense, and to replace all glass which may be broken or dam-
aged during the term hereof in the windows and doors of said premises with glass of as good or better quality
as that now in use; lessee further agrees that he will make no alterations, additions or improvements to or upon
said premises without the written consent of the lessor first being obtained.

(4b) The lessor agrees to maintain in good order and repair during the term of this lease the exterior
Is, roof, gutters, downspouts and foundations of the building in which the demised premises are situated and

sidewalks thereabouts . ;
I t is understood and agreed that the lessor

reserves and at any and all times shall have the right to alter, repair or improve the building of which said de-
mised premises are a part, or to add thereto and for that purpose at any time may erect scaffolding and all

i |

o




) st

other necessary structures about and upon the demised premises and lessor and lessor's representatives, con-
tractors and workmen for that purpose may enter in or about the said demised premises with such materials as
lessor may deem necessary therefor, and lessee waives any claim to damages, including loss of business result-
ing therefrom.

(5) It shall be lawful for the lessor, his agents and representatives, at any reasonable time to
enter into or upon said demised premises for the purpose of examining into the condition thereof,
or any other lawful purpose.

LESSOR’S
RIGHT OF
ENTRY

f.g}g‘% (6) The lessee will not assign, transfer, pledgde, hypothecate, surrender or dispose of this lease,
or any interest herein, or permit any other person or persons whomsoever to occupy the demised premises with-
out the written consent of the lessor being first obtained in writing; this lease is personal to said lessee; lessee’s
interests, in whole or in part, cannot be sold, assigned, transferred, seized or taken by operation at law, or under
or by virtue of any execution or legal process, attachment or proceedings instituted against the lessee, or under
or by virtue of any bankruptcy or insolvency proceedings had in regard to the lessee, or in any other manner,
except as above mentioned.

LIENS (7) The lessee will not permit any lien of any kind, type or description to be placed or imposed
upon the building in which said leased premises are situated, or any part thereof, or the real estate on which it
stands.

.,%ow- (8) If the premises herein leased are located at street level, then at all times lessee shall keep
the sidewalks in front of the demised premises free and clear of ice, snow, rubbish, debris and obstruction; and
if the lessee occupies the entire building, he will not permit rubbish, debris, ice or snow to accumulate on the
roof of said building so as to stop up or obstruct gutters or downspouts or cause damage to said roof, and will
save harmless and protect the lessor against any injury whether to lessor or to lessor's property or to any other
person or property caused by his failure in that regard.

Y PIOADING  (9) The lessee will not overload the floors of said premises in such a way as to cause any un-
due or serious stress or strain upon the building in which said demised premises are located; or any part thereof,
and the lessor shall have the right, at any time, to call upon any competent engineer or architect whom the
lessor may choose, to decide whether or not the floors of said premises, or any part thereof, are being overloaded
so as to cause any undue or serious stress or strain on said building, or any part thereof, and the decision of
said engineer or architect shall be final and binding upon the lessee; and in the event that the engineer or archi-
tect so called upon shall decide that in his opinion the stress or strain is such as to endanger or injure said build-
ing, or any part thereof, then and in that event the lessee agrees immediately to relieve said stress or strain
either by reinforcing the building or by lightening the load which causes such stress or strain in a manner
satisfactory to the lessor.

APYERTISING  (]0) The lessee will not use the outside walls of said premises, or allow signs or devices of any
kind to be attached thereto or suspended therefrom, for advertising or displaying the name or business of the
lessee or for any purpose whatsoever without the written consent of the lessor; however, the lessee may make
use of the windows of said leased premises to display lessee’s name and business when the workmanship of such
signs shall be of good quality and permanent nature; provided further that the lessee may not suspend or place
within said windows or paint thereon any banners, signs, sign-boards or other devices in violation of the intent

and meaning of this section.
LIABILITY

FIXTURES (12) All partitions, plumbing, electrical wiring, additions to or improvements upon said leased
premises, whether instalied by the lessor or lessee, shall be and become a part of the building as soon as in-
stalled and the property of the lessor unless otherwise herein provided.

e (13) This lease does not grant any rights of access to light and air over the property.

2:‘“,“0!",.,"' (14) In the event of the destruction of the building in which said leased premises are located
,",'u’.,.‘,‘,’g’ by fire or other casualty, either party hereto may terminate this lease as of the date of said fire
REPAIR or casualty, provided, however, that in the event of damage to said building by fire or other
casualty to the extent of.............. per cent or more of the sound value of said building, the lessor may or
may not elect to repair said building; written notice of lessor’s said election shall be given lessee within fifteen
days after the occurrence of said damage; if said notice is not so given, lessor conclusively shall be deemed
to have electéd not to repair; in the event lessor elects not to repair said building, then and in that event this
lease shall terminate with the date of said damage; but if the building in which said leased premises are located
be but partially destroyed and the damage so occasioned shall not amount to the extent indicated above, or if
greater than said extent and lessor elects to repair, as aforesaid, then the lessor shall repair said building with
. all convenient speed and shall have the right to take possession of and occupy, to the exclusion of the lessee, all
r any part of said building in order to make the necessary repairs, and the lessee hereby agrees to vacate upon
request, all or any part of said building which the lessor may require for the purpose of making necessary re-
pairs, and for the period of time between the day of such damage and until such repairs have been substantially
completed there shall be such an abatement of rent as the nature of the injury or damage and its interference




with the occupancy of said leased premises by said lessee shall warrant; however, if the premises be but
slightly injured and the damage so occasioned shall not cause any material interference with the occupation
of the premises by said lessee, then there shall be no abatement of rent and the lessor shall repair said damage
with all convenient speed.

SunRooaTion (15) Neither the lessor nor the lessee shall be liable to the other for loss arising out of
RIGHTS damage to or destruction of the leased premises, or the building or improvement of which
the leased premises are a part or with which they are connected, or the contents of any thereof, when such
loss is caused by any of the perils which are or could be included within or insured against by a standard
form of fire insurance with extended coverage, including sprinkler leakage insurance, if any. All such
claims for any and all loss, however caused, hereby are waived. Said absence of liability shall exist whether or
not the damage or destruction is caused by the negligence of either lessor or lessee or by any of their respec-
tive agents, servants or employees. It is the intention and agreement of the lessor and the lessee that the
rentals reserved by this lease have been fixed in contemplation that each party shall fully provide his own
insurance protection at his own expense, and that each party shall look to his respective insurance carriers
for reimbursement of any such loss, and further, that the insurance carriers involved shall not be entitled
to subrogation under any circumstances against any party to this lease. Neither the lessor nor the lessee
shall have any interest or claim in the other’s insurance policy or policies, or the proceeds thereof, unless
specifically covered therein as a joint assured,

DORATHT (16) In case of the condemnation or appropriation of all or any substantial part of the said
demised premises by any public or private corporation under the laws of eminent domain, this lease may be
terminated at the option of either party hereto on twenty days written notice to the other and in that case the

lessee shall not be liable for any rent after the date of lessee’s removal from the premises.

258 Saxa (17) During the period of ............... days prior to the date above fixed for the termination of
o B said lease, the lessor herein may post on said premises or in the windows thereof signs of moder-
ate size notifying the public that the premises are “for sale” or “for rent” or “for lease’™

DELIVERING (18) At the expiration of said term or upon any sooner termination thereof, the lessee will quit
FREMISES and deliver up said leased premises and all future erections or additions to or upon the same,
TERMINATION  broom-clean, to the lessor or those having lessor's estate in the premises, peaceably, quietly,
and in as good order and condition, reasonable use and wear thereof, damage by fire, unavoidable casualty and
the elements alone excepted, as the same are now in or hereafter may be put in by the lessor.

ADDITIONAL  (79)

OR
EXCEPTIONS

AN USEST PROVIDED, ALWAYS, and these presents are upon this condition, that if the lessee shall be
DEFAULT in arrears in the payment of said rent for a period of ten days after the same becomes due, or
if said lessee shall fail or neglect to do, keep, perform or observe any of the covenants and agreements contained
herein on lessee’s part to be done, kept, performed and observed and such default shall continue for ten days or
more after written notice of such failure or neglect shall be given to lessee, or if said lessee shall be declared
bankrupt or insolvent according to law, or if any assignment of lessee’s property shall be made for the benefit of
creditors, .or if on the expiration of this lease lessee fails to surrender possession of said leased premises, then
and in either of said cases or events, the lessor or those having lessor’s estate in the premises, lawfully, at his or
their option, immediately or at any time thereafter, without demand or notice, may enter into and upon said
demised premises and every part thereof and repossess the same as of lessor's former estate, and expel said
lessee and those claiming by, through and under lessee and remove lessee’s effects at lessee’s expense, forcibly if
necessary and store the same, all without being deemed guilty of trespass and without prejudice to any remedy
which otherwise might be used for arrears of rent or preceding breach of covenant.

R e In the event the lessee for any reason shall hold over after the expiration of this lease, such

holding over shall not be deemed to operate as a renewal or extension of this lease, but shall only create a ten-
ancy from month to month which may be terminated at will at any time by the lessor.
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il In case suit or action is instituted to enforce compliance with any of the terms, covenants or
COURT COSTS conditions of this lease, or to collect the rental which may become due hereunder, or any por-
tion thereof, the losing party agrees to pay such sum as the trial court may adjudge reasonable as attorney’s fees
to be allowed the prevailing party in such suit or action and in the event any appeal is taken from any judgment
or decree in such suit or action, the losing party agrees to pay such further sum as the appellate court shall ad-
judge reasonable as prevailing party’s attorney's fees on such appeal. The lessee agrees to pay and discharge
all lessor’s costs and expenses, including lessor's reasonable attorney’s fees that shall arise from enforcing any
provision or covenants of this lease even though no suit or action is instituted.

WAIVER Any waiver by the lessor of any breach of any covenant herein contained to be kept and per-
formed by the lessee shall not be deemed or considered as a continuing waiver, and shall not operate to bar or
prevent the lessor from declaring a forfeiture for any succeeding breach, either of the same condition or cove-
nant or otherwise.

NOTICES Any notice required by the terms of this lease to be given by one party hereto to the other or
desired so to be given, shall be sufficient if in writing contained in a sealed envelope, deposited in the U. S.
Reglstered Mails with posta fully prepaid, and if intended for the lessor herein then if addressed to said lessor
at No. 2337 N, Will ﬁ" Street,  Portland, Oregon
and if intended for the lessee, then if addressed to the lessee at No. 517 N. E,. Killinqswozth

Street, Portland - Any such notice shall be deemed conclusively to have
been delivered to the addressee thereof forty-eight hours after the deposit thereof in said U. S. Registered Mails.

v X ot All rights, remedies and liabilities herein given to or imposed upon either of the parties hereto
shall extend to, inure to the benefit of and bind, as the circumstances may require, the heirs, executors, admin-

istrators, successors and, so far as this lease is assignable by the term hereof, to the assigns of such parties.

In construing this lease, it is understood that the lessor or the lessee may be more than one person; that
if the context so requires, the singular pronoun shall be taken to wnean and include the plural, the masculine,
the feminine and the neuter, and that generally all grammatical changes shall be made, assumed and implied
to make the provisions hereof apply equally to corporations and to individuals.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the respective parties have executed this instrument in duplicate on this, the
day and yw first mabova wntter}/ﬁny corporate signature being by authority of its Board of Directors.
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73THIS INDENTURE QRiFASMB PN ¥t ¥ vk s HEAL TH ™1 NTC  which 18
19 the Wes¥bkle¥fthe lease contra s
is herein the sublessor,; o)

L e e - EMANUEL LUTHERAN CTHARITY BOARD, Which is the
herqjgaligtpallpd] thy, lesspg contract ANted KUGUst; 1972, and WHich is "
, hereinafter called the lessee,
nants, agreements and stipulations herein contained on the

part of the lessee to be paid, kept and faithfully performed, the lessor d%?lr(ﬂ”’ demise and let unto the
saidy{g3spthadrrertain premises, as is, situateq)iféebgity of : , County of
e e L LN R O o eeceerenenny knOWDn and ‘described as follows:

That certain one-story sement block

building designated as 2846 North

Williams Avenue.

and to Hold them described premises o the said lessee for a period of time
day of ... o RS ,19713, A¥f5dig8 at midnight of the
, 19 , at and for a rental of § ‘ 2 for the whole of the said term
payable in Mimy of the United States
Clty o iSRS N0 L Siste of

e payable in advance, without demand or billing, by

the first day of each month, a monthly rental of $125.00; provided

that, so long as lesser is renting other premises from Dr. John

Marshall at 2343 N, williams, $100 of such monthly rental will

be paid directly to Dr. Marshall: upon expiration of any lease made

between Dr. Marshall and lessor herei th oregoing provision

will lapse and be of no further QWM

Tealire—income—from-said desexibed-premises in an-amount greatexr

than—§135-00-per-month;, it-will pay to lessor the remtal amount

statet—herein. Lessee accepts said building in an "as is" condition.
In consideration of the leasing of said premises and of the mutual agreements herein contained, each

party hereto does hereby expressly covenant and agree to and with the other, as follows:

Lecreranem (1) The lessee accepts said letting and agrees to pay to the order of the lessor the rentals above
OF LEASE stated for the full term of this lease, in advance, at the times and in the manner aforesaid.

gmmxmmmm TN Yo TR OENDECH

fer any strip or waste thereof; he will not permit any objectionable noise or odor to escape or to be emitted
from said premises or do anything or permit anything to be done upon or about said premises in any way tend-
ing to create a nuisance; he will not sell or permit to be sold any spirituous, vinous or malt liquors on said
premises, excepting such as lessee may be licensed by law to sell and as may be herein expressly permitted.

(2c) The lessee will not allow the leased premises at any time to fall into such a state of repair or dis-
order as to increase the fire hazard thereon; he shall not install any power machinery on said premises except
under the supervision and with written consent of the lessor; he shall not store gasoline or other highly com-
bustible materials on said premises at any time; he will not use said premises in such a way or for such a pur-
pose that the fire insurance rate on the building in which said premises are located is thereby increased or that
would prevent the lessor from taking advantage of any rulings of the Insurance Rating Bureau of the state in
which said leased premises are situated or its successors, which would allow the lessor to obtain reduced pre-
mium rates for long term fire insurance policies.

(2d) Lessee shall comply at lessee’s own expense with all laws and regulations of any municipal, county,
state, federal or other public authority respecting the use of said leased premises.

UTILITIES (3) The lessee shall pay for all heat, light, water, power and other services or utilities used in
the above demised premises during the term of this lease.

mﬂ (4a) The lessor shall not be required to make any repairs, alterations, additions or improvements
to or upon said premises during the term of this lease, except only those hereinafter specifically provided for;
the lessee hereby agrees to maintain and keep said leased premises, including heating, ventilating and cooling
systems, interior wiring, plumbing and drain pipes to sewers or septic tank, in good order and repair during the
entire term of this lease at lessee’s own cost and expense, and to replace all glass which may Ee broken or dam-
aged during the term hereof in the windows and doors of said premises with glass of as good or better quality
as that now in use; lessee further agrees that he will make no alterations, additions or improvements to or upon

said premises wigheg@ghe written consent of the lessor first being obtained.
(4b) The ,essor agrees to maintain in good order and repair during the term of this lease the exterior

walls, roof, gutters, downs iQns i/digg i j e demised premises are situated and
e sdoreity ety TR WCHOE™ S {0dNi "6 YERTLE” e -5
. : .. It is understood and agreed that the lessor
reserves and at any and all times shall have the right to alter, repair or improve the building of which said de-
mised premises are a part, or to add thereto and for that purpose at any time may erect scaffolding and all




other necessary structures about and upon the demised premises and lessor and lessor's representatives, con-
tractors and workmen for that purpose may enter in or about the said demised premises with such materials as
lessor may deem necessary therefor, and lessee waives any claim to damages, including loss of business result-
ing therefrom.

e (5) It shall be lawful for the lessor, his agents and representatives, at any reasonable time to
ENTRY

enter into or upon said demised premises for the purpose of examining into the condition thereof,
or any other lawful purpose.

v -1 A (6) The lessee will not assign, transfer, pledge, hypothecate, surrender or dispose of this lease,
or any interest herein, or permit any other person or persons whomsoever to occupy the demised premises with-
out the written consent of the lessor being first obtained in writing; this lease is personal to said lessee; lessee’s
interests, in whole or in part, cannot be sold, assigned, transferred, seized or taken by operation at law, or under
or by virtue of any execution or legal process, attachment or proceedings instituted against the lessee, or under
or by virtue of any bankruptcy or insolvency proceedings had in regard to the lessee, or in any other manner,
except as above mentioned.

LIENS (7) The lessee will not permit any lien of any kind, type or description to be placed or imposed
upon the building in which said leased premises are situated, or any part thereof, or the real estate on which it
stands.

o™, (8) If the premises herein leased are located at street leve!, then at all times lessee shall keep
the s:dewa]ks in front of the demised premises free and clear of ice, snow, rubbish, debris and obstruction; and
if the lessee occupies the entire building, he will not permit rubbish, debris, ice or snow to accumulate on the
roof of said building so as to stop up or obstruct gutters or downspouts or cause damage to said roof, and will
save harmless and protect the lessor against any injury whether to lessor or to lessor’s property or to any other
person or property caused by his failure in that regard.

FTFLOMRING  (9) The lessee will not overload the floors of said premises in such a way as to cause any un-
due or serious stress or strain upon the building in which said demised premises are located, or any part thereof,
and the lessor shall have the right, at any time, to call upon any competent engineer or architect whom the
lessor may choose, to decide whether or not the floors of said premises, or any part thereof, are being overloaded
80 as to cause any undue or serious stress or strain on said building, or any part thereof, and the decision of
said engineer or architect shall be final and binding upon the lessee; and in the event that the engineer or archi-
tect so called upon shall decide that in his opinion the stress or strain is such as to endanger or injure said build-
ing, or any part thereof, then and in that event the lessee agrees immediately to relieve said stress or strain
either by reinforcing the building or by lightening the load which causes such stress or strain in a manner

satisfactory to the lessor.

:.’(’,Wma (10) The lessee will not use the outside walls of said premises, or allow signs or devices of any
kind to be attached thereto or suspended therefrom, for advertising or displaying the name or business of the
lessee or for any purpose whatsoever without the written consent of the lessor; however, the lessee may make
use of the windows of said leased premises to display lessee’s name and business when the workmanship of such
signs shall be of good quality and permanent nature; provided further that the lessee may not suspend or place
within said windows or paint thereon any banners, signs, sign-boards or other devices in violation of the intent

and meaning of this section.

o s (11) The lessee further agrees at all times during the term hereof, at his own expense, to main-
tain, keep in effect, furnish and deliver to the lessor liability insurance policies in form and with an insurer
satisfactory to the lessor, insuring both the lessor and the lessee against all liability for damages to person or
property in or about said leased premises; the amount of said liability insurance shall not be less than
e B _for injury to one person, $ 0 ........... for injuries arising out of any one accident
and not less than ’ =0 for property damage. Lessce agrees to and shall indemnify and hold
lessor harmless against any and all claims ard demands arising from the negligence of the lessee, his officers,
agents, invitees and/or employees, as well as those arising from lessee’s failure to comply with any covenant
of this lease on his part to be performed, and shall at his own expense defend the lessor against any and all
suits or actions arising out of such negligence, actual or alleged, and all appeals therefrom and shall satisfy
and discharge any judgment which may be awarded against lessor in any such suit or action.

FIXTURES (12) All partitions, plumbing, electrical wiring, additions to or improvements upon said leased
premises, whether installed by the lessor or lessee, shall be and become a part of the building as soon as in-
stalled and the property of the lessor unless otherwise herein provided.

s (13) This lease does not grant any rights of access to light and air over the property.

DAMAGE BY 774 DT (e BVent of-the destreotion-of-the-building—~in-which-said- feased -premises -are~focated
Y %0 +y fire-or-other castra ity erther part - Herete rreyv—te i nate e s fence —ae o the dateof ward e
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Suith, the.occupancy. of. said. Jeased-preniises-by- eaid. Jossee —shall wastants oweves, —if 4he. psomises. ba hut
Slight lyinjuzed. and. the damage- 80- 0ccasioned. shall-not -Cause -any -mat erial intesissence with the. accupation,
<Al the premises by said lessee, then theze-shall be no abatement of-zeat and-the lessor. shall zepairsaid damage
iith.all conuenient. speed.

SUbnoaatlon (15) Neither the lessor nor the lessee shall be liable to the other for loss arising out of
RIGHTS damage to or destruction of the leased premises, or the building or improvement of which
the leased premises are a part or with which they are connected, or the contents of any thereof, when such
loss is caused by any of the perils which are or could be included within or insured against by a standard
form of fire insurance with extended coverage, including sprinkler leakage insurance, if any. All such
claims for any and all loss, however caused, hereby are waived. Said absence of liability shall exist whether or
not the damage or destruction is caused by the negligence of either lessor or lessee or by any of their respec-
tive agents, servants or employees. It is the intention and agreement of the lessor and the lessee that the
rentals reserved by this lease have been fixed in contemplation that each party shall fully provide his own
insurance protection at his own expense, and that each party shall look to his respective insurance carriers
for reimbursement of any such loss, and further, that the insurance carriers involved shall not be entitled
to subrogation under any circumstances against any party to this lease. Neither the lessor nor the lessee
shall have any interest or claim in the other's insurance policy or policies, or the proceeds thereof, unless
specifically covered therein as a joint assured.

PR @ 6) 5 0060 6i- the CORAGMAMON-CT -BPPFOPEi aliOA~h —lle Glm iy sl st anstial Pasé -0b Shre- said.
Llemised. premises. by aay. public.0s -paiv ate corporation wndes 4 he- laws o eminent-domain, 4his Jease-snay. be
Jerminated at the aption.of sither party hereto-on-twenty days. writien-notice. to.the other. and in.that case.the

lessee shall oot he Jishla far.any.rant aftec. the date of Jessee's remoxal fram_the premises.

2955 Saxn (17) During the period of days prior to the date above fixed for the termination of
ok T said lease, the lessor herein may post on said premises or in the windows thereof signs of moder-
ate size notifying the public that the premises are “for sale” or “for rent”’ or “for lease.”

JpVERENG (18) At the expiration of said term or upon any sooner termination thereof, the lessee will quit
et and deliver up said leased premises and all future erections or additions to or upon the same,
TERMINATION  proom-clean, to the lessor or those having lessor's estate in the premises, peaceably, quietly,
and in as good order and condition, reasonable use and wear thereof, damage by fire, unavoidable casualty and
the elements alone excepted, as the same are now in or hereafter may be put in by the lessor.

ADDITIONAL  (19) Non-cancellabilitv of Tease: This lease cannot

SXCEPTIONS he cancelled by either lessor or lessee for any
reason whatsoever. reqardless of the present or
future condition of the leased premises, and
regardless of any change in the condition of the
leased premises, no matter what may be the cause
of such change or destructior of such premises,

The rental chligation of Emanuel Hospital hereunder shall
cease in the event that the cemised premises cease to be
operated as a health clinic and, furtlier, that such pay-
ments shall cease in the event cof the ascignment of this
lease to any other party, whether or not such facility
shall be continued as a health clinic.

BANRGINMENT PROVIDED, ALWAYS, and these presents are upon this condition, that if the lessee shall be
DEFAULT in arrears in the payment of said rent for a period of ten days after the same becomes due, or
if said lessee shall fail or neglect to do, keep, perform or observe any of the covenants and agreements contained
herein on lessee’s part to be done, kept, performed and observed and such default shall continue for ten days or
more after written notice of such failure or neglect shall be given to lessee, or if said lessee shall be declared
bankrupt or insolvent according to law, or if any assignment of lessee’s property shall be made for the benefit of
creditors, or if on the expiration of this lease lessee fails to surrender possession of said leased premises, then
and in either of said cases or events, the lessor or those having lessor’s estate in the premises, lawfully, at his or
their option, immediately or at any time thereafter, without demand or notice, may enter into and upon said
demised premises and every part thereof and repossess the same as of lessor’'s former estate, and expel said
lessee and those claiming by, through and under lessee and remove lessee’s effects at lessee’s expense, forcibly if
necessary and store the same, all without being deemed guilty of trespass and without prejudice to any remedy
which otherwise might be used for arrears of rent or preceding breach of covenant.

R In the event the lessee for any reason shall hold over after the expiration of this lease, such

holding over shall not be deemed to operate as a renewal or extension of this lease, but shall only create a ten-
ancy from month to month which may be terminated at will at any time by the lessor.




@

P ane ey In case suit or action is instituted to enforce compliance with any of the terms, covenants or
COURT COSTS conditions of this lease, or to collect the rental which may become due hereunder, or any por-
tion thereof, the losing party agrees to pay such sum as the trial court may adjudge reasonable as attorney's fees
to be allowed the prevailing party in such suit or action and in the event any appeal is taken from any judgment
or decree in such suit or action, the losing party agrees to pay such further sum as the appellate court shall ad-
judge reasonable as prevailing party's attorney’s fees on such appeal. The lessee agrees to pay and discharge
all lessor’s costs and expenses, including lessor’s reasonable attorney’s fees that shall arise from enforcing any

provision or covenants of this lease even though no suit or action is instituted.

WAIVER Any waiver by the lessor of any breach of any covenant herein contained to be kept and per-
formed by the lessee shall not be deemed or considered as a continuing waiver, and shall not operate to bar or
prevent the lessor from declaring a forfeiture for any succeeding breach, either of the same condition or cove-
nant or otherwise.

NOTICES Any notice required by the terms of this lease to be given by one party hereto to the other or
desired so to be given, shall be sufficient if in writing contained in a sealed envelope, deposited in the U. S.
ﬁeé;:ten@lzls &v‘tf mta‘e fg{% pﬁpgd wdfiz tended fo g'le lesig etrim l{aen if ad resseglglo Wi or
and if intended for the Iesoeo, then if addreseed to the Iessee at No. .. 2‘301 N..

‘Street, Poxtland. Oxegon. 97227 .. . Any such not:ce shall be deemed concluswely to have
been delivered to the addressee thereof forty-eight hours after the deposit thereof in said U. S. Registered Mails.

v X All rights, remedies and liabilities herein given to or imposed upon either of the parties hereto

shall extend to, inure to the benefit of and bind, as the circumstances may require, the heirs, executors, admin-
istrators, successors and, so far as this lease is assignable by the term hereof, to the assigns of such parties.

In construing this lease, it is understood that the lessor or the lessee may be more than one person; that
if the context so requires, the singular pronoun shall be taken to mean and include the plural, the masculine,
the feminine and the neuter, and that generally all grammatical changes shall be made, assumed and implied
to make the provisions hereof apply equally to corporations and to individuals.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the respective parties have executed this instrument in duplicate on this, the
day and year first hereinabove written, any corporate signature being by authority of its Board of Directors.

.. EMANUEL wmnm JCHARITY. BOARD . FRED. HAMPTON. PEOPLE'S FREE.CLINIC

By X'Ht’/rd: 741%{ ...................................... -

d&».mzﬂztid .......

-

BUSINESS PROPERTY

PREMISES
STEVENS-NESS LAW PUB. CO., PORTLAND, ORE.

SU» LEAS}?

_EMANUEL, LUTHERAN . . .
CHARITY BOARD . . .. . . . . . .

FREE CLINIC _ ..o

7212
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June 13, 1973

Fred Nampton Free People's Health Clinic
¢/0 Legal Ald Service

517 N. E. Killingsworth

Portisnd, Oregon 97211

Attention: Nr.,thwhl‘_lnrrls. Attorney at Law

-

; Gentlemen:

3 Enclosed is our Marrent No. 774 EH in the smount of $2,206,.69. ~

: This represents the Business In-Lieu payment in the amount of e
$2,500, minus $293.31 pald to the Greyhound Moving Company as :
suthor ized by your letter of June 8, 1973.

Tm is the net amount to which you are entitled as a result of
. S gﬂg d{?lud by, ﬂ"hn?i Hospital Pro,[.ct. .

: We wish to thenk you for your nuntlon ln this matter. If we
&y may be of further sssisténce, pleass let us know. :

S

. ailid
»
g

. bR ;“.. i il L R Very truly yours,

Enclosure ST USRS L ' o 8.



URBAN REDEVELOPMENT FUND-PROJECT NDITURES-EMANUEL HOSPITAL, ORE. R-20
; . Warrant Number

PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
1700 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE N 774 EH
. PORTLAND, OREGON 97201
DATE June 13 1913
‘ 2.2“0‘,

PAY TO Fred Hampton Free People's Health Clinie
DOLLARS

AUTHORIZED BIGNATURE

TO THE TREASURER OF THE
CITY OF PORTLAND, OREGON
. NON-NEGOTIABLE
3 AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE

Portland Development Commission 224-4800 DETACH BEFORE DEPOSITING CHECK
AMOUNT

{ INVOICE OR
DATE ‘ CONTRACT NOS. DESCRIPTION

Relimbursement per Claim for Relocation Payment filled.
Move from 109 N. Russell (Parcel RS=h-7). :

Business In Lieu Payment $2,500.00 l
Less amount pald to Greyhound
Mov ing Compeny AR ® 755 EH PTO 51113 293.3) Qm

Account Distribution

o No. . TIILE _




O(‘DO E[K_) 7(\/

RELOCATION PAYMENT

PRQJECT: t opAANILC L Hee PiZa L PARCEL:
PAYABLE TO: F2f 17 (Huonl Zeood EREe (o tls (Chim: e

PN
[~
\
B
0
N

1

For: RHP for Homeowners . . . I P T S T .
Incidental Expenses for Homeowners or Tenants « o o s Bk b e ¥ e
RHP - Tenants & Certain Others - Rental: Total approved $ ; Annual amount$
RHP - Tenants & Certain Others - Downpayment . . .$
Settlement Costs (on acquisition by LPA only). " B
INEBTRBLE EXBERERE, 5 5 s s 5 e & v s s e s e s e Y YE W W <3
FINnt BOVIng PRYMEDE : » & s & o o 5 & o 8 & » 66 5 4 0 8 5 8 0 & » . |
BIRTREREIONR RATEOINEE, & + s & = & & 5 & % & 8 % 5. & 8 6 9 & 5 6 & % & ¥ 8 % |
BCEHRNOVINGREORES . 1 s v v v ¢ i a e e m S W e W Ew W "
Storage Costs. . . . T S A S N N N NN

Business: Moving Expenses o ® ke abE e W e m e  aw B
X Business: In Lieu Payment.

o an
©
S

e _BSINESSE SEOTE0B COBES. « « s s s 5 & 5 5 s o 5 8 ¢ & % 2 6 6 8 6 8w 9
" Business: Loss of Property . . . . . . I R % |
Business: Searching Expenses . . =5 w bk A B |

Name of Client Fred? HaMp‘l»Ov\w q"{’(‘“ /_/ Family Less - § Zi} 5[*
Move from /09 N. Rurall  Busimesy /"7 individual Total $ 420449

Accounting: Indicate symbol and Accounting No.
. Relocation Payment; Project Cost #* ( )

@ ZuwscnEss N LiEee ﬂ,qf/v/gnff 4 I soeo o

I
Lces Arse RN T ﬂﬁtd ) szﬂy ot v (7

Motinde Corala /\/7/

CHEe(C Payna le To FREQ HarufTons
Frce eolles ELiniic G 2204 69




APPENDIX 23. GUII:S DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR RELOC PAYMENT (BUSINESS)
(For Local Age e Only) NAME OF CONCERN FE HQMPTON FREE |

S 4-7

NAME OF
DETE2M4INATION OF ELIGIBILITY FOR RELOCATION Portland Deve lopment Commission

PAYMENT (BUSLIESS) PROJ :
IDENTIFICATION:

EMANUEL - ORE. R-20

INSTRUCTICNS: Complete Block A, D, and E for all payments. Complete Block B if claim is for a
paymant in lieu of actual noving lnd related expenses. Complete Block C if claim is for a payment
for actual moving and related expenses. Attach the completed form to the claim form(s) filed by
the clai:-ant. Attach an explanation of any difference in the amount claimed and the amount approved.

YOTE: Yo claim for a relocatinn payment in excess of $10,000 shall be paid without the prior con-
currence of HUD.

A. EASIC INrOAMATION

Business Nonprofit Fam
1. Claimant is (check one): [ ] concern [ X] organization [ ] operation

2. Date of HUD approval of project or progranm: L/24/71

3. Direct cause of displacsment: Acquisition by LPA

L. Date move started: 5// /73 S. Date move completed: 5/’ [73
6. Date clain filed: 'OI 30 173 7. If applicable, date storage authorized:
3. PANZT IN LIZJ OF ACTUAL MOVING AND RELATED EXPENSES

1. Is the tusiness part of a cormercial enterprisé having another establishment in the same or
sinilar business which is not being acquired? [ ] Yes X] No

2. Can the business be relocated without substanti2l loss of its existing patronage?
State basis for agency determination: [ ]7Yes (X] o

Amount of payment

a. Average anmual net income: N/A - Non-Profit

As reported by claimant: $
State basis for agancy verification:

As verified by agency: $

c. Amount of payment: $2,500.00 (1f verified amount is less than $2,500, payment shall

te in the amount of $2 ')0. f verified amount is more than $10,000, payment shall be
in the amount of 310 030

Amount
Iten claimed approved Authorized Signature Date
1. Hoving expenses, including
S covering storage

2. Direct loss of property

3. Searching expenses
1otal (Sun of Lines 1,
y and 3)

w» | | |»

$
$
$
$

:
2

ANINARSARERNEARNARNNNY

claim, and have found it to be in accord
‘l-gulstiona issuad by the Dapartment of

D. CEATIFICATION: I certify that I have examined
with all applicable provisions of Federal Law ap
Housing and Urban Developmen® pursuant thereto.

is aithorized in the amoua’ of 3 00

L-13-73
DATE
. FocosD OF PATENTS WADS

NT CHECK NUMBZR AMJUNT DATE CHECK NUMBER AMOIUNT

o

R dooroBil (i R
IL——_“ s »

- ——— —




T0:
FROM:

SUBJECT:

MEMORANDUM

Date June 13, 1973

The File
BCW

Claim Form - Fred Hampton's Health Clinic

Please note that the attached claim forms are copies. The
originals were submitted into court as evidence for the
March 13 - 14 trial. These copies were secured from the
court by Mr. Jim Griffin and are being accepted in lieu of
the originals.
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APPROIX 18, IDSFORM CLAIM FOR RELOCATION PAYMENT (BUSINESS)

a
CLADM FOR RELOCATION =T (BUSINESS)

WE, ADRESS, AlD ZIP CUDZ Of LOCAL AGENCY PROJECT NUMBER

ns on this page « xcept: If claim is for moving and related expenses
B, and/or C, omit Block 12; if claim is for a payment in lisu of mov-
ing ard related expenses as docu=ented on Schedule D, omit Block 11, As used on this form the term
| "concern” ircludes business concerns, nonprofit organizations, and farm operations.
$J.3: If claia exceeds 510,000, tne local agency must obtain HUD concurrence prior to making payment.
1, MZ DR AICE bISTICSS ~3. NAME AND ADDRESS OF PER S
CCNCZRN CONDUCTS BUSINZSS BEHALF OF COélEEmt{Includo ZIP Code)
o

FRED HAMPTON FREE PEOPLHS idewt

CLINIC
2. LAl NS OF EISTESS L. REAL ESTATS PARCEL

FRED HAMPTON FREE PEOPLE[ ¥AS LOCATED ,
CLINIC 109 N. Russell RS-44-7T

(5. ADSTS5(=3) IN PROJZCT CF PROCUM AZA | 6.  ADDAESS PCSENTLY GRCUPIED By CONCERN:
OCCUPIZD BY CONCERN PRICR 70 SIBMSSION | 234 (=93 N. W, (14 mwJ * %

OF TMIS CIATM 5 T, a. Date move to this address started: 5 //73
Address(es) S ey b. Date move to this address completed: §7/ 7, 53

. T0_17. DID CONCER!N DISCONTINUE BUSINESS? // Yes JK No
709 1. 24’.('1 Setl )7/ If "Yes," state reason for discontimuing business:
7

Does concern plan to reestablish? /7 Yes /7 Ko
0. re=i Cr CoUATION (check one) | 9. ~(check one)
BUSINESS CONCERN . FARM OPERATION NONPROFIT ORGAN.
/7 Sole Propriestorship Mamufacturing Services /7 Field Crops /7 Bus. Assa.
[J Partnership 7 light /7 Persoral /7 Fruit/Vegetable /7 Fraternal
Corporztisn /7 Beavy /7 tusiness [7 Livestock/Animal/7 Civic/Social
Noaprofit Organizatica Cormercial 3 Professional /7 Horticulture {7 Religious
{7 Fam Ownar /7 Wholesale {7 Outdoor /7 Other /7 Professional
{7 Tara Cperator /7 Retail Advertising {7 Other
/7 Other 7 Other

0. Tirs Cr CLAT TT.  KICONT OF BUSINZSS RELOCATION CIAIN FOR WOVING AND RELATZD ‘

EXPZNSES
;Ds‘:‘s clain for reisburement a. Reimburscment for actual reasonable moving

expanses (Attach-completaed Schedule A)
/7 Include storage costs
J Initial b. Reimtursement for actual direct 10ss of
T tangible personal property (Attach completed
{ S:pplenentary Schedule B)
s . Reimbursement for actual reasonahble search
¥ Final
expenses (Attach comoleted Schedule C)
/Total Amount Claimed S
PADET IN LIED OF MOVDNG AMND RELATID EXPENSES. I certify that this business is not part of a

cor—ercial enterprise having another establishment not being ngﬁdhian is engaged in the
sam2 or sizilar business, and claia payment in the anount of 0 .

Sionatiire aAf (hmaw aw fenes
T T, U.5.C. Title 18, Sec. 1001, provides: "Whnoever,
in any matter within the jurisdiction of any department or agency of the United States,
knowingly and willingly falsifies...or makes any false, fictitious or fraudulent statement
or entry shall be fined $10,000 or imprisoned not more than five years, or both."

I CERTIFY under the penalties and provisions of U.S.C. Title 18, Sec. 1001, and any other
applicable law, that this claim and the Schedules and information submitted herewith and
made a part hereof have been examined and approved by me and are true, correct, and
complete, and that I understand that, apart from the penalties and provisions of U.S.C.
Title 18, Sec. 1001, and any other applicable law, falsification of any item in this claim
or submitted herewith may result in forfeiture of the entire claim. I further certify
that I (and, to the best of my knowledge, the concern indicated in Block 1) have not sub-
mitted any other clain for, or received, reimbursement or compensation for any item of
loss or expense in this claim, that I (and, to the best of my knowledge, the concern
indicated in Block 1) will not accept reimbursement or compensation from any other source
for any item of loss or expense paid pursuant to this claim, and that any bills or receipts
submitted herewith accurately reflect moving services actually performed and/or storage
costs actually incurred.

10/30/72 X Hemt

Date Signature of Owner or Authorized Agent Title
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CHAPTER 6 APPENDIX 22

APPENDIX 22, GUIDZF02M CLAIM FOR RELOCATION PAYMENT (BUSINESS)

SCHEDULE D

OF CONCel

T
HEH D

Side BT ¥ e v FRED HAMPTON FREE PEOPLES
ENT O e il SN CLIEIIG

PAVMEDT IN LIZU OF MOTING AND RZLATED EXPENSES

RETY W I""x, 5: Complete this Scheaule if a payment in lieu of moving and related expenses is

L’ aimed. A claim for a pay=eat in lieu of movirg and related expenses shall be supported by such
reasonable evidence of earnings as may be approved by HUD. If no other evidence is available,
tha claim shall be supported by copies of Federal incame tax returns. Generally, earnings for
[the 2 taxable years immediately preceding displacement will be the basis for determining ths
E-ount of this payment. Attach a2dditional sheets as necessary.

1a, Business name used on incame tax return 2. Principal business activity(ies)
Fred Hamoton Free Peooles Clinifp reported on incoms tax return

. zusiness rame as presaeated to public medical clinic

3 Employer ideatificatioa muncer shown oa L. Tax return filed with District
income tax returm Director of In;ama.). Reverue in
f - \
r v 4
N/ )

(City) (State)
Uoes concern operata a similar establisarent outside the project or program area?

() Yes XX No

If "Yes," complata the following:

NAIS C- Olal EolABLlocM—iitla) ADDRESS TYPE OF BUSINESS ACTIVITT

l

Is concern affiliated wita any otasr concern?

If "Yes," complete the fallowing:

NAMS O AFFILIATED CONCZTI(S) i TYPE OF BUSINESS ACLIVITE

-

5c. Deacribe the nature of the affiliation:

o. Will displacement causes substantial loss of existing patronage? O Yes () to

If "Yes," explain comletely:

See axtached

Signalure constitutes certification (a) o: this oSchedule and 1ts attacnments in accord-
ance with and subjesct to the provisions of Item 13 on the "Claim for Relocation Payment
(Business)" (to which tnis Schadule D is an attachment), and (b) that any Fedesral income
tax reports attached hereto accurately duplicate the income tax reports filed with the
I—\tez’\al Revenus Service office in the city listed under Item L above.
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CHAPTER 6 APPENDIX 22

APPENDIX 22, GUIDEFORM CLATM FOR RELOCATION PAYMENT (BUSINESS)

SCHEDULE D

NAME OF CONCERN

SCHEDULE D FRED HAMPTON FREE PEOPLES
STATEMENT OF CLAIM FOR

PAYMENT IN LIEU OF MOVING AND RELATED EXPENSES CLINIG

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete this Schedule if a payment in lieu of moving and related expenses 1is
claimed. A claim for a payment in lieu of moving and related expenses shall be supported by such
reasonable evidence of earnings as may be approved by HUD. If no other evidence is available,
ithe claim shall be supported by copies of Federal incame tax returns. Generally, earnings for
the 2 taxable years immediately preceding displacement will be the basis for determining the
amount of this payment., Attach additional sheets as necessary.

a. Business name used on income tax return =~ | 2. Principal business activity(ies)

red Hampton Free Peoples Clinif reported on income tax return
lt. FPusiness name as presented to public medical clinic

3. Employer identification number shown on L. Tax return filed with District
income tax return Director of Internal Revenue in

b ]
(City) (State)
ﬁa. ~Does concern operate a similar establishment outside the project or program area?

() Yes XX No

If "Yes," complete the following:

[ WAME OF OTHER EOTABLIGAMENT(S)

Sb. 1Is concern affiliated with any other concern?

If "Yes," complete the following:

[ WANE OF AFFTLYATED CONCERN(S)

5c. Describe the nature of the affiliation:

6. Will displacement cause substantial 10ss of existing patronage? X) Yes [N
If "Yes," explain completely:

See attached letter from Legal Aid.

7. Signature constitutes certilication (a) of this Schedule and its attachments in accord-

ance with and subject to the provisions of Item 13 on the "Claim for Relocation Payment
(Business)" (to which this Schedule D is an attachment), and (b) that any Federal income
tax reports attached hereto accurately duplicate the income tax reports filed with the
Internal Revenue Service office in the city listed under Item L above.

nate.@mlq?ab X Kent Yl

Signature of Owner or Authorized Agent
[ forr contipued next pazel

I---------------II.---I------I-.--.l---II---.--.----
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MEMORANDUM

Date May 7, 1973

TO: Bob Douglas

FROM: Ben Webb

SUBJECT: Fred Hampton People's Health Clinic Move

Please see the attached invoice from Greyhound Van Lines, No. OR69-03-0141,
and note that this invoice is for expenses incurred in the move of the Fred
Hampton People's Health Clinic under an F.E.D. on May 1, 1973.

The Clinic had previously filed a claim for a $2,500 "in=lieu'" payment. The
so-called "in-lieu' payment is to be in lieu of all other moving expenses.
However, because of the necessity to execute on the F.E.D., it was necessary
that we guarantee payment to Greyhound.

| have discussed this matter with Chuck Taft and Ollie Norville, and it is
their feeling, as well as mine, that we should pay the amount to Greyhound
and withhold the '"in-lieu'" payment to the Clinic until we receive permission
from them to offset the actual cost of the move against their "in-lieu"

payment .

Will you, therefore, please prepare a warrant payable to Greyhound and charge
the cost to the appropriate Emanuel Hospital account,

If you have any questions on this matter, please call me.

BCW:ch
Attach.




URBAN REDEVELOPMENT mﬂo.mw.nomui-mmutt HOSPITAL, ORE. R-20 SEAERO
' Warrant Number

PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
1700 S.W. FOURTH AVENUE N© 755 EH
PORTLAND, OREGON 97201

&
‘ My 9 013

PAY TO Greyhound Van Lines sm 9
~_DOLLARS

TO THE TREASURER OF THE - -
CITY OF PORTLAND, OREGON NON_NEGOT'ABLE

.’.u
T AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE

DETACH BEFORE DEPOSITING CHECK

Portland Development Commission - 224-4800

INVOICE OR _“
DATE CONTRACT NOS. DESCRIFTION AMOUNT

LR e U I Reisbursement per Claim for Business Moving Expenses filed,
Nove 6f Fred Hampton Pesple’s Health Clinic from 199 N,
Russel! (Parce! RS-h-7) $293.3!

Account Distribution

R e TITLE
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S GREYHOUND P.0. Box 4405 GREYHOLUND
\ = - -
Ve Portland, Oregon Va1
VAN LINES ioanet trlecrxid

S T OR A(Jt SUBSIDIARIES OF

GREYHOUND LINES, INC.

BILLING DATE ACCOUNT WAREHOUSE
MO. /DAY / YR CODE CODE

M -
5 |11(73

Portland Development Commission
235 North Monroe
Portland, Oregon

b J

? ol‘io

DUE DATE " GREYHOUND

7 STORAGE INSURANCE
MO. /DAY / YR. /¥ ORDER NUMBERS
(]

R VA T
SHIPPER AND/OR DESCRIPTION CHARGE (o] gnﬂ&:'ON B. OF L. AND TOTAL
.

| | i
1 |73 | | OR69+03-0141] Drayage ! |
: 2 men & Van 6% hrs @ $29.2D per hi. 182.50
1 man 4% hrs @ 4% @ $11.20| per hr.| 8d|.78

T

19 - 1% cu ft cartons @ ,5p ea.
23 - 3 cu ft cartons @ ,66| ea,
2 Dishpacks @ $2,20 ea.

——
______:b_w_o._-_
S -
© oo wWwm

-
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W
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®
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©
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PLEASE RETURN ONE COPY OF THIS INVOICE WITH YOUR REMITTANCE




SITE DATAS

The subject is an irregular shaped lot part of which

. hze been tilicn for stireet improvenments., It has 50!
frontage on Russsll; is 100..' Ceep; < total land erea
of 7,818 sg.ft. It is level to t_e strect grade and
there io offstreet perking. It has ell public utilities
connected, paved streets and coxncrete sidewalks.

INPROVILENTS

""The two story brick veneer building was originally con-=
structed during 1911. It was modernized during 1957
‘with a brick front, new metel sash windows, completely
rewired, a nodern furnace roon installed with a forced
wern air geec fired unit arnd en auto...z;tic gas hot water
heater.

There ig a full Yesement with concrete floo'rs,'posts
end beaus, concrete walls and brick pilaeters.

The first tenant, lew's lien's Shop, occupies approxi-
mately 1,100 sq.ft.; has & modern display room ; &
‘ dressing room with modern cabinets; & side storage rcom;
a lavatory consisting of two white plumbing fixtures;
a sewing room and an office. ., All lights are medern.
The asphalt floors ere in good ahape. It hes e burglar
alerm mtemo e 4 S - ™
The doctor's office-has approximately 1,100 sg.ft. -
has a modern front, a reception room lnd ot!i...uﬁlt i-
finished with sheetrock and .asphalt ﬂoors.m
doore and trim. ‘There are fouwr exsmination roems, three
sinks, mhbmiuvmdatanproonmduhtory
} Wﬂthtwowhtﬂm.-_.v.,._ Jeapitel

oy, e B Sl S L e Wan @Y wwmeniand e

The second floor apartments are walk-up type. They are
both the same, each heving & front roonm, & living room,
two' bedrooms, 2 bath with three white fixtures, a modera
kitohen. circulator oil heat, lath and plaater ﬁ.niah.

The upatairs apartments are rented for §45.00 a month
each., The ground floor, occupied by the owmer, has no
rent. The doctor's office, elthough vacant, will be g@iven
a fair rental value by the appraiser's anclysis of rents
for modern clinics.

-3 -
PARCEL #RS 4 - 7
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tu fidor model’

Alr Conditioner (carrier)

Cork whun loord

l'luo:c‘cont uqht tixtum (4 t\bn ea.)

tplpicg mm wieh nl.nlt




h ' umu ow holder
t.uy cup t-uor
Pluorescent light fixture

1l Cork Bulletin Board

JRY B Ky b

i 4 2 }
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FRED HAMPTON mm'l ot.hu
INVENTORY (DOBS NOT m rzxwm)

WAITING ROOM
13 Folding Chairs 12.25 each

“ Desk - Wooden, 4 drawers,’ -toni; spsce  75.00
Desk Chair, wooden armchair - u.od 45,00
Steel filing cabinets - 4 dxaupr' - q:-on A ;el.oqr
Table, wooden with 2 shelves ’ 6§:60
Wirebasket 10?;0:’?91&.: § LEaL ;‘: e W

¥

¢ im muo 8.7, 37 Anedsepeic selution
of Sterile Lubricant
écdg Dboxes of mm tﬁu $

W r R
VRN AT N




Plavtic Theimanster holders

16 oz. bottle rubbing slcohol .45
Stainless Steel Tongs (good 2.25 en.s best 7.20 ea.)
Stainless Steel Ear Syrine 10.50

Gooseneck floor lamp - (staihless) 22.60

Upright Scale 87.50
Metal Stool 36.00 .
Chair 25.00

P b P e e e N N

Vutcbo-hot (good $1. 75: -.ueoncnt 319 75)
" Btainless Trey on Lega S T R Y T
Paclugu disposable examination gloves 5.75 8 box

I p- N e

Paeluqo wld lul. nicno -uau
Tube. X-¥ lnbrimt '




Stool with Stainless Beat used

Porcelain Cabinet on Wheels
small 33.50 reg. 105,00

Chair

Wastebasket $1.75 or 19,50 for stainless
with top

1500 Dispossble cultuxe tubes; sise 12mm x 75 mn
: 15.00 or lot

32 Oral Thermometers .60 each
(mm '!61 Rog ”r Avor.“ 50) 3
sxanuuticn alnﬁoq , BTy 5.70 for 100
| TATg esidless Cantsters i 1L 19,00 avakege”
m Buinloug‘&vpm my fo: ‘elnors 11.60 ,; <

v | 'vi‘*;ff : ""ﬂ“ ‘” “ig.e wm“fé %
7 [ 159,50 ‘
s unuu W ke ;,‘ : 10.50

e g it PR ’\-,\ 1."..‘-

ol 4
IR 4 4
¥ ‘5: z:
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1  1nternationsl Clinical Centrifuge

1 Leitz Photrometer

19 Gallons Latex Wall Finish Paint
Folding Chair
Goomeneck standing exam lamp

Dust Mop

Broom

‘. ."'; o st Sy - il %

Nk
r

A g ﬁagwu «&Q"u%‘p‘( ¥ {ONC S U
Blue Plsstic Forcep Holder

Stainless oot.;ahll holdox'
.,““‘%%' “"MWW.@ o I
mn mwﬂd\ Holder

ll 60
Gi..ﬂ




L 30 mmt;t with 7 sheles .

1 Ahir.al refrigerator with freezer 499.00

1 Plastic Westebasket 1.05
“plastic urine ‘tubs hotaer o L0t e g 780

 § Adams Readacrit 215.00

2 Boiler Stexilizexs R , 65.00 each

CIILD- l mumnal ROOM

Mﬁion t‘lp
8tool. Mlm Jml tnd porcolli.n

3




Tuning Fork

Stainless Steel Gobseneck Exam Lamp

6 oz Glags Urine Specimen Bottle
White 2-dtép wood step stosl (dur metal)
Steinless Steel Kidney Shape BEmesis

SEMENT
Eye Chart -~ Plastic
Commerdial Ploor Buffer

A -

TOILET
1 Toilet Bruth with holder

)
e

22,60
15
18,60
3.00




March 26, 1973

Mr. William Scott
0ffice of the Mayor
City Hall

Portland, Oregon

Dear Bill:

Enclosed Is the Transcript of Proceedings on the
Fred Hampton Peoples' Clinic, together with a co
of a letter from our Legal! Counsel, which |
mentioned to you over the phone today.

Sincerely,

John B. Kenward
Executive Director

mg
Enclosures




March 15,

HdAND DELIVERED

Honorable John Beatty
Circuit Court Judge
Multnomah County Courthouse
Portland, Oregon 97204

City of Portland

V. v
Pred Hampton Peoples' Health
Clinic, et al. .

Dear Judge Beatty:

Enclosed please find proposed Judgment Order and Waiver of Costs and
Disbursements incurred in the above-captioned action. If the form
of Judgment meets with your approval, we would appreciate it if you
would sign it and have your secretary return the enclosed card to us
indicatérng the date of your signature.

A copy of this proposed Judgment Order and Waiver has been mailecd to
the attorney for the defendants.

Very truly yours,

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK,
HIEPIELD & NORVILLE, P, C.

Richard E. Alexander

REA:avh
Encls.
cc ~ Cnarlie Harris




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF TUE STATE OF OREGON
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAL

CITY OF PORTLAND, a aunicipal corporation
acting by and through the PORTLAND
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION as the duly
designated Urban Renewal Agency of the
City of Portland,

Plaintiff, No. 388 880

V. WAIVER OF COSTS
AND DISBURSEMENTS
FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH CLINIC, .y
AXKA FRED HAMPTON FPREE PEOPLES' CLINIC,
KENT FORD, SANDRA PORD, JOHN DOE I, II,
IIx, Iv, Vv, VI, JANE DOEB I, IXI, IIIX, IV, ...

W N N N P N Nt St S Nt P Nt St P Nt

Defendants.

costs and dilbn:to-.nts 1ncuxr.d h.r.in*~»

f’rt:“‘ g [ asesh:

DATED this 15th day of lurch. 1913. S

On this 15th day of March, 1973, before me personally appeared t
Donald R. Stark, who being first duly sworn acknowledged to me that

he executed the foregoing instrument freely and voluntarily.

ALTA V., HESTER
Notary Public for Oregon

My coamission expires: 7-30-76




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON

POR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, A Municipal corporation
acting by and through the PORTLAND
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION as the duly
designated Urban Renewal Agency of the
City of portland,

Plaintiff, NO. 388880

MOTION TO PROCEED IN FORMA
FRED HAMPTON PEROPLES' HEALTH CLINIC, PAUPERIS
AKA FRED HAMPTON FREE PEOPLES' CLINIC,
KENT FORD, SANDRA FORD, JOHN DOE I, II,
III, IV, V, VI, JANE DOE L, II, III, IV,
%, Defendants.

O 00 9 O »nn Hh LW N -

)
)
)
)
)
;
vs. ; AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF
)
)
)
)
)
)

-
o

I, KENT FORD, as an officer of, and on behalf of the Pred

Hampton Peoples' Health Clinic, upon ocath hereby depose and say:

The FPred Hampton Peoples' Health Clinic is wholly without

funds to pay the court fées and costs necessary to appear and
defend against the complaint that has been filed against the
clinic. Because of this indigency, the Clinic is being represented
by Portland Legal Aid Service in this matter. The clinic contests
the allegations of the complaint that has been filed against it and
wishes to assert s defenses to that complaint,

The Fred Hampton Peoples' Health Clinic has a very limited
income. No fee is charged partients, even though donations are
encouraged. As patients are indigent, however, very little money
is donated. Emmanueal Hospital pays the clinic $.90 for gach sickle
cell anemia test performed by clinic doctors, which produces from
$50.00 to $300.00‘per month income. Contributions from sympathetic mem-

bers of the coomunity are solicited to meet current outstanding

ALBINA OFFICE
B17 N.E, KILLINGEWORTH

PORTLAND, OREGON #7211

deficits.

LECAL AID SCRVICE
TULEFHONE 208-0740

The only assets owned by the Clinic are those assets, such as
diagnostic equipment, tables, chairs, etc., necessary to fulfill
the Clinic's function of providing quality health service to the
people.

Page 1l - AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS




The Clinic incurs the following monthly expenditures:
Heat $ 65.00
Lights 25.00
Medical Supplies 200.00
Part-time Janitor 25.00
Outpatient transportation 15.00
$330.00

No expense is incurred for doctor's fees as local doctors

O 00 9 & =t &K W D -

donate their services.

—
Q

The foregoing is a full and complete statement of the Clinic's
financial comdition. I have read this Affidavit, and the facts

ek
[

—
N

contained herein are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge.

bbb
o W

KENT FORD, OFFICER
FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH CLINIC

a &

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this day of

Yt
-y

1973.

bt
(o]

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR OREGON
My commission expires:

ot
o

N N N N N DN
N OO v A NN = O

ALBINA OFFICE
517 N.E. KILLINGSWORTH

PORTLAND, OREGON #7211

N
(o<}

LEGAL AID SERVICE
TELEPHONE 208.0746

W W W »
N = O W

Page 3 _ AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO PRCCEEZD IN FORMA PAUPERIS




1N THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, a Municipal curporation
acting by and through the PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT.
COMMISSION as the duly designated Urban Renewal
Agency of the City of portland,

Plaintiff, NO,., 388880
vse,. MOTION AND ORDER
GRANTING LEAVE TO
PROCEED IN FORMA
PAUPERIS

FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH CLINIC, AKA
PRED HAMPTON PREE PEOPLES' CLINIC, KENT FORD,
SANDRA FORD, JOHN DOE I, II, III, IV, V, VI,
JANE DOE I, II, III, IV, j

Defendants.

N e gt Tt Vs N Vgl Cai® gl T Nt Vg Nansh ot

B VU © N A v A W O

Defendants move thh Court for an order granting defendants
leave to proceed in the above-captioned civil proceeding in forma
pauperis, and w?ivlng. any requirement for the payment of court
costs, or bbher costs herein.

LEGAL AID SERVICE

CHARLIE HARRIS
Attorney for Defendants

It is so ordered.

DATED this

N NN
0 N O

ALDINA OFFICE
817 N,E, KILLINGSWOATH

LEGAL AID SCRVICE
PORTLAND, OREGON 87211
TELEFPHONE 200.0740

W W N
- o O

32

Page 1 - MOTION AND ORDER GRANTING LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OP THE STATE OF ORZGON
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, a runicipal )
corporation, acting by and through )
the PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION)
as the duly designated Urban
Renewal Agency of the City of
Portland,

Plaintiff, NO. 388-880

vs.

FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH
CLINIC, AKA FRED HAMPTON FREE
PEOPLES' CLINIC, KENT FORD, SANDRA
FORD, JOHN DOE I, II, III, IV, V,
VI, JANE DOE I, II, III, IV,

JURY VERDICT

Defendants.

Nl Nl Sl S N Nl N N ] N P i P i it

Nc tho jury, being first duly empanelled to try the issuaa in

the abovo caption-d causo. do find our verdict in favor of the plaintiff

and againnt th. d.fendants, and each of them.
I Datul th.ls “ "7 aay of March, 1973..

{

One. JURY VERDICT




IN T CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, a municipal )
corporation, acting by and through )
the PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION)
as the duly designated Urban
Renewal Agency of the City of
Portland,

Plaintiff, NO. 388-880

vs.

FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH
CLINIC, AKA FRED HAMPTON FREE
PEOPLES' CLINIC, KENT FORD, SANDRA
FORD, JOHN DOE I, IX, III, IV, V,
VI, JANE DOE X, II, IIX, IV,

NOTICE TO PRODUCE

1 Defendants.

N N ' il Sl NP P P P i il N g it Nt

. . i
. TO .. FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH CLINIC, XENT PORD, SANDRA FORD, HOLMAN
%5 Jo BARNES, AND LEGAL AID SERVICE, ALBINA OFPICE.

v
-

: f-ﬁ;la,.‘ !qn and each of you are hereby put on notice to produce the

original lctt.rt received by you and dascribed as follows:
Letter dated March 2, 1973, from James E. Griffin to

Mr, Barnes with copy to Peoples' Health Clinic.

Letter dated Pebruary 14, 1973, from Oliver I. Norville
to Mr. Barnes.
Letter dated October 17, 1972, from Benjamnin C. Webb
to Peoples' Health Clinic in care of Mr. Barnes.
Letter dated December 22, 1971, from ¥W. Stanley Jones
to Peoples' liealth Clinic in care of John Strait,
Legal Aid, Albina Office, with copy to Peoples’
Health Clinic.
Upon trial of this cause on March 13, 1973, and if you fail so to do,

plaintiff will offer secondary evidence of such letters.

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUL, STARK,
HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.

%Y —foftares SR

Of Attorneys for Plaintif?

One. NOTICE TO PRODUCE
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Bolng Henl Gyt P DI U RN M et e rinsrerson somir it imsssmisis siavessommmemponsorssse semsrinnsss istmasmaiassass -
in the within entitled

STATE OF OREGON, }
ss.

is true as I verily believe

Subscribed and sworn to before me this

Notary Public for Oregon.

REY CODITIN  IIIIINIE. s oo s assnsnias i e ansasons e iisnesietas

STATE OF OREGON, l
. County of......Multnomah (**
‘ 1 hereby certity that I have prepared the foregoing copy of ....... Notice. ta. . Produce..
and have carefully compared the same with the original thereof; and that it is a correct copy therefrom and of the whole thereof.
That the said. EOER - e T Y oplmon'u\mll founded in law.

Dated........ March 13 ierip 19:13

STATE OF OREGON,
CumwoLw”ultmﬂmﬂLw}“
Due service of the within t‘otice to Produce

is hersby accepted in.... Multnoma County, ... OYegon

19_13_, by receiving a copy thereo, duly cortified ¢o as such by_James_E. Griffin

of Attorneys for....Plaintiff LEGAL AID, ALBINA OFFICE
By:
Attorneys. for_.. Defendants
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Court

STATE OF OREGON
_Multnomah

b
K|
a,

.. COUNTY
, a munici

STEVENS-NESE LAW PUD CO., PORTLAND

Pasintits

BOISE CASCADE BUILDING
PORTLAND, OREGON 97201
TELEPHONE 222.9900

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK,
HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.

NOTICE TO PRODUCE

Fred Hampton Peoples' Health
Clinic, aka Fred Hampton Fr
Peoples' Health Clinig, Ken
Ford, Sandra Ford, Defendant

In the Circuit
City of Portlan

Attorneys for .
Te. 1007,

FOR

attorney s on the ... ... dny of . » . ;PR
by mailing to said anorncy(o) . tnn nnd m copy lhanol certified by me as -uch I lurthcr cerhfy that md copy was p!nced in a

sealed envelope addressed to said attorney('s) at his or their regular office address, to-wit: .

and dopourod in the post oflm at... s Orgon, on the .......cuu........ day of . a B .
and that the postage thereon was pupmd Boﬁnon tho und poﬂ o!hco and the address to which said copy was mmled theto u a regu-
lar communication by U. S. Mail,

16.799(2) provides that the copy of the document described in the certificate of mailing shall be
office address, or his address as last given by him on any document which he has
-nd if he does not maintain a regular office or if the filed documents do not con~

te of mailing was mailed to an add  bther than the attorney’s “regular offic> < mddresl,™
mddress, to-wit:"”, and state the address to which th ament was mailed and the resson therefor.
/ (




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON

FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, a Municipal corporation

acting by and through the PORTLAND

DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION as the duly

designated Urban Renewal Agency of the

City of pPortland, NO. 388880
Plaintiff,

ANSWER
vs,

FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH CLINIC,
AKA FRED HAMPTON FREE PEOPLES' CLINIC,
KENT FORD, SAMDRA FORD,JOMN DOE I, I1I,
III, 1v, Vv, VI, JANE DOB I, II, III, IV,
Defendants.

O 0 N O i &~ W N -

-
- o

—t
[ S

-
w

For answer to Plaintiff's complaint, defendants admit, deny

—
B

and allege as follows:

[
wn

I.

(=
[=)]

Defoudant; admit the allegations contained in paragraphs I,

-
-

II, III, and IV of Plaintiff's Complaint.

[
]

II.

—
o

Defendants deny the allegations comtained in paragraphs V and

N
o

VI of Plaintiff's Complaint and the whole thereof.

N
-

FPOR A FIRST APPIRHATIVB/QEqugB. Defendants allege:

F J )
\ ' 4 H
: \

\ Portland Development Commission is a State agency as defined

N
N

in Section 101(3) of the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and

Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, and Section 42.20(r)

N
1~

of CFR Title 24, the requlations adopted pursuant to the Relocation

Act by the Department of Housing and Urban Develiopment.
) o
Portland Development Commission (PDC) has failed to comply with
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N
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N
q

N
L=

certain provisions of the Relocation Act, as set forth below:
30 (1) PDC has failed to give assurances that within a resasonable
" 31 - period of time prior to displacement there will exist descent, safe
32 and sanitary housing which is available to defendants. Relocatic
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Act, Section 205(c) (3).

-,

,.f\ .. (2) PDC has failed to assist Defendants in obtaining and

*\
& becaning established in a suitable replacement location. Relocation

Act, Section 205(c) (4).
/’./
R

./ funds for replacement rental housing, Relocation Act, Section 206.

P
/

N (3) PDC has failed to request the federal agency to allocate

IXI.

- It would not be equitable for the Court to grant Plaintiff the

N

~=

N
S
N

g \}rliof it ttquontl.
/ POR A SECOND AFPIRMATIVE DEFENSE, Defendants allege:
I.

Defendant Pred Hampton People's Health Clinic operates solely
for the good ot. the camunity performing for the community serxvices
which are medically necessary and whish a certain portion of the
community would otherwise not cbtain.

‘ 4 XX

The Plaintiff is specifically empowered to provide for the
health of the city, Chapter II, Section 2-105(a) (2), of the City
Charter.

2 & O

It would be unlawful and inequitable for the Court to grant
to Plaintiff the relief requested.

WHEREFORE, Defendants pray that judgment be entered against
Plaintiffs on their complaint and that plaintiffs recover nothing

thereby; and that Defendants recover their costs and disbursements

N

incurred herein.

N
~

LEGAL AID SERVICE

N
(o]
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CHRRLIE HARRIS
29 of Attorneys for Defendants
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF TUE STATE OF OREGON
FOR TIEZ COUNTY OF MULTHOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, a municipal corporation
acting by and througn the PORTLAND
DEVZLOPMENT COMMISSION as the duly
designated Urban Renewal Agency of the
City of Portland,

Plaintiff, No., 388 880

FPRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH CLINIC,
AXKA PRED HAMPTON PREE PEOPLES' CLINIC,
KENT FORD, SANDRA PORD, JOHN DOE I, II,
I1II, IV, V, VI, JANE DOB I, II, III, IV,

)
)
)
)
)
)
;
vs. ) JUDGMENT
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

o Defendants.

RE ey The above-entitled cause canme odiiugulurly for trial before f'ff
. ‘the undersigned, Judge of the above-entitléd Court, sitting without

'+ a-jury, on th- 13th day of March, 1973, and the l4th day of March, {;g
AEAR PN e

1973, plaintlft appca:ing by and throuqh Donald R. Sta:k and Janes :’f
- B- Griffin, Williams, Montague, Stark, iiefield & Norville, P. c..

o.n,ob—-.

it: attorn.ys: d.t.ndants appoaring in person and by aad thxough

- l

and being fully advised in the preaises, now, therefores,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DéCRBED that plaintiff
is entitled to a judgment of restitution restoring to it possession of
the premises located at and known as 109 North Russell Street in
Portland, Oregon.

DATED this day of March, 1373.




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGOM
POR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, a Municipal )
corporation, acting by and through )
the PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION)
as the duly designated Urban
Renewal Agency of the City of
Portland,

NO. %gg’ggo

Plaintiff,
“.

FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH
CLINIC, AXA FRED HAMPTON PREE
PEOPLES' CLINIC, KENT FORD, SANDRA
FORD, JOHN DOE I, II, III, IV, V,
VI, JANE DOE I, II, III, IV,

o

‘ Defendants.

COMPLAINT

B’ Nl N N N N NP NP NP N N N Nl NP N

Plaintiff alliqes:

- Fals T
1

Plaintiff CITY OF PORTLAND is a municipal corporation incor-

¥
w r T pad g o e s

porated and existing undﬁfhthe constitution and laws of the State of i o

Oregon, and particularly under the provisions of an act of the legislative

assembly entitledf
"Enacted to incorporate the City of Portland,

Multnomah County, State of Oregon, and to provide

a charter thereof and to repeal all acts or parts

of acts in conflict therewith,"
passed by the legislative assembly of the State of Oreqon, anproved by
the governor, and filed in the office of the Secretary of State, on
January 23, 1903, as amended by the legislative assembly of the State of
Oregon in 1905, and subsequently amended by the people of the City of -
Portland. The Portland Development Commission is the duly constituted,
appointed and acting agency of said citv under Chapter XV of said charter.
The council of the City of Portland has duly designated the Portland
Development Commission as the Urban Renewal Agency of the City of Portland
under Oregon Revised Statutes, Chanter 457.

Ix
The Portland Development Commission is authorized by Chapter XV

One. COUMPLAINT
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of said charter and Chapter 457 of the Oregon Revised Statutes to acquire
and hold for improvement, redevelopment, and resale, real property, in
order to carry ogp an urban renewal project.
III
Defendant FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH CLINIC, AKA FRED HAMPTON
FREE PEOPLES' CLINIC, is an unincorporated association, and defendants
are all now, and at all material times all have been, members thereof.
IV
Defendants are in possession of premises located at and known
as 109 North Russell Street, in Portland, Oregon.
& v
‘Lﬁﬁfi Plaintiff is entitled to immediate possession of the above
,_41 entitled preni;os.' Plaintiff has repeatedly advised defendants, and
their attorney, of the impending necessity of such possession, over a
period of several months prior to the commencement of this action.

% "_;ﬁ vI- '
Defendants af;fﬁnlawfully withholding with force possession of
the above described premiios from plaintiff.
WHEREFORE, plaintiff demands judgment against defendants, and
each of them, for restitution of said premises to plaintiff, and for

plaintiff's coats and disbursements.

WILLIAMS, MOMNTAGUE, STARK,
HIEFPIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.

By

James E., Griffin
Of Attorneys for Plaintiff

Two. COMPLAINT




g
338-880
5 No. 38 \[ f
J City of Portland

HadBe

" 106 N. Russell St.
‘ Address

Fred Hampton Pe’opleg'w

Def. Served

. Served Kent Ford, "as director of Fred
S ptom People’s Healthm CImc om 3/7773 amd——
ampto :
again personally on 3/7/73.. Sandra Ford was
ser¥fed pers nally am 3/7773 . Heturns riled.
12 Sum. & Comp. X

Multnomah County Oregon
Civil Process Division
- Neil Cook
Order to Appear Civil Deputy

CcP8

Claim & Not.




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAH

CITY OF PORTLAND, a Municipal )
corporation, acting by and through )
the PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION)
as the duly designated Urban
Renewal Agency of the City of
Portland,

w3y IS0

SUMMONS

Plaintiff,
its

FRED HAMPTON PECPLES' HEALTH
CLINIC, AKA FRED HAMPTON FREE
PEOPLES' CLINIC, KENT FORD, SANDRA
FORD, JOHN DOE I, II, III, IV, V,
VI, JANE DOE I, II, III, IV,

L]

Defendants.

Nl Sl St i Nl P P P N N i Nt i P i

N i ‘
IN THE NAME OF THE STATE OF OREGON: You are hereby required
et 5

to appear and answer the Complaint filed against you in the above entitled

action on e« , the day of - , 1973, at the hour of

a1

o'clock i’;lufof said day, before - i S

Judge of Depn:tl;nt:;;. ______of the above entitled Court, and if you

fail so0 to answer -Plaintiff will take judgment against you for ;h°,

restitution of those certain premise§ described in Plaintiff's éomplaint.
If you have any questions, you should see an attorney

immediately.

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK,
HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.
775 Boise Cascade Building
Portland, Oregon 97201

By

<

James E, Griffin
Of Attornevs for Plaintiff

One, SUMMONS
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON
FOR THE COUNTY OF MULTNOMAL

CITY OF PORTLAND, a nunicipal )
corporation, acting by and through )
the PORTLAND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION)
as the duly designated Urban
Renewal Agency of the City of
Portland,

Plaintiff, NO. 388-880

vs.
FRED HAMPTON PEOPLES' HEALTH PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS
CLINIC, AXA PRED HAMPTON PREE
PEOPLES' CLINIC, KENT FORD, SANDRA

FORD, JOHN DOE I, II, III, IV, V,
VI, JANE DOB I, II, III, IV,

Defendants.

N Nl N NG Nl N P P A i A N P N Nt

Comes now plaintiff and respectfully requests that the Court
give the following instructions.
Respectfully submitted,

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK,
HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.

By -~
James E. Griffin
Of Attorneys for Plaintiff

PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTIONS




PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION HO. 1

UNITFORM JURY INSTRUCTIONS

Instruction 1.01
Instruction i.02
Instruction 2.02
Instruction 2.03
Instruction 2.04
Instruction No. 4.01
Instruction No. 5.01
Instruction No. 20.01
Instruction No. 20.02

Instruction No. 21.01

Instruction No. 21.02 |

EQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 1




PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 2

THE COURT HAS TAXEN JUDICIAL NOTICE OF THE TRUTH OF THE

MATTERS ALLEGED IN PARAGRAPHS I AND IXI OF PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT.

THEREFORE, I IMNSTRUCT YOU THAT PARAGRAPHS I AND II OF THE COMPLAINT
ARE TRUE, YOU MUST ACCEPT THEM TO BE TRUE, AND THERE IS !NO ISSUE

PRESENTED TO YOU WITH REGARD TO TIIEM.

- PULAINTIFF'S REQUESTED IMNSTRUCTION 0. 2




PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 3

WITH REGARD TO PLAINTIFF'S CLAIM TO RIGIT OF POSSESSION, I
INSTRUCT YOU THA& THE LEGAL OWNER OF PPOPERTY AS TiHIE RIGHT TO POSSESS
SUCH PROPERTY UNLESS THE OWNER IIAS AGREED TO ALLOW SOMEONE ELSE TO
POSSESS IT. 1IN THE EVENT AN OWNER HAS AGREED TO ALLOV SOMEONE ELSE
TO POSSESS KIS LAND, THE RIGHTS OF THE POSSESSOR ARE GOVERNED BY THE

AGREEMENT OF THE PARTIES. IF THERE IS NO SUCH AGREEMENT OR IF SUCH

AN AGREEMENT HAS COME TO AN END OR BEEN LEGALLY TERMINATED, THEN THE

OWNER IS ENTITLED TO REPOSSESSION OF HIS LAND.

- PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 3




PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 4

WITH REGARD TO PARAGRAPH VI OF PLAINTIPF'S COMPLAINT, I
TNSTRUCT YOU THAT POSSESSION OF PROPERTY TO Ti(E EXCLUSION OF OTHERS
CONSTITUTES A WITHHOLDING OF POSSESSION FROM SUCILi OTHERS.

FURTHER, I INSTRUCT YOU TEAT PLAINTIFF NEED NOT PROVE ACTUAL
FORCE IN WITHHOLDING OP POSSESSION. IT IS SUFFICIENT OF PLAINTIFF
PROVES CONSTRUCTIVE FORCE; THAT IS, FACTS FROM WHICH THE LAW PRESUMES
FORCE. 1IN THAT REGARD, THE LAW PRESUMES PORCE WHENEVER A TENANT CONTINUES
IN POSSESSION AFTER NOTICE TO QUIT A TENANCY WHICH HAS CONTINUED AT THE

OWNER'S DISCRETION, OR IS HOLDING POSSESSION WITHOUT ANY WRITTEN LEASE

OR AGREEMENT.
" i
ORS 105.115(2).

Hislop v. Moldenhauer, 21 oOr. 208.
e T VR ¢ b RN .
Bi: i~ i S

v LR iy “fﬂﬁﬁg

= PLAINTIFP'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 4




PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 5

TENANCY AT SUFFZRANCE. ONE KO COMES INTO POSSESSION OF
THE REAL ESTATE OF ANOTHER LAWFULLY, BUT WHO IIOLDS OVER BY WRONG

AFTER THE TERMINATION OF HIS TERM, IS CONSIDERED AS A TENANT AT

SUPFERANCE. NOTNOTICE IS REQUIRED TO TERMINATE A TENANCY AT SUFFERANCE.

ORS 91.040.

= PLAINTITFP'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. S




PLAINTITT'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 6

THE STATUTORY LAW OF THE STATZ OF OREGON PROVIDES FOR
CERTAIN COUCLUSIVE PRESUMPTIONS, WHICH I AM ABOUT TO READ TO YOU.
IN BEING CONCLUSIVE, YOU MAY NOT PIND ANY FACT CONTRARY TO THEM,
NOR CONSIDER ANY EVIDENCE CONTRARY TO TIEM.

ORS 41.350(3).

ORS 41.350(5).

= PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED INSTRUCTION NO. 6
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PLAINTIFF'S REQUISTED INSTRUCTION NO. 7

THIS IS AN ACTION FOR FORCIDLE DITAINER. IT IS AN ACTION
BROUGHT AGAINST 6NE ACTUALLY I! POSSESSION OF REAL PROPERTY BY ONE
CLAIMING A RIGHT TO POSSESSION. IT IS INTENDED TO BE A SPEEDY MEANS
OF DETERMINING ¥WHO, AS BETWEEN THE TWO PARTIZS, IS ENTITLED TO POSSESSION,
AND OF AFFORDINC SUCH PERSON A SPEEDY AND NONMN-VIOLENT MEANS OP OCTAINING
OR RETAINING SUCH POSSESSION. If IS A CIVIL REMEDY, NOT A CRIMINAL

ACTION. IT MAY BE BROUGHT BY OR AGAINST CORPORATIONS AND ASSQCIAIIOﬂS

AS WELL AS INDIVIDUALS. THE STATUTORY LAW OF THE STATE OF OREGON PROVIDES

THAT A TRIAL BE HAD NOT LESS THAN TWO, NOR MORE THAN FOUR, DAYS AFTER
SERVICE OF SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT UPON DEFENDANTS; IT ASSURES TO DEFENDANTS
THE RIGHT OF JURY .TRIAL; AND IT PROVIDES FOR IMMEDIATE TRANSFER OF

POSSESSION TO PL‘INTI??, SHOULD HE PREVAIL BY YOUR VERDICT.

~ DLAINTIPF'S REQUZESTED INSTRUCTION MNO. 7
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Thus, the potential result of applying this defense to an
-would be ggeo 1

al upgrading of some substandard pre

erty because
violations. The
¢ full amount, until

there wot

b= an economic interest in correcting cod
landlord wo

Nd not get his rent, or at least not
he repaired. UNer

this theory the tenant wouy
at will, which req\jres 2 thirty-day notice
If the theory of th)\ defense were foH
the courts would refhge to aid
possession, notwithstand g
This result would be unfa;
than aid in enforcing

be considered a tenant
O terminate the tenancy, 195
owed to its logical conclusion,
fther party, leaving the tenant in
tender of a thirty-day notice to quit.
the landlord and would frustrate rather

of the housing codes. In developing
this rule of law, hetever, a fundame fairness approach in light of

the purpose of the housing and building codes should be utilized in
resolvin isputes between the landlord and the tenant. Therefore,
under this theory the courts should F*Tmit eviction, if not retaliatory,
upon correction of the defect; i.e., repair of the premises.

33%%‘;{0
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B. Allowing Other Defenses to FED Actions

In addition to allowing contractual defenses, the Oregon courts
should also permit other defenses to FED such as unclean hands, proof
of a retaliatory eviction attempt, and constructive eviction of the land-
lord for failure to repair defective conditions in the rental unit.

1. Unclean Hands

Although the FED action is a crea
as having equitable overtones suffi
equitable defense of unclean hands.
that this equitable defense is availa
The defense per se is a well
whenever it

ture of statute it has been construed
cient to permit the raising of the
1% In any event there is authority
ble as a defense to a legal action.110
-settled equitable doctrine.!!t It applies
appears that the right upon which the plaintiff relies has
arisen from a wrong or breach of duty or violation of the law. 112

108 See Diamond Housing Corp. v. Robinson, 257 A.2d 492 (D.C. Cir. 1969).
However, it would s it i i

note 106 supra. Even an FE
be defeated.

109 Beck v. Trovato, 260 Towa 693, 150 N.W.2d 657
258 Towa 1008, 141 N.W.2d 351 (1968) ; Strom v. Un
78, 198 P.2d 347 (1948) : Knight v. Black, 19 Cal. A

110 S¢e Fibreboard Paper Prod. Corp. v. Local 130
Cal. App. 24 673, 3v Cal. Rptr. 64 (1964).

111 Robinson v Manning, 233 Or 392, 378 P.2d 277
199 Cal. App. 2d 632, 18 Cal. Rptr. 759 (1962) ; Eglin
279 F.2d 268 (Ct. CI. 1950).

112 Rhine v. Terry, 111 Colo. 506. 143 P.2d 684 (1943). See generally 27 Ax.
Jer. 2d Equity § 138 (1956) ; 30 C.J.S. Equity § 93 (1965).

(1967) ; Bentler v. Poulson,
ion Oil Co,, 88 Cal. App. 2d
pp. 518, 126 P. 512 (1912).
4, United Steelworkers, 227

(1963) ; Padgett v. Padgett,
Maror, Inc. v. United States,

B L S P —
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The Case Against the Doctrine of Independent Covencnts 61

' . This maxim [clean hands! is far more than a mere banality. Tt is a self-imposed
ordinance that closes the doors of a court of equity to one tainted with inequitable-
ness or bad faith relative to the matter in which he seelcs relief, however improper

may have been the behavior ol the defendant. That doctrine is rooted in the histori-
cal concept of court of equity as a vehicle for aTirmatively enforcing the require-
ments of conscience and good faith, This presupposes a refusal on its part to be .

“the abettor of iniquity."113

In Oregon the FED action is considered an action at law because
the sole issue is the right to possession of the premises.!'* The courts,
however, have recognized that certain types of equitable defenses must

be considered by the court,!® and they specifically have recog’ﬂi% P
; the general equitable principles of the doctrine of unclean handsil® : -
' The distinction that the sole issue involved in an FED action is the right RS
re. : to possession is not determinative, because the defense of unclean hands o =
i also goes to the right to possession. In any event the merger of law o
: and equity in Oregon appears to have eroded further the distinction {.‘

of FED as a solely legal action. Finally, the conferring of exclusive
jurisdiction over FED actions by the legislature in 1971''7on the district

! courts would seem to have destroyed any remaining reason for the
i continuation of the distinction.!!®

! The foregoing changes suggest that the equitable defense of unclean
{ ) hands would be available to FED actions in Oregon.!!® This defense

i need not be based only on housing code violations, because if the

demand sought to be enforced is unconscionable, equity should refuse
enforcement notwithstanding that the right claimed is one recognized

113 Precision Instrument Mfg. Co. v. Automotive Maintenance Mach. Co., 324
U.S. 806, 814 (1945).

114 Reckard v. Ryan, 133 Or. 108, 288 P. 1053 (1930).

113 S¢e Leathers v. Peterson, 195 Or. 62, 244 P.2d 619 (1952) (mental incompe-
tence) ; Crossen v. Campbell, 102 Or. 666, 202 P. 745 (1922) (forfeiture of lease) ;
Friedenthal v. Thompson, 146 Or. 640, 31 P.2d 643 (1934) (reformation of lease) ;
LB. M Abrams, 138 Or. S P.2d 709 (1931), (lessor’s
breach-of dependent covenant not to rent another part of premises to business
competitive with lessee—tried by stipulation). All of these cases were cited in
Lindsey v. Normet, 405 U.S. 56, 66 n.11 (1972). .

118 E g., Tavlor v. G 10, 279 P.2d 479 (1955). Fbie A8
TCh. 23,8 1, [1971] Or. Laws 1184, antendin ; 1) (e) (1971). See o

note 31 supra.

118 The primary reason for maintaining the distinction was the transference to
the circuit court of bases for suits in equity for determination because the district
courts lacked general equity jurisdiction. Under the 1971 legislative changes, at
2 ' least in FED actions, the district court now appears to have that jurisdiction. See
; . note 31 supra.

119 In any event this defense would be of the type that presents a traditional

equitable defense rather than the basis for a suit in equity. Therefore, it probably

could be asserted in district court pursuant to ORS 46.060(1) (h) (1971), not- X

' withstanding the old practice of transferring cases raising affirmative equitable .
defenses to the circuit court. :

T T TR T AN PO R W e
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62 OREGON LAW REVIEW [ Volume 52, 1972}

by law.' Fundamental fairness should be used in defining the limits
of this defense on a case-by-case basis.

2. Retaliatory Eviction

Defenses hased on retaliatory eviction have arisen in various circum-
stances. These includd eviction because the tenant reported housing
code violations'*! or utilixed a “repair and deduct” statute ;'** because
of tenant organizing'® or pantjcipation in a “rent strike” ;'* apd-bécause
of the tenant’s race.'*® This “eategory \vouldu;ﬂud((.my type of
eviction in which it was proved t the subStantial motive was
retaliation for the exercise of some con3titfitional or statutory right
by the tenant.!?¢ One such right, inaddition te_the examples above,
would be the right to litigate each of contract\l’hmage action (by
the tenant against the landord) while the tenant remains in possession.
Filing a lawsuit is ap-€xercise of the first amendment constitutional
right to petition tife government for a redress of grievances'
therefore the Jafidlord could not evict a tenant for filing a lawsuit. A
claim s ent to support a breach of contract action brought by the
tenant dgainst the landlord should also be sufficient as an affirmative
defense to an FED action. The result of denying such a defense is a
foreclosure of any negotiating process between the landlord and the
tenant, leading to a race for the courthouse. Suit would be filed by
the informed tenant in every instance in which a dispute might arise

120 Interstate Sav. & Loan Ass'n v. Badgley, 115 F. 390 (C.C. Or. 1902).

121 Edwards v. Habib, 397 F.2d 687 (D.C. Cir. 1968) ; Dickhut v. Norton, 45
W;s7 2d 389, 173 N.W.2d 297 (1970). See gemerally Annot., 40 A.L.R.3d 740
(1971).

122 Schweiger v. Superior Court of Alameda County, 3 Cal. 3d 507, 476 P.2d 97,
90 Cal. Rptr. 729 (1970).

123 McQueen v. Druker, 317 F. Supp. 1122 (D. Mass. 1970), off'd, 438 F.2d
781 (1st Cir. 1971) ; Hosey v. Club Van Cortlandt, 299 F. Supp. 501 (S.D.N.Y.
1969).

124 Portnoy v. Hill, 57 Misc. 2d 1097, 294 N.Y.S.2d 278 (1968).

125 Abstract Inv. Co. v. Hutchinson, 204 Cal. App. 2d 242, 22 Cal. Rptr. 309
(1962) ; Reitman v. Mulkey, 387 U.S. 369 (1967). :

128 Robinson v. Diamond Housing Corp., 463 F.2d 853 (D.C. Cir. 1972). See
generally Moskovitz, Retaliatory Eviction—A New Doctrine in California, 46 J.
St. B. Car. 23 (1971). Several new rights have been given statutory protection.
Reporting housing code violations: ILL. ANN. StaT. ch. 80, § 71 (Smith-Hurd
1966) ; N.J. Star. ANN. 2A:42-10.10 (Supp. 1972) ; R.I. GeN. Laws § 34-20-10
(1970) ; Mass. Ax~. Laws ch. 186, § 18 (Supp. 1971) ; Micu. Stat. ANN. §
26.1300(204) (1970). Invoking rent withholding procedure: PA. Stat. ANN. tit.
35, § 1700-1 (Purdon's Supp. 1972).

27 The right to petition the government for redress of grievances is clearly
within the protective scope of the first amendment to the United States Consti-
tution, and it has been held to extend to the states through the fourteenth amend-
ment. United Mineworkers v. Illinois State Bar Ass'n, 389 U.S. 217 (1967);
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen v. Virginia, 377 U.S. 1 (1964) ; NAACP v.
Button, 371 U.S. 415 (1963).
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U. S. SIﬁEME CQURT REPORTS

inst the landlord qre liti-
e substantive law of land-

relations difTers widely
ous States. Insome juris-
tenant may argue as a
eviction for nonpayment
ch claims as unrepaired
ode violations, breach of
warranty of habitability,
et that the landlord is
m for reporting building
jons or for exercising con-

rights.’* Some States
ted statutes authorizing
olding in certain situa-
h other jurisdictions, these
ognizable at all, must be

separate tori, contract,
ghts suits. There is no
hat Oregon excludes any
recognizes as “available”
ree questions (physical
, forcible withholding, le-
o posscssion) at issue in

it.
111

also cannot agree that the
te is invalid on its face

Equal Protection Clause.
that Ovegon FED suits

gtantially from other liti-
ere the time between com-
is substantially

it does not follow that the Oregon
statute invidiously discriminates
against defendants in FED actions.

(10, 11] The statute potentially
applies to all tenants, rich and poor,
commercial and noncommercial; it
cannot be faulted for over-exclu-
siveness or under-exclusiveness.
And classifying tenants of real prop-
erty differently from other tenants
for purposes of possessory actions
will offend the equal protection safe-
guard “only if the’ classification
rests on grounds wholly irrelevant
to the achievement of the State’s
objective,” McGowan v Maryland,
366 US 420, 425, 6 L Ed 2d 393,
398, 91 .S Ct 1101 (1961), or if
the objective itself is beyond the
State’s power to achieve, Gomillion
v Lightfoot,. 364 US 339, 5 L Ed 2d
110, 81 S Ct 1256 (1960) ; NAACP
v Alabama, 377 US 288, 12 L Ed
2d 325, 84 S Ct 1302 (1964) ; Douglas
v California, 372 US 863, 9 L Iid 2d
811, 83 S Ct 814 (1963). It is
readily apparent that prompt as
well as peaceful resolution of dis-
putes over the right to possession
of real property is the end sought

by the Oregon statute.* It is also

arious tenant remedies for
p violations, sce N. Y. Real
s and 'roccedinges Law §§ 769-
Brown v Southall Realty Co.
(DC Mun Ct App 1968), SD
Ann § 43-32-9 (1967). For
of an implied warranty of ha-
e Pines v Perssion, 14 Wis 2d
f2d 651 (1963); Earl Millikin,
, 21 Wis 2d 497, 124 NWad
Cal Civ Code §$19041 (West
prohilitions of various kind:
¢ oviciions, see HE Ann Stad,
Smith-1urd 1966): Mich Stat
0¢ (2040) (1970): Fdwards v
F2d 687 (CA DC 196es), eert
lf_\' 1mwie » 38 v, Q0
o

353 F2d 474 (CAbG 1966); United States
v Deaty, 288 F2d 653 (CAG 1961).

16. N. Y. Multiple Residence Law
§ 305-a (1966); Il Ann Stat, ¢ 23, § 11-23
(Smith-ITurd Supp 1969); Mass Ann Laws,
¢ 239, §8A (1968); Pa Stat Ann, Tit 35,
£ 1700-1 (Supp 1969). See generally Com-
ment, Rent Withholding and the Improve-
ment of Substandard Housing, 63 Cal L
Rev 304 (1965).

17. An FED defendant has from two to
six days hetween the serving of the com-
plaint and trial unless he files a continu-
ance bond. Sce §§ 105.136, 1056.140, n 3,
supra.

18. The statute itself declares the publie
noliey of the State of Oregon to be that
00 e o shall enter upon any land,

.. ., LINDSEY v NORMET 19

31 L Ed 2d 36

clm.\at the provisions for carly
trial and simplification of issues

are closely related to that pur-
pose.. The equal protection claim
with respect to these provisions thus
depends on whether the State may
validly single out possessory dis-
putes between landlord and tenant
for especially prompt judicial settle-
ment. In making such an inquiry
a State is “presumed to have acted
within [its] constitutional power de-
spite the fact that, in practice [its]
laws result in some inequality.”
McGowan v Maryland, supra, at 425—
426, 6 L Ed 2d at 398-399.

At common law, one with the right
to possession could bring an action
for ejectment, a “relatively slow,
fairly complex and substantially
expensive procedure.”’? But as
Oregon cases have recognized, the
common law also permitted the land-
lord to “enter and expel the ien-
ant by force, without being liable to
an action of tort for damages, either
for his entry upon the premises, or
for an assault in expelling the ten-
ant, providing he uses no more force
than is necessary and do[es] mno
wanton damage.” Smith v Reeder,
21 Ore 541, 546, 28 P 890, 891
(1892). The landlord-tenant rela-
tionship was one of the few areas
where the right to self-help was
recognized by the common law of
most States, and the implementa-
tion of this right has been fraught
with “violence and quarrels and

tenement or other real property unless the
right of entry is given by law. When the
right of entry is given by law, the entry
shall be made in a peaceable manner and
without force.” §105.105. One out of
actual possession of real property, althourh
lawfully entitled to such possession, is li-
able eriminally for assault and batlery if,
instead of filing an FED action, he accom-
plishes an entry upon such real property
by the exertion of force against the percon
{31 Fd2d) -4

bloodshed.” * Entelman v I-.ud, 95
Ga 390, 392, 22 SE 545 (1895).%°
An alternative legal remedy to pre-
vent such breaches of the peace
has appeared to be an overriding
necessity to many legislators and
judges.

Hence the Oregon statute was en-
acted in 1866 to alter the common
law and obviate resort to self-help
and violence. The statute, intended
to protect tenants as well as land-
lords, provided a speedy, judicially
supervised proceeding to settle the
possessory issue in a peaceful man-
ner:

“But if [the landlord] f{orecibly
enter and expel the tenant, while
he may not be liable to him in an
action of tort, he is guilty of a viola-
tion of the forcible entry and de-
tainer act, which is designed to pro
tect the public peace; and in such
case the law will award restitution
to the tenant, not because it recog-
nizes -any rights in him, but for the
reason that out of regard for the
peace and good order of sociely it
does not permit a person in the quiet
and peaceable possession of land to
be disturbed by foree, even by one
lawfully entitled to possession.”
Smith v Reeder, supra, 21 Ore, at
546-547, 28 P at &91.

Before a tenant is foreibly cvieted
from property the Oregon statute
requires a judicial determination
that he is n/oVI?,t\mllb'nﬁ‘.h-d {o pos

G
of an actual occupant who opposcs and re-
sists such entry. Corhlan v Miller, 106
Ore 406, 54-56, 211 P 163, 166-167 (1922)
19. A. J. Casner & W. B. Leach, Cases
and Text on T'roperty 451 (24 cd 1969).
20. Sce Annot, Right of Landlord to Di
possese Tenant Witheut Legal Proe ]
ALR 313 (1926), 49 ALLR HiT (1027), ¢
ALR 280 (1929), 101 ALR 476 (1850,
ALRSA 177 (1966).




o <

1973 page 7

“Portland SCRIBE September 15-21,

message to the Albina |
in Portland whe needs m s
afford to pay for it. Ii's true, There's a warm,
unofficial, friendly osph in the tiny cli-
nic waiting room with the staff out talking to
visitors, calling régulars by name, and making
first-timers feel comfortable. Outside through
tbe big front window, the blare of a R&B station
and the night traffic of cars and people on Wil-
liams Ave. is reassuring, It's not like the ri-
tual purgatory of m plastic plants,
and Ladies Home Journal that prepares you for
the vision of your family 60ctor.

While I sat talking to

and a baby, a middleaged bl :

young white woman who :

there was blood in her ear, saw the doctor,
They walked in, gave their w, saw the doc-
tor and thea left or stayed around to talk. Just
like that, no red tape, nom

y en m clinic has
!h em ‘ Mormﬁon KE)-
the
n i lickﬁ cell amg-)a
mia testing, V,D, nt, immunizations,
and a well-baby clinic are Ill ongoing programs
to keep the community lnﬂthy.

One in four black pe0ple
sion. tension is IM
health problem in the b
illness is the first.
"silent killer" b.caul. are no ‘mr
of the damage to m art
that a person may be suffering, or sex is
~not a factor. Blacks as young as 15 have died
of strokes caused by d hypertension,
It is therefore extremely imp that all
blacks be tested for hypertension and properly
treated if they are found susceptible to the dis-
ease. At this time hypertension is treated ex-
clusively by expensive ‘but staff members
at the clinic are trying qu out a preventi-

As well as
preventative hea

from hyperten-

most important
:mnunity. mem.al

Photo: Dorreen Labby

tive program of diet and physical exercise that
may eventually replace drugs as treatment.

The Peoples Free Health Clinic has served Port-
land for many yars and it's dedicated volunteer
staff of organizers and medical people have
struggled to keep the clinic open despite times

{ ‘of no money and pressure from various city and

medical bureaucracies, The clinic's latest
clagh with Emanuel Hospital and the Portland
Development Commission over demolition of the
previous clinic for the hospital's now defunct
expansion plan ended in victory with Emanuel
agreeing to pay the clinic's rent for the next
five years at its new location, The clinic is
still supported mainly by donations with some

“cell testing. With new, better funded health-
care facilities growing up in the wake of the
Peoples Clinic's efforts, the clinic will remain
as a small but welcoming "people's place' in
an area where, for good or bad, city and fed-
eral programs are taking control of the peo-
ple'sfuture. Sandra re-iterated the clinic's
simple code. '"What we have to give people is
time and care. We are trying to take time to
let people know we care about them. "

The clinic needs volunteer workers, particul-
arly a carpenter and a plumber. If you can
help the clinic out with a donation of work or
money please call 281-1209, =
Dorreen Labby

NEW FREE CLINICS, The newiy opened Al-
bina Health Care Center has a 170, 000 dollar
grant from Model Cities, a beautiful new suite
of offices and equipment, and is staffed by third
world doctors. It offers free doctors and med-
icine to Model Cities residents. Soon to be open
ed is Health Help at the St, Andrew's Church at
N.E. 8th. More on the order of the People's
Clinic and working closely in conjunction with
them Health Help will offer a counseling ser-
vice as well as free medical care. (These are
the people who have given such unflagging sup-
port to the farmworkers struggle here in Port-
land. )




The Multnomah County
Department of Judicial Ad-
ministration removed the
personal property belong to
the Fred Hampton People's
Health Clinje from property
owned by the Portland De-
velopment Commission at 109

Russell Street. This
action was taken pursuant to
a Court judgement entered
on March 15, 1973, ordering
the removal of the Clinic
from the property.

The Clinic had occupied
the Property rent free for a
period of 16 months, During
this period, the Development
Commission and Emanuel
Hospital hagd offered the
Clinie comparable facilities
rent free for a period of five
years,

The action by the Com-
mission in enforcing - the
court judgement was made
necessary by reason of the
construction of a street and
relocation of utilities to serve
the surrounding neighbor-
hoods, Stanton Yards and
Emanuel Hospital. The street
is Presently under construc-
tion and the city advised the
Development Commission
that the property was needed
for construction the first
week in May.
stated that, if there were
any delay to the contractor
due to the demolition of the
building, the expense would
have to be absorbed by the

4

Ny Y
Development Commission,

e - Commission- advised
that, at the request of Kent
Ford, Clinie spokesman, the

B

personal Property would be
moved directly to the new

offices where the Clinic will .

be operated at 2341-2343 N.
Williams
for this new
paid by- Emanue| Hospital
until August, 1977. In addi.
tion, the Development Com-
mission - wil] make a reloca-
tion payment to the Clinie,
Benjamin (. Webb, Chief
of - Relocation for the De.
velopment Commission, said:
“For the Past 21 months we
and Emanye]
every effort to get the Clinje
to relocate jts facilities volun-
tarily. we have offered the
Clinic severa|
facilities with several years
of free- rent, any one of
which could have provided
the Clinic with facilities com.

good faijth
this mat-

According to Kent Forg,
the facilites offered by the
Portland Development Com-

Mmission and Emanuel Hos-
pital either required a large
outlay of cost to bring up to
standards, or did not have
sufficient room to house the
clinie,

Avenue. The rent"
facility will pe..

P

alternative J




~ Eviction Of ‘Peoples’ Clinic Protested By Director
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" The Fred Hampton Peo-
ples Free Heallh Clinic was
evicted from its offices at 109

. Russell St, Tuesday to
make way for a street-wid-
ening project.

" “We regret this very
‘much. It is the first eviction
in all the time of the Eman-
ue! Hospital expansion pro-

ect,” said Benjamin C.

ebb, relocation chiel for
the Portland Development
Fommission.

The action was protested
by Kent Ford, clinic direc-
tor, who said the cviction
came without warning.

“They just broke in here

this morning at about 8 and
started moving our equip-
ment,” Ford said.
* “More than $1,000 in vac-
cine has been destroyed be-
.cause it has to be refrigerat-
ed and they have taken away
$10,000 worth of equipment.”
" The clinic was to be moved
Tuesday, but when Ford ar-
‘rived with a truck to b&gniln
moving equipment at about
8:30 a.m. eviction already
had begun, Ford said.

The clinic had been or-
‘dered moved a week ago, ac-
cordng to Webb. *“Ford

ised to get everything
out last w d and he
made another promise for

.E:erday. but as late as 11
night no moving was
'.n :

w
q place,” Webb said.
The city eers said

{&  The Portland

 Commission notified ge '
Multnomah County

and obtained an order to en-
fer - the Ah:ndiu Tuesday,

Webb said.
Because of the eviction,
the dinic will forfeit about
$300 of a $2,500 payment that
was to come from PDC,
Webb said.

“We will have to deduct
the cost of the van and mov-
ing,” Webb said.

All clinic' equipment was

moved to 231 N. Wilhams
Ave., the new clinic site,
which also houses the Fred
Hampton dental clinic.

Emanuel Hospital has
apreed to pay the $125-per-
month rent at the new clinic
site for four or five years,
Webb said.

“We really don't see how

a \., :

o

PROTESTING eviction by Portland

'slon of Fred Hampton Peopl
qurgmulmu.ma.umqarm.mm !

\.

es Free Health Clinic from

this eviction is going to hurt
them (the clinic) the
drugs are a loss, but the
electricity already was off
when we got here,”” Webb
said.

“We would have loved to
get out of this without a has-
sle.” .

The eviotion was prema-

protests to Benjamin C. Webb, relocation chiet

é ,‘_?',Wyﬁu

ture and not according Lo
agreement, according to
Charles Harris, Legal Aid at-
tomey for the clinic.

“We were under the im-
ﬁresslm that nothing would
appen until things were set-
tled with the new landlord
and with the hospital,” he

said.
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s authorities ered ' move<until hdll-’r She said-it is the second"
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7 The Fred- Hampton 'Free:
Peoples’ Health. Clinic' was
ordered Wednesday by Cir-
cuit Court Judge John Beat-
ty Jr. to move out of the
building it occupies at 109 N.
Russell St. R

building occupied
by the clinic, filed a com-
plaint against the clinic.for |
possession of the premises. |
The building is scheduled to
be demolished for expansion
of Emanuel Hospjtal. --.: , .
Plaintgfs said they ac- i
quired the property in
cember, 1971, and notified |
the defendant to move sever- i
RAE Deaty ot e |
tty ruled that |
more than adequate notice to |
move was given. 1
th'l'he clinic contended that :
e Portland Development |
Commission should find a |
new location for the health |
care facility and that the city |
was violating state and fed-*
eral relocation laws, -9
The clinic provides free |
medical care for an average |
of 100 persons a mont#®, ac-
cording to a clinic spokes-
man. |




Council Delays Ac

Portland’s City Council ap-|tions commission had refusedidone.

has no plans to act|to issuc a permit. “If it ‘is not serious, it's an-|that

S00m on a recommendation that| Denial was based on sectionslother

r but we
the Fred Hampton People’s|of the city code allowing denial/make t
Clinic.lnc..begivenailmeappliutkmismthmt, : us.”

- month permit to solicit|responsible

meetings

character and reputation if
Terry D. Schrunk said|the solicitation will not be sus
he believes Fred|pervised by a responsible per-

son. :
Head of the corporation
Kent Ford, Portland BJ
Panther leader, :
Ford's corporation rates
the health clinic, staof'f’:d
volunteers, and the Malcolm X
“|Dental Clinic and a free br
unless fast program for children, .
by the solicitors, in the district. s
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City Permit |

Portland Black Panther
er Kent Ford called the recom
mendation by the Public So el
tations Commission that
Fred Hampton People’s Heali
Clinic, Inc., be given a th

hmpgrary permit

9 . N
asked for a year’s per-
it,” he said in an intervy

No date had been set for th
The item must be filed on the
agenda Friday- Feb. 26, to be
heard at council meetin he
Lollowinl Wednesday or -

ay.




Solicitations Permit For Clinic Backed

b e Wtﬂ-‘ mmm concerned only|dered g:.;lto stay &l“t‘l’:
M Hf'_f’mo“‘g‘“»l:m Ford, head of the y“_;'ge“";’.m"“y-

‘ Clisie, Inc., be{raHios, who “prociaimed & i monthly e o g

n a mw:
month p to seek public
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"Clinic Permit Spurs Debate, No Decision |

In a five hour, 50 minute ses-
sion, the Public Solicitations
Commission took no action on
the requests of the Fred Hamp-
ton People’s Health Clinic,
Inc., and four other organiza-
tions Wednesday.

The City Council at its Jan.
14 meeting asked the commis-
sion for further details on why
it had given the clinic an un-
favorable recommendation.
The commission is charged
with screening applications for

per-{for in

the free breakfast for school
children program, Malcolm
Dental Clinic or Fred Hampton
People’s Clinic.”

The leaflet also claimed
““McDonald’s is used as a base
area for PIG attacks on the
black community.”

~ A letter to Tradewell
Stores, Inc., dated Sept. 11,

Council Airs
Sewer Plan

GRESHAM (Special) — Fi-
nal plans to double the capaci-
ty of Gresham’s sewage treat-
ment plant were presented to

night,

City Manager Bob Me-
Williams said bids for con-|letter
struction of the estimated $1.2
'million project may be called
in March. Money for the

is now availal h
MEL TS
sent three llons
day upacity to s millm
insta treatment

the City Council Wednesday|the

city’s m-'

propowtolocatea"
market” in the old 4-H Build-

l -mwl.
hoﬁem for Mtely

the|River,

bam at this tlm would lud unﬁtlm

A f'!(

because it “does not support|1970, in which Jeff Fikes of the

Black Panther party, Portland
Chapter, asked for three per-
sonnel changes and “that you
support the people’s free
breakfast for school children,
in care of the Highland Church
of Christ . . . These demands
are non-negotiable.”

~— A decision by Judge Rob-
ert Jones which forbade the
Black Panthers from picketing
anyone for failure to make con-
tributions to any charity.
Judge Jones said, “There ex-
ists no public or private right
to compel contributions from
anyone to any charity or com-
munity activity.”
Charges Answered

In rebuttal, Morhead said
there was no source given on
“McDonald boycott” leaf-
let tying it with Kent Ford.

In to the Tradewell is no w.
ng:he.d Hm it if there is 3".'3»;:.

Fikes had
write it.

ulaMJud;eJonu deci-

authority to|tj

other appearance befon GO‘
‘ councxl Wednesday night

umbpma
reodwda:mpuded

——

Martin Luther King's demands
on the city of Birm ngham ”

He asked for more ‘‘specific
facts” and said the absence of
them was “similiar to Me-
Carthy.”

As tension mounted in the
small hearing room, crowded
with about 40 spectators, Ford
faced the commission and de-
clared, “We don't have to
come down here. We have done
|everything but get on our
hands and knees, Now we will
play over it.”

Ford refused to answer the
question of what he would do if
the permit was denied.

Jonathan Moscow, one of the
officers of the health clinic, ex-
ploded at the commission,
“Don’t tell us Mayor Schrunk
digs the clinics. We don't like
that b— -. We feed hungry
kids, medh! ud

"lt is obvious you want tg

mmva District Court|a.m.

my for failure to file

Tt

Robert C. Belloni placed Pul-
on 1-year probation on

s{Boys' Clubs of Portiand
due(the Tri-County Ares, Inc.

It gave a favorable
ndation to the
0 .theMetmt\;m

.

>

sion; St. Johns Jaycees: Ore-|

B0 Literacy Inc.; i
oo 'W .

i
i .
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‘Reverse decision (/i

i To the Editor: 1 am distressed that
¢ the solicitation committee has denied a
§~quest to those seeking funds for the

: ﬁle's Clinic. Respectability is a dif-
; commodity to define in the
¢ strange modern world, but every per-
sonal contact I have had with the di-
rectorship of this clinic has !
me with their intent on

| service to the community and 4

‘Ibecl;nicismhd!gmupmd-;.tﬂ
the black community where people. )

s
B

The Oregonian
January 18, 1971
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People’s Health Clinic Turned Down In Bid To Solicit Funds

The Fred Hampton Peop!

- 4t

Ies Public Solicitations Commis-
which screens applicants

m clinics and a breakfast

city council,
health corporation,i
maintains medical and

o, ls headed by Kent
NSanRafadSt.
are
Jon-
randi

and Mrs.

2 and 3 of the city's|count

5"
5 & Ty a o«

:
T Mg
" tha

not a responsible person of
good character and reputation,
or. . . . any member, manag-

officer or agent of the ap-
plicant is not a responsible per-
son of character and rep-
utation for honesty and integri-

ty;
“(3) Thaw the control of
I inho:ofﬂnsollckamk
not underarupauib
and reliable person.”
commission’s motion
said the petition was also de-
lﬂd"duﬂotheh*mnuac-

the money drawn out of the;
corporation’s funds was writ-
ten on the check, Mrs. Ford
said, “‘unless it was
obvious like to the phone com-
Pany."
Mrs. Ford indicated she
this lystem because she was
aecumtant. Seldom
lable at

'i

with any similar w

wg

gram for youngsters

Moscow estimated it would|grams in the United St
take $1,145 a iaonth to finance|was just a local operat
these operations. He figured Tberevd&z’
there would only be the most|try of Deliverance
minimal of collection expenses|ration was tabled by the
since the work would be done|mission since




r-g.r-o

>
o
L
»

3
-
o
P

panss TGS

ity

-

o~

AL BEXA. ROONS

.

"'#bm: B LAS.

;;’ -
»

:
Pl

¥

.
‘;

e R
 GRILE

&

e

N s

CONCL. DT,

S

. 3 B
A e (A8 L B

i

gl -

W

-y



Locc ING CouBR.

d
3
WO \iﬁTu

CAS GaAL. Gooe
N B TANK

3
F
42
t]

t sou

1. Bo

nés

‘L.' i

pogp F i e o e ¥ ayly
s A SR
T it W

w %




[
i

R
- -

-
]

sk wall
= e

»

AN

LATex
'
SNAMIE
ENAMBL
-
'I
"
S e
Cadér Seosin

LAl

3

CoATS
Bl

.
"o

- BEIS.
e T SR CRE
1Y

¢
-

falpT
"
"
n

2

Trars svaMd e
T sl CAS O

Y C4Ats

1 Coavs
7 coaTs DALK LaTex”

14 20075 Chsorm

Y A

C.pivek &4, \tapeb?

NN

_ T e

v.‘/
' -nuj

2910 Dad 979

r
.
o . s g
-5?E<u
W s
-

S

siuivé

P Fte .
r4gt

Noesbhiné

'"wY ¢

Creq 0"y sea

N

hise

|
)
N ot LT

& T 0N

ScHE puLe <P

-

R Y AT S T T g Wt

CIRE NSl €

FLoo A

|
|

=

v |

2
(- -

-~

CEWINvG

AT A Ve AN ALY,
’ ,. F

161

gl e sy
Lol »e .

e T e ‘ﬂg& e A X ¢l
‘ ¥ B SO - SRR . ES

B 75 o v A s B i ;...’. %
v ,‘»t . R . L . Y 3 AR RPN o “‘- ' "'Lﬁh g Y' A U ‘,_‘ :

a" .

.

- _ ‘ s
“"® . i -4 . " . e ’,

i, YN . oy . L s ~ ° ‘

e Sy : . 134 . o (

S whysed Pe T . A Y "

17r Ao i : ’ ! -

r ”
s o /‘.
N b :
L5 ) s

- gt
< .%—J‘Af e




-4

A9
'
|
L~ \\\.\ i
o
"
)
|
)
& .
LF
W Py
W gy _é
r % B O ‘o
A
*
-
»xy
L - ’
wridventy 5
e r— Y
-
.
4
AR . .
7 A
\\\.,. w A
i >
v N o
"y 0 ™
sl v
by 0 v
T .
.y o
¢ T;. ®
3 !
+8
Pu-e Lol 7
"\
fw
e % o
A
s
o v\ “ - N
Trie e
L4

 { RS Ll
- v..a “tm
) P 2 1 y
: S Ll
~ 1” ‘=
y X o &
N % 7] .md‘
. ¥ v ke
- - " e ¢ \J\.
“ .0.
v - ¥ o
ysoe dides :
Framwowpva
¥ ' :

&L § : Pkl R S e S i Al 4 A
; L S S 3 ) ¢ E it 2 ITE, W .
s M B st - % ¥ > » W &3 ¢
L4 o Y ~ " ¢ L
{ 9 faas ;
) y - ar
Lavrr
et ‘ o Q..‘\ g t*\w s.\#. B b
s N Y ¥, I i
. U d R O...»O 1 4o S e A
- { ;v,.. N
& A ¥ ! ¢ -
a& (=S5 00, 5 EENERPW Y
p. -y, v ol >
4~ _ Jm e v@.._ ¢ )
N 4 S —— o : "
NTIPNE
-ﬂ w
- o A
e A..‘»f\/
h O e SRR w
i -4 &
3 B =
I | NIy ¥ g ¥ |
4 Vits
: ( b B Dol
A ; z ' P ‘
i
4 - g e
O . i
1 | ¥ v
!
]
; ' i B
e S m , .
S & Ty
3 £
. . m i m\c
: . dmes g * 3
. AS ~. g7
: T ) LR
. ! _ 5 A ....h‘
,_ {
| ). |
. -~ W \. “
¢ !
7
, |
|
- - - — <~ ’
i
- A
e :
1 V
'
‘b %
> F
. *
i &
A L Fas o

. ”

Veroen Yvo>r »“zm‘?dcv .cug

" Sav.p €
ReLvy v g

i
.

o LTRT Y

L TRNYNY JA¥2 ) &

o 5y

" ? ._ > <

l" ‘.Q-
*rrrw - - W= i
Abalsw 20 e? avLer gaglnd

widL _Q.Q_.: 15 Lovg

-

— —

Sapvna faver’

R LZAARETLR AL TR

WrvE SAVeS

JRD

vY, Saved

3T &

4 aw——

J11YMm 20 L



S Al %" 3
’%d*7 g b
S Lo N




sy of

1ibk 13

>

e

4
28V

Jim Crolley

Stagus of
afflea o




3-‘-7!
8lack Pumnr'o unul cnnu
“‘k ¥ y v ‘ ) . x5 :
.M 0& 10, p.l. today Or, Mnholl ulld mmfng q In«lry ‘dlt
h.ummtdoor to his. He undoutbnoum mn
and thet the Panthers have moved cnd that he Is allowl
their ewuipment there, mt frd :ll thelr bulm.g t
m ‘made avallabis to. them I's :
offerad them & spece In an old ulotln : ‘ nle
56d It because they wanted & new placs, one that wes
Accomodate both the Medicel and Dental clinics
. e noted thet It wes at his 1nals

it




oy

M B PRI

X, ¥




% s

i

March-9, "” "

Mr. James Barnes
Attorney at Law
Legal Ald Servi
SI7 N, £, KINTT}
Portland, Oregon

i 5

-

Re: Fred Hamptén Mealth Clinic
109 N, Russel} -

ae B o
o




MALCOLM 1. MONTACUE R PORTLAND, Mmo} R g 5. 3 PRI
PRESTON C. HIEFIELD, IR e "
OLIVER 1. NORVILLE ! ’ mmt, 1973 RECE'VED

JAMES E. CRIFFIN
LARRY C. HAMMACK

RICHARD E. ALEXANDER NAR 5 m

: \ a5 5
g g » . : g r RRAR v 5 v'." ol A

My. Holman J. Barnes : 3

Legal Ald REQUESTED
517 N. B, Killingsworth

muu. Oregon 97211

..V." " '* Jrea k(- {‘L M‘fﬁp”# A‘H“' ’ 3 )/-’-'1:;‘ #' h‘v‘ " d

o 0 halh ! M ﬁ' - ma
ey » E u e

3 e ln Y':‘ ( "g 5 "’ﬁ.,;~ " v

T s e ¢ ) b

¥ o O L v !

N ey b1
.'"7\ (WL %




Having had no contact from the clinic in the past, and
in lieu of any response to this correspondence, the Commission
must go ahead as outlined above. .

Very truly yours,

WILLIAMS, MONTAGUE, STARK,
HIEFIELD & NORVILLE, P.C.

" JEGian

Fred Hampton Peoples' Health Climic
109 North Russell
!q_t?lad,.' Oregon

‘toq;LQll.ncmo;np-.ae Commission
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