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Citizen Involvement Activities
March. L97B

4. Zoning Code Revision }leetings

Notification: through ONn coordinators and distriet
planning committees.

Purpose: To provide a forum for detail'ed discusslona
of Code revisions proposed in fourth alternatlves ln
order to identify issues to be addressed as part of
the Comprehensive Plan,

C. Meetings:

D i strict Date Attendance

A

B

Inner SE
North Portland
Inner NE
NW
I'1id SE,/Far SE
SW/Far SW
far NE
CBD

March
March
March
March
March
April

7
I6
22
23
30
11

8
10

4
5

5. District Lown HaI1 Meetings

The distribution of the first four district edltions
(Inner SE, North Portland, Inner NE, and Northwest) 1g
delayed due to a printing cont,ract problen beyond Clty
control; the town hall meetings for these diEtricts rare also delayed. These editions wil} be malled the
week of Aprjl 17, rather than April 3; town hal1 meetlngr
are scheduled for the second week of June to allow for
30 days notifications, rather than the last week of
Apri.I. The publicat.ion of the last six digtrict editione
and town-hall mectings are on schedule.

6. Planning Process

The new planning process lras
March 22, 1978.

passed by City Councll on

7 General Citizen Awareness,/Education Activlties

A. ADII campaign kick-off

B. Series of Comprehensive Plannlng articler ln glqgglgg.
,I

c. KWJJ (f O8O A!,1) taping - "Prober - to tli heard the l' -,i .

vreekend of April 1,2, Saturday am or SOnday pm,
,.

D. CETA grant approved by City Councll for general 
.

notifi.cation of district edltlone and analysls of
responses.

I

I

l. .l

{:li

I
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CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT ACTIVITIES

1. Special Interest Groups

Notifichtion: February 1, t97B; Ictter,
reply card and City Planner to tt5d-q!EG?s.

Purpoee: To provide opportunity for organizations
to identlfy lssues and goa1s, and review and respond
fio altcrnatives.
Reaponae! 3{r-[ItlFl returned reply cards; staff
followed up with reminder phone caIIs.

A

B

c

D l,leetingsr March 6 and March 9,
reprecented. City Planner and
dlgtributed, along with a group
pchedule and opinion poll -

7:30 PM; Ze-tarye
City Planner Handbooks
response process, trme

Topic

Introduction to the
Comprehensive Plan-
Philosophy and Development

23

2 fnforination Exchanges

A.

B

o
il-btif icatton
tnd natled t
.iiil:l'
r r}+iir,'r.pgiporer To
dliancY irtaff
lteues that

February 27, 1978; 75 flyers posted
city bureaus and other grovernmental agencies.

l--4,'

::i$

it.*i

.ik l
provide the opportunity for city and
people to share information relevant

are shaping Portlandts future.

!
a

t

l,Iarch 31

3. Nol hborhood Plannin

Economic Development in
Portland

Planning in the Region

Kit Distribution

other
to the

Attendancc

22

in identifying
problems and

neighborhood

c. l,leetings

March L0

tlarch

Itarch

L7

24

Federal Funding for Housing 18

ll

;
]t

A

B

Notlficatlon: Ilarch 8, L978; letter to Neighborhood
Agaociation Chairpersons (70) .

Purpose: To aid Neighborhood Associations
data, inventory, goals, issues, proposals,
opSrortunities for their own area.

c Meeting: March 22, 1978; 7:30
arsociationa represented; kits
Pollow-up: Staff will hand
plcked up at the meeting.

PM. Thirteen
distributed.

March
1978

D deliver those kits not
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5. Zonlns Code Revision Meetin gs

A Notiflcation: D A
r;Er.o,-A i-n r t'arc and disrrin+ -.r atDnlnt !!tutl' blaGE;
March 30, 1978 invitation to 57 city bureaua, other
governmental agenciee and special interest contacts.
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Citizen fnvolvement Activities
l.larch, 19 7 I

5. Oreqo4 Altitudes Survey

Interviewera began field work o
conpleted 350 of the planned 45
completion date, May 1, 1978.

Purpose: To provide forum
of code revisions proposed
in order to identlfy issues
of the Cornprehensive Plan.

C. lleetings:

Dletrict ,'/other

Far SWlSl{ HilIs District
Far NE District
City Bureaue
Special Interest Groups

prll 7th and have
nterviewsi expected

r detalled discugsions
fourth alternqtlves

o bc addresaed ar part

Date

April 1l
April 13
April 13
April 14

Attendance

lz
8

10
10

7. District Editions

The inserte for the Far SW and Sw Hills Districts delivered
and mailed the week of April 24 on schedule. Remaining
Dietrlcts to be delivered and mailed during the first
two weeks of May.

8. Dietrict Edition and town-hall meeting no tification flyer

.ti 6$-i.t aa: l: ^-- €^.=_E-Li_Li..bi.J. Additionally, 160 r 000
flyers publicizing the availabil"ity of the district
editions will be mailed by district beginning the first
week of May.



CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT ACT1VITIES

1. Special Interest Groups

April 13, L978, 7:30 PM; follow-up meeting for attendees
of,.ttarch neetings. Representatives from three groups
tttended. One group submitted a completed Opinion Poll;
deadline for submission is t'lay 3I, 1978.

2. Open House

April 14, 3-5 pm, Bureau of Planning; planned for
one Friday afternoon each month.

Notification: March 22, 1978 to all neighborhood
association chairpersons and contacts; "April Compre-
hensive Planning News" to al.1 neighborhcod association
chairpersons r special interest group contacts, Planni.ng
Commission, CCI and City.Council.

Purpose: to provitle informal forum for general
comprehensive planning discussions.

D. ResPonse: AIffiC.

3. Information Exchanqes

Notification: April 4, 1978, April agenda sent to
TOigovernmental agencies, city bureaus, Planning
Commission, City Council and CCI.

Purpose: to provide opportunity for city and other
agency staff people to share information relevant to
the issues that are shaping Portlandrs future.

C. Meetings 1o_P]g Attendanee

April 7 23

Apr:i1 21 Sanitary 14

April 28 Cr ime Pre-r'entiotr and Land
Use Pl anninc;

4. Neighborhood Planninq Kits

A

B

c

A

B

Ncighbor:hood Plans and the
Comprehensive Plan

Portl.andrs Storm and
Sewcr P 1;r ns

April
L978

arililrm *j..]r>F-, -.. ,.raE..i..lEr
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6. Nolqhbo rhood Planninq Kits
AU klta have been distributed; a w
early ll.y to provide help to those
needed lt. 25 neighborhood associa
at thc Uay 4th meeting. This neigh
of the comprehensive planning proce
planning process ordinance in tlarch
eatisfactorily addreeeed a major co
associations.

orltthoi vas heid in
a.loclatlonr rho
tLons sere repreaented
borhood planning element
ss, added during the
1978, seema to have

ncern of the neighborhood

7. Itbdia

8. CCf Vacancies

The I3-person corrnittee currently has three vacangies; 17
applicatlons have been gubmitted and a CCI sub-cottrndttee
will be interviewing during the week of June 19'.

It
lr

Hedla interest has been good recently ultli'fgOol. lQx,
KGt{ radlo e T.v., KoAP, XOrN and loial niife'paprtf tlrovidlng
coverage on the comprehensive plan and upcoming town haII
meetlnge.
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Citizen Involvernent Actlvltlei
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I. The City Planner: Diatrlct Edittg-nt.ri n

34,500 copies have been distrlbutcd a3
lirtrT€ean- Neighborhood Arsociatl

3,500 - Phon6 or'ilLll requcrtf
14,000 - Banks
I,500 - llisc. (gov't. agencloll.

,.)al

2. Town HalI Meetings

Di stri-ct

I,lid SE
SW HilIs
Far Slf
Par t'18

{il,i

tI

1,

I
ii

3

t-_

Date

s/30/78
5 /3t/7I
6/L/78
6/5/78

II
t i ./.,-' (r

At
,iiu{
Jil ,r

i

35
a0

i ,{.

:

,q+
:lSpecial fnterest Groups

Three groups - Mazamas, YMCA and Junior
returned their polls and responses. St
soliciting response from the remaining

4. fnformation Exchan es

5. opinion PoIl Returns

Approximately 450 opinion polls hwe
The ratio of returned po1ls to the n
mailed and distributed is poor. Sta

',ij
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I
I

E
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i
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These Friday afternoon sessions continued durlng tho rpnth
of May, rvith "Rcaional Ptanning," "Cont[rrGhcnalw Dlrn Pourth
Alternatives," and "Powel1 Butte" as toplc!. Attcndenc€ ffo[
city and other governrental staf f averagGc 20-25,i1rr netlng.

I,

|,-r :

' :t" r

on sonre media,/press coverage of the
uorkihg



CITIZEN PARTICIPATION

IN

PORTI,AND, OREGON

Presentation Pnepaned for
National Confenence fo:r
Neighbonhood CoondinatonE

Mary C. Pedeneen
May L9, 1976

Dieclainer: The statements
contained henein are the
obsenvationE of the authon
on1y, and have not been
endoneed by neighbonhood
associations or? by the City
of Pontlandl .
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Portlarid, Oregon
Offlce of Neighborhood Assoclatlons
Coordinator - I'lary ?edersen
City Ha11
1220 S.W. Jth Ave., Port1and, 0regon
Goi zt+e-ustg

97204

The purpose of the Office of Nelghborhood Associations l-s to encou:rage
and stlnulate citlzen participatlon. This task ls acconpllshed largely
through lmproving conmunlcatlons! (1) between cltlzens (as individual-s
or organized groups) and clty officials; (2) arnong eltlzens in a neigh-
borhood on rnatters affecting neighborhood Ilvabi11ty.

In Porlland, the nelghborhood. associatJons date back tnto the early 1950's.
The 0ffice was estabLlshed ln February, 1!f4. Today there are approxlmately
4J organized. nelghborhood. associatlons, of rfiich about tno-thtrds are actlve
at a given tlme. Ind.ustrial or comme:rc1-a1 nelghborhood organizatlons are
belng formed as well as resldentlal or genera.l nenbership groups. Four or
five areas have not yet organized..

I. ]N]TIAT]ON

Elght Northeast neighborhoods had Motlel Cities firnds, and J Southeast groups
had OEO firnds. Here staff lras aval1ab1e to assist nelghborhood. groups. The
reneral agency aLso had. sevem,l fielcl offices. Planning efforts 1n other
areas, however, were tllfflcul-t to acconplish rithout assistance to the
participatlng citizens .

The planners proposed. a system of cllstrict planni.ng orga.nJ-zations. The
nayor appolnted a task foree to stuily the proposal . The D?0 Task Forc e
met for a year anil subrEtted a report ln December, l9?2, Ttre new lvlayor
NelI Golttschmld.t obtained councll supporL for bud,get funds for a staff he
ca11ed Bureau of Neighborhood Organl-zations. Conmlssioner lilll-dred Schuab
rras glven the responsibllity of i,rrlting an od,inance lnplementlng the
proposal. She hired l4ary Pedersen rho for 4 nonths worked rith neighbor-
hood groups to prepare drafts.

At a meeting of 100 citlzens held to review the first draft, it became
clear that neighborhoods feareil that Dlstrlct Planning Organizatlons (OfOs)
woulal usurp the role of the nel-ghborhood assoclations. The task force had
trled to anslrer this concern, by ca1lIng for a tro tier structure of nelgh-
borhood plaru:ing orga.nlzations (NPOs) and DPOs.

In the second draft of the onllnance, DPOs were to be established by neigh-
borhood organlzatlons lf they chose to do so, and would enjoy od-y those
responsibilities delegated to them. In lts delibe:rations, City Council
decided that they did not {ant any structure lntervening between bureau
officia.ls and neighborhood groups any more than some neighborhoods, so DPOs
were deleted frorn the ordinance.

Task fonces are a good method to begin studying the forms of
citizen parblclpation, but they should be asketl to study alternatlves.
f they are establlshed. to stud,y a given prcposal-, they can end. up d.e-

fendlng that proposal and thls red.uces thelr f1-exlbl11ty.

1



0ther provlsions of the ordinanee were!

I - nlnlnun stand.arris for group membershlp (open to resldents,
?roperty owners, business licensees, and. representatives
of non-prof Lt organLzatlons ) ;

2 - one grcup per area rith no overlappl-ng boundani.es;

3 - groups were asked to notlfy people when natters direct1y
affectlng them were being discussed, and nrajori-ty vlews
and. dissenting vlews were both to be recorded;

4 - forrral recognl-tlon by Council resolution of groups neeting
the standaads.

One yea.r 1ater, the ordlnance fiErs chalJ-enged by groups who tLitL not nant
to change their nembership standa,:rils. Cormcil- then respontled by redrafting
the ordlnance to be nore flexible.

The recogni-tion proeess nas d.ropped. altogether. Stnrctu:=J- stanclaris (such
as those for membershlp and bor-rnd"ari es ) were replacetL by performanc e stan-
dards (no dlseri-ml-natlon, recordlng ttlssenting vlews, dues voh:ntary). A
copy of the ordinance as amended is encl-osed..

EINDING 2. Some type of e1i6ib111ty requirenents are essential to guld.e
staff work. Stantlards should be based on how the groups shoul-d or should
not behave, r:ather than on thelr structures, because structuLes are not
unifozm. A consensus on the rays groups should ope:rate is easler to devel-op.

BASIS OF AUTHORITY

The orlginal oalallnance passed Council by a tr1 vote in February, 1pf4. The
arnend ed ordinance lEssed Council 1n November, L9?5, after ) hear{ngs.

flTNDING Establlshlng a program by ordinance is qulcker than charter
hanges, and amend.nents are easier. The existence of the prograrn nray not
e as secure, but results begin to shor more quickly.

BUMET

For fiscaJ- year 19?3-?4, the Corurcll- allocated $fO5,ooo to begln the program.
On1y $251000 nas spent as the implementor and one secretary rere the only
ernployees that year.

It fY 1974-?5, $14Or000 ras appnoved. The process of rrr"i.ting contracts
with neighborhood assoclatl-ons took 5 months, so the impLementation was
later than anticipated. Expend.itures totalled $80,000.

In FY L975-f6, a s5-x-months builget was approved of $95,000. After the
ordinance uas anend.ed., addltlonal flrnds were allocated. for a yearly total
of $U7,000.
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Recent Councll- budget hearings saw the approval of a L976-7f builget
of $18?,000 by a vote of )-2,

II. ORGAN]ZATION AND COIiIMI]NICATION

These funds are Clty genetlal funds. The Southeast nelghborhoods offlce
(S.U. Upfift) is funaed. partly through Houslng & Comnunity Development
funds and partly through 1oca1 money of the ?ortland DeveJ- opnent Corn-
mission. The buttget for fiscal yea,r 197 5-?5 r+as $22,891 , in 1ocal fi.rnds,
pl-us HCD moni.es.

NelghborhootL assoclatlons In Portland are regarded as independent, non-
profit groups. About 1/l have fo:rnal.ly lncorpo::ated. They organize
themselves, although they may consult rlth staff on rnethods of organizing.

The organizing process usually beglns when an 1ndlvld.ua1 or a snall group
approaches ONA to explore the possibility of organizing. Sonetlnes the
pressure of an lmmed.iate need or lssue will lead to a request for assl-st-
ance wlth a flyer or meetS-ng notj-ce. If the group wishes to organize as
a neighborhood association, a neetlng of 20 to l0 lnterested people 1s
gene::a11y he1d, and a staff member of ONA n111 attend to descd-be teeh-
niques used successfully by other groups.

The next step is a larger general meeting. flLyers are prepared. by the
neighbors and prtnted by ONA or Southeast Up11ft. The cltlzens are res-
ponsible for dLstributlon. At the neeting, the group ls encor:raged to
identify need.s or problens and form sna11 groups or comrnittees to discuss
rhat can be done. Subsequent neetlngs nray focus on these lssues and bureau
officials ney be lnvlted to speak to the group. ONA informs the neighbors
who to contact ln whlch bureau, and may facilitate the contact.

Hhen bylaws are rmj-tten and bound.aries adopted, the association is placed
on the nap compiled by ONA, and the chlef officer and contact person are
listed on the nelghborhood 1ist. Thus the group is recognlzed by this
lnforrnal process. To be eligible for staff assistance with newsletters
and projects, the bylaws nust neet the folloring standalrls as stated in
the ordinance:

3,95.030, Mini-rnum Stanclards. In ord.er to be eligible to
recelve the clty assistance provicled for in this chapter, nelgh-
bozhood assoclations must rneet the folloring minimum sta,ndards !

(a) Membership. The membershlp of a neighborhood association
sha1l not be limited by race, ereed., col-or, sex, national origin
or income. Dues sha1l be collectetL onJ-y on a voluntary basis.

(b) Oissent. A neighborhood. association shal1 fol-1ow a
written proc edure by rhich dlssentlng viers on any lssue con-
sidered by the neighborhood assoclation sha1l be recorded and
t::ansnltted along with any recommend.atlons made by the associ-
atlon to the clty.
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(c) Grievances. A nelghborhood assoclation sha1l foJ-J-ow a
xritten proc edlrre rhereby persons nay request the association to
reconsider a declslon whlch adversely affects the person or causes
some grievance.

(a) I copy of each assoclatl-onr s bylaws shaIl be kept on f1}e
in the Office of Nelghborhood Assoclations.

Neighborhood, associatlons yarlr ln the frequency of meetings. Most associ-
atlons have a board which meets monthly, and general membership neetings
nay convene monthly, quarterly, or annua11y. Seve:ca1 assoclatlons have
d-eveloped. strong comrnlttee structures---planning, trafflc, parks, etc.
E'Iectlons are usually he1d. annr:aI1y at a neighborhood neeting, but some
groups establish po1Ilng places at nelghborhood stores.

The ONA staff have been requlred to flnd the least expenslve, dependable
ways of tti strlbuti ng neighborhood nersletters. At the present tl-ne, the
budget al1ows for 12 pges (1ega1 size) of printlng per nelghborhood per
year. Nelghborhood.s nlth lFS tax dedrrctlble status can apply for non-pro-
fit naillng pezmits. ONA reirnburses the cost of using the permlt for news-
letters at 1.& eachr pl-us reproduction of labeIs. Nelghborhootls rlthout
non-proflt status 1-ook for 1ocaI indiviiluals rll1lng to dlstribute news-
letters aL ZQ pet copy. Teenagers and Scout troops have been qulck to
apply for the work.

l4any neighborhoods produce newsletters as needed, a few rrlte them monthly.
Nelghbor*rood news 1s also ca:ried. in the weekly papersr as prepared by ONA

staff from neighborhood. newsletter 1tens.

The Office of Neighborhood Associatlons sends a newsletter 10 times a year
to the offlcers of nelghborhood. assoclatlons and. other interestecl people.
City staff edit the Councll- agenda for publication 1n the two najor d.aiIy
newspapera on Monday (prior to meetlngs on lled.nesd.ay and Thursday). Di-
rect notiflcatlon to property owners nithln a glven distance of zone
changes, etc., is ca:ried out by the Aud.itorrs 0ffice. The Bureau of
Plannlng notifies assoclatlons of zone change requests in their area.

ONA has co-sponsored tro conferences on corununications topics covering
subjects such as phone systems, block organl- zatl ons and news conferences.
A booklet ni1l be produced. soon to ald in neighborhood cornnr:ni-cations.

rlI . CONIE,TT OF NEIGI{BORHOOD ?ROGBAIVXS

The nost lnportant trend. ln the last few years seens to be the developnent
of larger volunteer efforbs---for cleanup and recycllng prograrns, for d.oor-
to-door work signing up property owners for street lnprovenents or tree
planting, and for distributlon of flyers or rehab informatlon. Another
lrnporLant step has been the d.eveJ-opment of nelghborhood plannlng.

About one-third of the organized neighborhoods have had sone fozm of
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conprehensive plannlng. Recently the Northwest PLan passed City Councll
and others are due for hearings soon. Meantlme, the Houslng & Commrnity
Development flrnd"s (HCD funds ) are belng used. in about 1l neighborhoods. 

-

The nain emphasis of the HCD progran has been to stabilize inner-city
neighborhoods, especlally through cooperatlon rith the lending insti-
tutlons. Funds are prog::ammed for rehabilltation 1oans, parks, existing
c ommunity centers, street and selrer i-nprovenents, and a few snalLer pro-
jects.

Clty-wlde conprehensive planning is due to begin this surnrner (19?6).
Local planning will have to neet State goals and standands, and involve
citizens at every stage of the process.

Planning for the Arberia1 Streets Progzan has been a city-witie effort.
Meetings were held in l-1 areas of the city, and people were involved ln
classifylng streets for future trafflc and transit uses. Over J00 people
parbiclpated..

Since 1pll, steady efforts have been rnade to build neighborhood requests
into the Clty budget process. At flrst, citlzens were appolnted to butt-
get task forces (5), Uut they rea11y had insufficient tine and. lnfo:ma-
tlon for elose review. In 1974, nlne task forces worked antl / produced
rrltten reports. Meanwhile, 1l nelghborhoods sent in 104 budget requests.
In 1975, 2J neighborhoods put in 131 budget requests. These requests
rere sent to both the approprLate bureaus and budget task force. This
latter improvement seems to have had a significant impact. (Two plus two
eqnals five.) Rvaluatlon of the 19?6-?? budget process gets underx"ay In
June.

Needless to say, if a neighborhood request doesnrt find. 1ts nay lnto the
budget process, the request has a 1ow chanc e of implementation.

FINDING 4. Some systen for lntegrating neighborhood. bud.get requests into
the process nust be tlevel oped to resul-t in an effective system. The re-
quests need to be rnonltored as they go through the process. The budget
process nay be too detailed for neighborhood groups to foIlow closely as
a whole. Thls nonltorlng function can be performed. by c ommittees drawn
fron nomlnatlons nrade by civic and nel-ghborhood groups, or by other means.

Soclal welfare activitles seem to have developed their own constituents
who appear at hearings or budget neetlngs to advocate for the serv'ices.
The Bureau of Human Resources focuses on employment, and. services to
youth and the e1derIy.

This year six nei-ghborhood advlsory corunittees have been fo::sred around.
the clty to work with the Youth Ehvlronmental kogram (a D0l-funded sum-
mer youth enploynent program). Neighborhoods are encour"aged. to work up
projects to enpl-oy youth, antl this year the NACs will have an lmporbant
role 1n hlring the supervisors and. rorkers.
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Many mrmicipal serryices are lnpl-emented with citlzen lnvolvement. The
Police have startetl Preclnct Councll-s (4), tne Br:reau of Hunan Resor::rces
funds 9 senior centers antt 4 youth c enters around the clty, the Bureau
of Neighborhood Environment coonlinates nsetlngs with neighborhood gToups
to try to solve envlronmental problems lnvolvlng more than one bureau.
Most social servlces (hea1th, some day care, eta.) are the responsibility
of the county or the state.

Self-he1p efforbs are of two k1nds. The flrst type is an effort initiated
and carried out by citlzen vohurteers. Tlris type in PorLland. includes
large recycllng and clean-up efforis, building paLks, and planting trees.
For a while, one set of uale volunteers established. an escort service for
women as parL of an antl-:lape program. The servlce ras no stly used by
older wonen r*ro feared assaults and purse snatching. Several groups have
become increasingly self-reIlant. One supporbs a 16-1nge nontlrJ.y pa.per
through ad revenue. The Southeast nelghbortroods bepn a tool-lendlng
library with an ACTION rdni-g::ant, and tro nei-ghborhood.corporatlons have
won a bicentennial gxant to establlsh vol-unteer skl1I banks. Eew neigh-
borhood groups have lnd.epenAent sources of flnanclng large enough to sup-
port staff.

The second. type of self-he1p projects is that which builds the serwlces
of volunteers into staff prograns. Hence vol-unteers ln ?ortlancl have
gone door-to-door sig:nlng property owners for street lmprovements, have
ca:ried literature on horne rehabllltatlon (flrst contact for rnarketing),
d.one erLerior or wlnd.shl el-d surveys, prepared naps. These efforts mean
not onJ-y lower staff costs and less d::aln on general tax fund.s. lJork
done by neighbors means that the flrst-hand knowledge gleaned by d.oor-
to-door activity stays in the neighborhood. This familiarity may grow
into an lmproved intra-nelghborhood. cornnunj-cations system.

Porlland has a long tradl-tlon of vol-unteertsm---the only dlfference 1ate1y
is that the volunteer efforts show a focus on the sna11 geog::aphic entity
of the nelghborhood.

il. ANMINISTBATIVE AND POLITTCAL HM,ATIONSHIPS

Portland has a cornrnlssion fozm of governnent. The Council is composed
of 5 commissloners, one of whom is the Mayor, flrst arnong equals. The
onJ-y direct power of the mayor is the power to assign bureaus to each
conmlssloner for ad[trnistratlve pur?oses, and to keep those bureaus which
will best lmplement his/her own program for the clty. Each coruni-ssioner
administers 2 ot J rnajor bureaus, and a nurnber of sma]Ier efforts. Ex-
pendltures larger than $2,500 nust be passed thmugh Council .

According to the charter, a1-1 leglslati-ve authority resid.es in the Coun-
cil and. only adninistrative authorC-ty may be deLegated. The Planning
Conrnisslon reviews zone change requests, but thelr reconmendations nust
be approved. by Councll . Other d.eclslons, such as varlances, are final ,
unless appealed to City Council-. A hearings officer has recently been
hlred to free the Planning Comm:isslon to focus on comprehensive planning.
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Connittees such as the Budget Task Forces are advlsorT. Nelghborhood.
assoclatlons can act on their orm, but any natter requiring legislatlve
action must 6o through Councll , and the nelghborhood. acts in an advisory
capacity. In reality, the degree of neighborhood lnfluence d epends upon
the anount of honework they do anal the soundness of thelr recomnendations.
Neighborhoods are required to report dissentlng v1ews, and the conrnis-
sloners riII often try to resolve objections at a hearing. tr'or a cornpl ex
matter, the Council may appoj-nt a mediator or arbitrator.

Bureaus are obliged to notify a neighborhood associatlon of any matter
affecting the livability of thelr area. Po1lcy natters requlre l0 days
notice, unless "raiting l0 days may injure the pubIlc health or safety,
or would result in a slgnificant financlal loss to the city or to the
public . "

The HCD pro6ran, the budget review process, anal the open d,oor policies
of several commissloners have meant that a great deal of d.iscussion goes
on between bureaus and citizens groups before any action is taken. Once
action is taken by Councll , a bureau nay contract with a neighborhood-
associatlon to car:ry out a prog::an or to revler it. For exanple, three
nelghborhoods holcl contr:acts rith the Clty, not only for their neighbor-
hood offices, but also for youth or senlor service centers. The con-
tracts provld e for a review board to oversee the operatlons of the faci-
lity, but Council retal-ns control of the overall bu'get. Nelghbors rnay
fund.::a1se to supplement the allocation.

The neighborhood prog::arn has led to the deveJ.opment of conpetent, vigorous
leaders at the loca1 Ievel. Sever:al of these lndivlduals have n:n for
office, although they seern nore successful in runnlng ln state legislative
ilistricts than for Councl1, because City elections are at-Iarge.

Coalitions of neighborhood groups exist in:
Northeast - as successor to the Model Cities Board..
Southeast - both ln the SE Uplift (aIf- 15 SE nelghborhoods sit on

thls board) anil in the Irurer-Southeast Coalitlon (the
/ neighborhoods cl-osest to doxntorm).

North - the associatlon 1n North is a federation of 7 snal-ler
neighborhoods.

In NorLhwest and Southwest, the neighborhood assoclatlons each send. one
representatlve to the review board rhich oversees the neighborhood. office,
but there 1s no coalitlon for general issues.

There has been ta,lk of a Congress of Neighborhoods, but as yet (3 years)
no actlon toward establj-shing one.

Nelghborhood. bylaws frequently state that the organization riII renaln
non-parbisan and. non-sectarian. Groups which have tax-exempt status
from the IRS are requiretl to avoid taldng stands on political races.
Newsletters printed. by the City can carrJr no election rmterial because
clty fuad.s carmot 1ega11y be ernpl oyed for electloneering. InfornntionaL
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statements about balIot measures may be included 1n newsletters, if they
are objective statenents. No endorsenents are pernrittetl.

FTNDING L,ega1 restrictions on politica1 activitles are rnatched by
nelghborhood opinlon that 1t ls better to avoid lErtisan strlfe. The
associations were formed to enhanc e neighborhood l1vabi1lty and these
issues alone are sonetlnes contentlous enough to strain intra-neighbor-
hood tles.

V. CONCEBNS AND ISSUE IN NEIGHBOflHOOD PROGRAI,I,S

The Porbland neighborhood prog::am has reached the point where creative
solutions are needed ln four areas! tining, interfaeing, conmunicatlons,
cltyride progrannlng.

1. Tlnlng
Citizen participation 1n ?ortland resembles the chinook salmon runs---
lt occurs in the spri.ng and the fal1 . tr"rom Febn:ary through June, and
again fron Septenber to Thanksgtving, neighborhood-s rneet. At the holiday
season and during the sunmer, nelghbors meet only lf absolutely necessary,
knoi+ing that attendance w111 be slight.

This shorbened season can create a certain tension as nelghbozfiood.s struggle
to handle both their orm projects and projects or plannlng lnitiated by clty
bureaus or other agencles .

FTNDTNG 5. Tn ozd.er to enable nelghborhoods to work out a fl-exible and
responslve sched.ule, staff should give neighborhood boazds as rnuch advanc e
notlce as posslble. If posslble, nelghborhood representatives should be
involved- in the plannlng of the Cityrs tirne schedule, or should. at least
be consulted by phone. Thls courtesy will save nErny probl erns later. Ad-
ance schedullng of events wlth a regular pa,ttern shoulcl be established.
ere approprlate; for example, the budget process shoultl fo1Iow a clear

tlne pattern of subnlttlng requests, reviering priorities, and holding
earings. Staff cannot assume that citizens will autonatically know what

s predictable schedule is without orientation.

Neighborhoods do not all nove at the same pace, and. they often have to
juggle meeting schedul-es to be responsive both to their own priorities
and staff progamnEng. City staff who have been volunteers in their own
neighborhood are often the nost sensltlve to this problem, while sone
techn-lcians sti11 regard thelr projeets as so irnportant that all groups
should r.ent to give it top priority. Coordlnation among the bureaus can
help to work out some of the problen, but if staff caruoot lnclude neigh-
borhood. leaders in the process of setting time schedr:les where possible,
then neighborhood groups can hardly be criticized for belng unresponsive.
The questions are! How can plaruring and programming be a:=angeal so that
schedules are econorrical rvith peoplers time, and how can the workload be
met rithout getting people "meetinged outr'?
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2, Interfacing
For the pur?ose of this dlscusslon, interfaclng is defined as the process
rhereby relatlonships between volunteers and staff are set up so that
they rnesh easl1y ln worklng rith one another. I{hen staff neets d.orntonn
to review proposals lnltiated out 1n the neighborhood.s, the possibilities
of nlsr:nd.erstanclings, and fruitless and frustrating dlscussions are too
h1gh. In l9?5, nelghborhood advlsory corunlttees rnet and struggled with
guid.elines for the su[mer youth employment prog::an. Projects were pro-
posed and sent to staff for revlew. Staff dld not clearly understand al-l
the ideas for projects, which placecl some staff people in defenslve or
advocacy ?osj-tions. After two round.s of ureetings, work began later than
1t shorrld have, and in a:ether disorga.nized fashion. In1g?6, staff met
w'ith a group of representatives from each advisory connlttee; in one
neetlng, 1& people revlsed and clartfied the guidelines. Clearer propo-
sals rere sent to a review meetlng of the same integzated group, super-
vlsors were hired. earlier and there was time for orientation before hlrtng
the yourg workers .

In the bud.get review process of 1975t neighborhoods flll-ed out budget
request forrns and sent them to the capita,l lmprovements planning staff
for review. A goocl nunber of projects slipped between the c::acks. In
L975, lu},e groundwork flas laial earlier, and bndget requests upon receipt
at ONA were routed to the appmprlate bureau and. to the budget task force
(citizen revlew commlttee) for that bureau. The task forces j-nclude some
citlzens nomlnated by neighborhood. groups. The entl resuLt was a rnore
fndtful stage for discussion of bureau priorities, and a rnore careful-
tracking of what happened to nelghborhood requests.

This problem is not resolved for all issue areas in Porlland. NeverLhe-
1ess, an aflareness of the need. for lntezfaclng can open the door to more
productive relationshlps. The questlon 1s: how can citizen-staff re-
lationships be set up so the partles can meet as prtners ln problen-
solving? llhat works for the enployrent prog:Bnr night not work for the
budget process, and a good deal of deft talloring is needed. For sone
lssues, u-r"Ltten letters may be good. answers, and in other cases, a full-
fledged council hearlng may be the only way to sift through counterLng
points of vlew. But nost progrnms merely need a c oruron ground for cltl-
zens and- staff to neet as equal me!trbe::s of the community.

3. Conmunications

In a city rith nany cultural arid sporting events competlng for peoplers
attention, how can City Council and thelr staff get through a message
about the importance of and the schedule for p1ann5-ng or other nratters?
How can ne!-ghbors reach other nelghbors? Newsletters he1p, the pubJ-l-
cation of an edited verslon of the counci-I agenda in the newspapers helpt
nelghborhood. newspapers or newsletters he1p, but the rritten word does
not seen to be sufficlent. l'fedta tlne is expensive, public seryice spots
are short, and publlc service programs are on the air at otd tines.
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It probably goes nlthout saylng that the messages must be short and
appealing. Staff has for:nd that the nore personal the contact, the
more effective the message. Nersletters are okay, wrttten l-etters are
better, phone ca116 are better stillr and a personal visit can be the
best method of aLl . It is also trre that the more personal the contact,
the nore people are need.ed. to conplete a glven number of contacts. So
one person can produc e a newsletter, hal.f a dozen can coorr:linate a tele-
phone tree, d.ozens nay be needed to accompllsh a d.oor-to-d.oor project.

0n the other hand, how can citizens be sure that thelr conunurications
do not becone a nul-sance? Can swlft and. accu::ate message communicatl-on
systems be set up? What does lt take to nake block comrnuni-cation sys-
tens work?

This subject j-s on the frontier of neighborhood prograrnmlng. It could
provide grlst for many theses and compllcated stuilies, or the answers may
be as close as sunmer street festivals and falrs ln the pa,rks.

4, Cityinide ?rogrammlng

If we agree that the one problen the authors of the Federalist ?apers did
not foresee uas the lncrease 1n scale of our society, and if we a6ree that
nelghborhood, progtarmlng is one way to approach the re-lntroduqtlon of a
nore human sca1e, then we need. to think ;;t only about how to J#f nelgh-
borhoods speak for thenselves. lJe need to be concerned. about how to tafte
a problem that affects every nelghborhood, or a najozlty of them, and.
b:ring it to the nelghborhoocl level without too nuch fragmentation and
staff overtlrne. In Portland, staff anal nelghbors have begun to work on
this problen thror:ghr trylng to amange that city conrnlttees have a ba-
lanced representation fron the different areas of the clty' the forrnatlon
of neighborhood coaliti-ons or jolnt corunittees ' d.ecentralizlng the hear-
lng process to the J major dlstr"i.cts of the clty without golng as far as
holdlng a rneeting in all 4J nelghborhood.s' by all-nelghborhood meetlngs
where representatlves are asked to carry the informatlon back to thelr
own nelghborhood. for review.

The nethod of all-neighborhoods meeting seems to work in a situatlon
where brleflng ls need.ed, and not so well for d.eclsion meetings. Most
nelghborhood representatives do not want to cast a vote untl1 they have
had a chance to consult wlth thelr board or general membership.

Dlstrdct ureetlngs work at the comnittee 1eve1, but tlo not work as well
for general assenblles of people on a c onnon problern. I,lhen a meetlng is
heId. outsid.e the neighborhood, what staff can generally expect is that
the nelghborhood rl11 send out its scouts and not its troops. 0nce agaln,
this type of meetlng is not too useful for tlecislon-naklngr but it can be
used for opinlon sound.ings, and. for b:rainsto:ming r and for discusslon
lead.lng to the identlficatioa of alternatlve courses of action.
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YT. T}IE PORILAND E]GERIM{CE

Porlland. enjoys a relativeLy open po1Itica1 clinate. llhat we have learned
l-n and about Portland ril1 probably not apply to Chlcago or ?hoenlx. Here
are some obsernatlons which nay be useful.

Citizens and staff have complernentary kinds of knowledge. Staff ha,s the
professlonal tralnlng to recognize symptons and shor:Id ha,ve some ideas
about alternative courses to resolve problens. Citizens have the lnti-
mate fanll1ar{ty rlth a neighborhood territorlr, resources, and soclal net-
works to supply staff u-ith needed lnformation, and to have a pretty good
ldea about which possible solution may work ln a glven area.

People 1n sone areas are nore ready to vol:nteer for work projects than
in others, and lt makes a difference whether the project ls lnltiated by
the neighborhood or by staff. iJe still do not know all the factors be-
hind. that readiness, but we do know that cltlzens of both high and Iow
lncones are wl1llng to taJre on parL of the work in ?ortIand.

Citizen volunteers do not 1lke belng overworked. or used, but onl-y they
can te1l you whether or not they wish to be involved ln a glven project.
It is best to ask. 0n the other hand, in some situations, the same
people are eonsulted all the tine, and soon become professional citizens
at sone dlstanc e frorn the grass roots.

Neighborhoods need equitable, fair and responslve treatnent. Equal treat-
nent can harily reflect questions of need and bud.getary llrritations. If
equitable treatnent 1s sought, staff nust be prepared to publlsh their
guitlelines in cLraft form and consult with citizens as parLners before the
guid.elines are adopted".

Using more than one medium of conmunlcatlon 1s desi::abIe in order to get
a nessage through. Diffe:rent people responal to different media, anat in
any case, 1t sometlmes takes more than one message to have the message
sink in. A clirect letter corrbined. rith newspa.per coverage and fo11ow-up
phone cal1s ls a good combination. However, lt is too great an lnvest-
ment of work for some projects even using vol.rnteers. Another c ornbin-
ation 1s newsletters, rnixed rith pub1lc servlce announcements. Ask your-
self: who is the aud.lence we are trying to reach? l{hat is their natu::aI
and. pre-existing form of communicatlng? How can we work our message into
that system? How can the message be phnsed so that 1t w111 be assinilated.?
Two-rray cornnunicatlon lntercharges are nuch nore effectlve and. d.esirable
than one-way communlcations, but they are usuaLly used only on the small
scale beca,use of the large tlme investment requlred.

Staff cannot expect the parttclpation of all of the people a1l- of the
tine. One can hope for rnany people most of the time. But if staff are
not successful in reachlng at least some of the people nost of the time,
there 1s something wrong rrith the program.
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Minutes
Meeting

from the City-Wide Citizen Participation Working Committee
on November 3, 1978

alternatives were adopted to be included in the letter:
A11 citizen participation efforts should be coordinated
through contract to the office of Neighborhood Associations.
Special projects will also be coordinated under ONA.
Individual services should be contracted out by ONA and
the individual neighborhood offices. Cornmittee vrants to
keep the distinction between neighborhood offices and the
downtown office.
A1I City services shouLd be consolidated in the neighborhood
offices and disbursed from there.
Neighborhood controlled. Local Development Corporations
shoul-d be created.

Members Present: ilames Loving, Chairman; Ed Leek, Sharon Roso,
Don MacGillivray, l4ary Boy1e, Larry Day, and
De1I Taylor

Staff Present: Joe Gross

Mary Pedersen presented charts which showed citizen participation
fund.s used in the City - both ongoing and one-time expenditures.
Information for these charts was obtained by Joe Gross and by
Mary.

Joe Gross reported that as many of the ODOT projects requiring
citizen participation had been identified with the information
presented. at this meeting. Note was made that salaries were not
included.

Ed Leek submitted a letter to the Conunittee which represents
the position of the Comnittee. In the form that it was presented
to the Conunittee, it presumed that Measure #6 would pass. Staff
should insert appropriate wording when retyping the letter to
reflect the outcome of the election.
Four

1)

2l

3)

4)

At the reguest of the Committee, Joe prepared a draft of a letter to
go to the legislators inviting them to a work session to discuss the
Missouri Plan for adoption in Oregon. Letter should be corrected to
say that Missouri Plan is modeled after Pennsylvania plans.

James Loving suggested that at the end of Ed Leekts l-etter, a
notation should. be added that nwe realize that Council will be
considering several alternatives in light of the tax situation
and consider this alternative as they consider others". Ee asked
that staff retype Mr. Ieekrs letter and insert the appropriate
wording.

Sharon Roso suggested that the Committee ask Council to examine the
letters before they are presented to legislators at a work session.



November 5, 1978

Revised list of Board Members, Eastmoreland Neighborhood AssocLatl-on, following
tlre election of october L2, L978.

TERM EXPIRING IN 1979 (elected september 2A, L976)

Ra]-ph c. Alberger-
Ralph Coleman. . . .
Paul A. Ecke1man.
Mrs. Sally Mccracken......
Mrs. Carol]m McMurchie. . . .

Ray C- Guimary. . . .
Eliza.beth aloseph.

Sam Pierce.
Donald Riddle.

Reed college Place
Tolman Street
Lambert Street
Reed College Plaee
3lst Avenue
Reed College Place
35t.l. Awenue

27th Avenue
34th Avenue
29th Avenue
35th Avenue
Bybee Blvd.
34th Avenue
28th Avenue

30th Avenue
34th Avenue
32nd Avenue
Bybee BIvd.
Iiloodstock Blvd.
32nd Avenue
28th Avenue

i

.7 326

.2923

.2835-

.6215

.7709

c!.

s.E.
s.E.
s.E.
s.E.
s:E.
s.E.

77 4-429A
774-1446
77L-9362
774-7L20
775-6259
777-3792
774-603L

77L-e552
771-608I
774-4732
777-35L3
777-L363
775-6282
774-435A

775-8880
77L-7623
774-3334
771-9158
77L-5607
774-79t4
777-2L7]-

Janes K. Nei1l. .....6428
ilohn stryker..... . . .7530

TERM DCPIRING IN 1980 (elected Septeuiber 22, L9771

I{rs. Pat Beadling. . .77L6
6707
7r10

s.E.
s.E.
s.E.
s.E.
s.E.
S.E.
cEl

Mrs. Sonnie Russill
Wi[iam H. White.

TERM E)PIRING IN 198I (elected October L2, L978)

carlz w. Lindberg. ...735I
George Okanoto. 2756

7020
7 429

Mrs. Beverly Burnett. .....6319 S,
Don Carlson . . .6555 S.
Mrs. Janet Clark.
Bugene Peltz
Samuel Moment.

6060 s.
3616 S.
2916 S.

E
E
E
E
E

E

E

.6314 S.

.701_? s.

Copies of announcements to be mailed also to Miss Mary Pedersen, Office of Neighbor-
hood Associations, L220 s.w. Fifth Avenue, Room 412, Portland, Oregon 97204.

A1fred F. Parker, honorary board merdber, 3017 S.E. Tolman, Portland, OR 97202.
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CIT -!|IDE IrcRKING COIEIIITItrE ON CITISEN PARIICIPAITION

A nsport

Comltt . l{onberrr

irunGr lovlng, Chaknen
.Iohn Tllrnohcn
gharon Roro
larry Day
DclI Iaylor
Robcrt Eaylor
Don l{aoGllllvrey
Uary Boyl.
ld Inrk
Eob ilohnron
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In anticipation of cuts in the office of Neighborhood Association's
budget if BaIIot Irteasure 6 passed, a city-wide meeting was helal on
September 21 to discuss the future of the office of Neighborhood
Associations and its citizen participation support services. Some
35 participants from a1I areas of the City agreed that those
support services are vital to both the City and the neighborhoods
and should be sustained, and that a city-wide working conmittee
should be established to that end. The Conmittee was charged with
the responsibility of determining the range of citizen participation
activities now supported by area governmental bodies, and with
identifying alternative funding sources for neighborhood asgociations.

The City-wide Working CommitLee on Citizen Participation, with
assistance from the Office of Neighborhood Associations and from
Commissioner Jordan's office, has undertaken those responsibilities.
An additional effort it has undertaken is to identify the support
services that citizens now provide to government in terms of the
value of their participation in the process of governing. That
participation, without which government woulcl be paralyzed, is as
important to government as the support services government provides
to citizens.
The Committee learned that the city (including PDC), the county,
the school district, CRAG, Tri-Met, and the Port together spend
over $I,000f000 annually for ongoing efforts to involve citizens.
Another $805,000 has been or will be spent on special projects
such as crime prevention and the study of the Banfield alternatives,
spread over a three year period.

The coordinators in the neighborhood offices worked with citizens
to identify how many citizen hours were involved in meetings alone
during a "typical month". The figures show that nearly 10,000
citzen-hours a month are coordinated through the Cityrs neighbor-
hood offices alone. Time invested in volunteer work outside
meetings or in special projects coordinated by the school district,
Tri-Met, or other agencies are not j-ncluiled in this total . Clearly,
government is receiving quite a return on its investment.

Nevertheless, the Committee does not argue that the level of fund-
ing be increased at this time. Instead, we suggest that a more
comprehensive, agency-wide approach to citizen participation will
yield greater results for the same dollars. Further, we believe
that a more comprehensive approach to citizen participation, as
opposed to the present fragrmented system may even allow cuts to
be made in some citizen participation budgets without hindering
the citizen participation process itself, if such extreme measures
are necessary as a result of future legislative action.
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The Committee has arrived at reconmendations to provide for
this more comprehensive approach. These recormnendations are:

1) Relevant city services should be consolidated 5-n
the neig'hborhood offices and be disbursed from
there. For exampler rluch of the work of the
Portland Development Cornmission, the Bureau of
Neighborhood Environment, the Bureau of PLanning,
and street maintenance should be provided from the
neighborhood offices.

2') A management strategy of assigned field days should
be used, making centralized staff (such as with
street lighting) available to the public in the
neighborhood offices at regularly scheduled times.
Through inter-agency agreement, the .Neighborhood
Coordj.nator should be able to respond to citizen
requests by scheduling additional field days. With
special projects (such as the comprehensive plan)
staff should be available in the field at key times.

3) A11 agencies' efforts for city-wide citizen partici-
pation should be coordinated through the Office of
Neighborhood Associations under inter-agency agree-
ments. Specific services such as answering the
telephone, minute-taking, or public notification
should be contracted to the individual neighborhood
office concerned. The distinction between neighborhood
offices and the dov,rntown office should be kept.

4) Neighborhood-based corporations should be established
(as neighborhood-controlled corporations) to respond
to community needs. The development corporations
should be co-located and coordinated $rith the neigh-
borhood offices. The Office of Neighborhood
Associations should be directed to develop a strategy
with the neighborhood associations for establishing
such development corporations.

An additional source of funding for the citizen participation
process identified. by the Committee is modeled after the Missouri
and Pennsylvania t'leighborhood Assistance Programs. In those
programs, state tax credits are given to businesses hrho contri-
bute in financial lrays to neighborhoods and community services.
The Conunittee recolunends that an Oregon version of this prograrm
be drafted in cooperation with State Legislators, and submitted
to the legislature with the support of Council and other bodies.

We believe that a more comprehensive citizen participation process
combined with a State-funded Neighborhood Assistance Program will
ensure that vital citizen participation support services will be
more effective to citizens and local government.
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Powell Phase II
Cltizens Advisory Comrittee meting
January 23, '1979

Richad Binger, CAC Chairman, called the meting to order at 7:30 pnr

in the 000T Metro office. The 16 persons on the attached list
attended. The meting's purpose was to review the additional studies
done in preparation for the February I, 1979 City Council hearing.

Three studies have been developed and were available to the Citizens
Advisory Conrn{ttee. They are:

1. Draft hearing study report
2. Cormercial Redevelopment under Alternative 2
3. House lbving

The draft hearing study report is a surmary of all project develop-
ment to date, it included: an opinion of the proJect's direction,
proJect background, public. hearing analysis, .typlcal section,
sunmary of the enviromental 'inpacts, a hearing ffipr il list of
citlzens and technical advisory cormittee mntership, a hearing
transcript, and proJect nersletters. It concluded that the favored
alternative is #2.

Connercial redeveloprcnt under a'lternative #2 study was undertaken
to determine how to irp'lemrnt that aspect of the design. Alternative
#2 seeks to achieve an organized pattern of cormercial redevelopment
on the south side of the itreet bltween SE 50th and 82nd Avenues.
The majn objective is to integrate redevelopment with the design of
the street'improvements and'land uses on the north side of the street.
0ther objectives are, to encourage unified redevelopmnt of the
c'leared land within a reasonable time fo1lowinq completion of the
street improvements and, to retain 'local rnrkets and other neighborhoo
oriented businesses on Powel'l .

The report concludes that the City of Portland could undertake a
redevelopment program at the same time that the 0regon Department of
Transportation improves the street. Under this program the city
wou1d re-zone parts of the south side of the street, apply design
controls to the new deve'lopment, and prov'ide assistance to businesses
displaced by the street project that wish to remain on Powe'l'1. To
encourage redevelopment, the program wou'ld also 'lnclude an urban
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The house moving study began with the premise that as proposed,
the Powell Bou1evard Phase II project would displace 24-33 single
family houses that are considered suitable for mving. The exact
nun$er of these houses depends on which alternative improvernnt
plan .is se'lected. It is llkely that a'll or most of them would be
rpved to a nen locatlon by the private hous'lng market.

It would be deslrable to mve the houses to the vacant Mt. Hood
corridor surplus properties owred by the 0regon Departrent of
Transportation. There are enough of the surplus lots in the city
to accormdate all the displaced houses that are suitable for
rnvlng.

The study lays out a mthod for accomplishing the house moving
obJective if the city and state wish to do so.

The rceting was then thrcwn open for coments.and concerns from
the CAC members.

Left turn refuge locations with a:lterratives #2 and #3 are still a
concern of loca'l businessmen, sone adJustrents nay be necessary in
the final design phase. Three factors will be invo'lved in any
changes considered: city transportation needs, state transportation
needs and business access needs.

Leland Armstrong, denti.st located at 5607 SE Ponell asked that
consideration be given to providing a east-bound to north-bound
left turn refuge at 56th to serve his office and provide access to
Franklin High School . Businessmen generally feel that a continuous
left turn refuge would be most desirable with any plan consjdered.

Frank Tru'llinger of Stewart Sandwiches 'located at 5037 SE Powel'l
related his difficulty with truck Ioadjng access. He has problems
with the present situation and felt that it would be impossible
with any pf the build alternatives. It was suggested that perhaps
vacating 5lst north of Powel'l would help bothhis situation and the
auto repair buslness across the street.

FiIe/Crouch
Powell Phase II

None of the build optlons would take t
but Tru'llinger would rather that were
alternative #3 is best for business.
possibi'l lty of recormending Trull inger
renewa'l area.

,lanuary 29, 1979
page 2

Stewart Sandwiches building
e case. He feels that
nie Munch suggested the'location as an urban
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Rlchard Binger expressed som interest in redevelopment site ll,
a location that affects the Green Shutters Tavern, hls place of
employment. The Portland Developmnt Comission's representatlve,
l'1ark Davis, said that PDC can al'low a specific buslness to purchase
a specific rcdeveloprnnt site. This should allow dlsplaced buslnesses
who desirc to remin ln the anea an opportrnity to do so.

AtI CAC memberc rere lnvited to attend the Portland CitJ Council
hearlng on this proJect to be held at the City Ha1'l after 2 pn
on February I, 1979:

SDC/PE

Attachment

cc: CAC

TAC

D.R. Adans
J.D. l,tcClure
E.J. Dunn
L. 0seran.tdyden
BiII Blosser, CH2M/Hil'l
Interested 'Parties
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W gsam Anderson

I 7215 SE 34rh
V Portland , 91202

Flome: 283-2752

[']tl,\ r

Attorney

LWV, Council of
Jewish Women, CUE

Norfh Port I and
Cif izens Comm ittee

Beaverton Planning
Dept.

0regon Common Ca use

Humboldt Neighborhood
Assoc iat ion

CRAG Cif izens
Comm ittee

Banking

Advertising

Hous i ng

Rea I Estate

rt

g
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}' LIC.-Lrt."l:-\q I D
ll 

tHome:
Work:

717-5369
224-r413 rrtr:

Berta De lman
7325 SW Gable Park Rd.
Portland , 97225

Sheila Driscoll
7106 N. Alta
Portland , 97203

Martha Fah
2129 NW Northrup, #7
Portland , 97210

Michae I L, Far ley
2812 NE Stanton
Portland , 97212

Dr.
ortland , 97212

ichard Hartnack
4 DaV inc i

ake Oswego, 97054

Tim Kehoe
9810 SW 34th Place #l
Portland , 97219

Robert Ru iz ( Cha ir person )

1525 NE 4'l sf
Portland , 97232

Peg S lauson
2606 NW Westover Rd.
Portland , 97210

Pefer St iven ( V i c*Cha irperson )

1708 Nw 25rh
Portland , 97210

Betty Wa I ker
5124 NE 17th
Portland , 97212

Home:
Wor k:

292-2349
221-0984

J
J
j

Home:
Work:

Home:
Work:

286-3853
286-8228

223-6917
644-2191

t /Pt"l Ham i lton
V 5532 NE Cleveland

fort I and , 97?1 1

/ru^"= Harr isv tgoz NE Ridgewood

Home:
Work:

Home :

l{or k :

Home:
Work:

?81-9132
228-3041

?82-2785
223-9141

636-9586
225-2653

Home:
Work:

246-5681
2?3-8509

Horne :

Work:

Fbme:
Work:

287-6362
248-3356

227-6074
221-1900

Home:
Work:

227-0026
224-4444

Marketing,
Comm ittee,

Budget Adv isory
OPD

Home:
h&:rk:

281- r 768
111-1112
(ex. 26 1)

Sab in Commun ity
Assoc i at ion

Staff: Julie Nelson, Bureau of Planning, 424 SW Main Sf. 91204
248-4260
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CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT ACTIVTTTE.S JUNE
1978

1. Town Hall Meetings

District /Group

Mid SE
SW Hi1ls
Far SW
FaT NE
Far SE
Downtown/Lld. Ctr .
North Portland
Inner SE
North\.rest
Inner NE
"lvlake-up " meeting
Special Interest. Groups

2. District Editions

An additional
month of June

175 district
bringing the

editions were mailed
total distributed to

during the
over fi;6;

s/30/78
5/31/78
6 /t/7 8
6/s /te
6/7 /78
6/ a/t e
5/L2/78
6/73/78
6 /t4/7I
6/75/78
€,/Le/78

Date

6/22/78

Attendance

70
100

35
40
35
10
50
60
30
20
t2

IECElvEd

orgo si

a

At least two, and in most cases three, members cf thePlanninq Commission hrere present at each *""lirrg-to hearand respond to citizen teltimony. one member of theCommittee for Citizen fnvolvemeit w.s also present toassist the staff and ro evaluit",-citizen-p"IiiIip.ti""

Summaries of the town hatl meeting testj_mony are available-

3. opinion Po11s/Ci t i zen Response

Due to t.he low return of the opinion po11s through May6+50), ,S;5o$*r..emi€dpr" flyers *"r. *.ifed on J,ri" rs,to those people who had reQuested a d.istrict .aition uyeither mail or phone. Additionally, u prnii.-="r"i"u
announcement $/as sent to radio stalions- i,n an efiort tosolicit the return of the po1ls.
The total return of po11s to date isffiffi which is asubstantial improvement.

1978
1978,

The poIts, along with the town hal1district workshop reports and otherber.ng' analyzed and will be presented
be available in mid August,

meeting testimony, thecitizen response, are
]-n a results report to
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Citizen Involvement activities
June 19,78
Paqe 2

4. Special Interest GrouPs

In addition to the grouP responses returned in May, three
gisoups read statements into the record at the special
tr?telest group town hall meeting (10e€.Fr*ends, ilaar;ac
and @i1'gt) and the Po,rlit?tlltFHtsgsqir&ion

ff5|} hand-deLivered their response the following
<iiy. The City Club has discuesed responding to the
firEt draft of the plan and wilL be devoting time to
ttris task during the next 6-8 months.

5. CCI Vacancies

The memberahip sub-committee and Sarah Hartley, Planning
Conuriesion member, interviewed eight applicants and selected
three potential- new members, subject to the approval of
the president of the Pl-anning Commission, I'tryon Katz.




