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July 19, 1979

Mayor Neil Goldschmidt
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Portland, OR 97204

Walter M. Friday, P. E.
Assistant Adrninistrator--Struc
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RE Fifty-seventh Annual Conference on Education and Code Development,
International Conference of Building Officials, September 16-20,
1979, Captain Cook Hotel, Anchorage, Alaska.

The above annual meeting of the International Conference of Building
Officials is fast approaching. 8or the past several years, the state
has been urging Class A ICBO members to send their building official
or a delegate to this meeting to represent the Class A nembers through
their vote on code changes.

ICBO is the publisher of the Uniform Building Code and Uni forror Mechanical
Code, both of which have been adopted by the State of Oregon as the
structural and mechanical specialty codes, respectively. Through a
large delegation from the State of Oregon, we can nore forcefully
present Oregonrs philosophy in building code matters. This participation
ultimately results in a better code for Oregon and fewer Oregon amendnents
reguired to these model building codes.

The Oregon delegation has been very successful in persuading the assembly
with the herits of our arguments on many code issues. Thj.s, statement
cannot be made without recognizing the organization and coordination
efforts of the Oregon State Building Officials Association which deserves
the major credit for this success.

We know your budgets are tight, but we believe sending a deLegate to this
meeting each ye Ls ve rtant both to the state and your comnunity.

aI
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cc: James E. Griffith, irector, Bureau of Buildings
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AN EOUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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June 28, 1979

MEMO

TO:

FROM:

Ccrnmissioner Franci s Ivancie
Commi ssioner Connie McCready
Comm'i ssioner Mildred Schwab

Mayor Neil Goldschmidt
Coinmi ssi oner Charl e{,) n

SUBJECT: Report from Office of Management Services on Potential
Consolidation of Bureau of Neighborhood Environnent
and Bureau of Buildings

The attached report, requested during the budget hearings, is trans-
mitted for your review. It 'is our recommendation that the committee's
report be approved by the City Council and that detailed imp'lementation
plans for the consolidation of these two City agencies be prepared.

l,le look forward to any comments or questions wh'ich you may have on
the report. Please feel free to contact us or Ken Jones directly if
you have any questions.

NG/CJ:ms
Attachment
cc: Kenneth C. Jones
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CONSOLIDATION': OP - • and IUREAU,., OP :aoILDINGi• . -
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As promised at thl last staff meeting, I am sending tor 
your review (and oonunent, if you so desire) a copy of 
the summary document prepared by OMS to con•olidate 
BNE into the Bureau of Buildinga. 

This will be the subject of further staff discussion in 
the near future. 

DC:am 
Attachment 

I 
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SUMMARY

Following a request frfrn the Mayor for the 0ffice of Management Services to
prepare a report on the costs and benefits of consolidating the Bureau of
Neighborhood Envirorunent with the Bureau of Buildings, a committee was
formed to investigate this issue. The comrrrittee examined the advantages and
disadvantages of several options: maintaining the status quo; eliminating
duplication of services; functiona'l consolidation; and total consolidation
with a realignment of duties for inspectors.

The committee finds that the consolidation of the Bureau of Neighborhood En-
vironment into the Bureau of Buildings could:

enable improved productivity of inspectors through cross-training, re-
duced travel time, fuel savings and an increased number of inspections
per employee.

inrprove efficiency by establishing a central contact point for citizens
maki ng compl aints.
reduce total City costs by as much as $63,000 annually and elinrinatel
two ful l-time positions.

Potential disadvantages, discussed in the report, were not judged to outwe'igh
the potential performance improvements noted above.

If the City Council approves of the committee's report, a detailed inrplementa-
tion plan should be developed and reviewed by the committee. That pl an would
be presented to Council for final action within the next four nronths. If
further analysis identifies data which could charige the comnrittee's findings,
the Council would imnrediately be consulted.

o



o In the l'layor's budget message for 1979-80, -the Off ice of l4anagenrent Services
was directed to prepare a report. to the City Council on the costs and
benefits of consolidating the Bureau of Neighborhood Environment witlr the
Bureau of Buildings. A committee to investigate this issue was foi'nred, com-
prised of representatives of the major bureaus that would be affected by
consol idation.

The role of the comnrittee has been to discuss the advantages and disadvan-
tages of consolidation, taking into consideration the goals, objectives and
functions of both bureaus. ltlodels for consolidation vlere examined as weil
as maintaining the independent status of the bureaus.

Background Infornration

A brief description of each bureau and t.lre current organizatir.rnal structures
fol I ows:

Bureau of Neighborhood Environment

Tlre major goal of the Bureau of Neighborhood Environinent (DNL) is to pro-
vide a central response agency which enhances neighborhood livability by
identifying and eliminating problems caused by noise, vehicl es, accunrulation
and overgror.rth, or by referring to other agencies problenrs that require
their attention to resolve nru'l tiple envirorunental problems. To achieve
this goal , the Bureau is divided into the foliowing areas: Inspection
Program, Bureau Services Progranr and Adnrinistrative Support Services Prograrn.
The inspection areas are nuisance abatenrent, vehicle inspection and noise
control .

Nuisance abatenrent is concerned with the enforcenrent of the City's public
nui sance code provisions. These problenrs are prinrarily identified through
citizen conrplaints and other agency referrals. Hoivever, inspectors self-initiate
compl iance action when locating a violation. Abatanent of public nuisance is
covered in Sections 14.16.010 through 14.16.090 of the City Code. These
sections authorize ENE to post notice of a nuisance; renrove and abate nuisances,
billing orlner for all costs; and state conditions wh'ich constitute a nuisance.
In addition, Section 14.20.010 gives BNt the autlrority to abate anything that
obstructs public use of the street or sidewalk.

Vehicle inspectors respond to calls and self-initiate checks concerning auto-
mobiles, boats, campers and trailers r.rhich are in violat'ion of City Codes.
The inspector warns, then cites velricles in violation. If the orvner fails to
respond, the vehicle is torrcd. The City Code authorizes BNE to enforce the
follovring: Section 16.20.020, subsection i8, 26 and 31, which states vehicles
cannot be on any street, a1ley or lane for'l onger than 24 hours, vehicles
cannot be on private property vithout the consent of the owner, and that ve-
hicles cannot be abandoned or dismantled on pub'l ic property. Sect'ions 16.20.070
and 16.20. 120 specify regulations on parking vehicles for storage purposes or
during repair. The towing of vehicles is covered in Section 16.04.

The noise contro'l section performs a nurnber of activities: variance permits,
complaint calls, plan revievr and requests for public information. City Code
Chapter I8 deals r,rith the responsibilities and autlrority of the noise control
officer. Responsibilities include: investigaLing citizen conrplaints,
conducting or participating'i n studies, researclr and rrronitoring relating

o
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rl to sound and noise, technical assistance, instituting a public education
program regardirtg sound and noise, developing long-ternr objectives for
achieving reduction of sound'levels in the conmrunity.

The neiEhborhood enhancement program was established to conduct surveys and
initiate a voiuntary cleanup campaign in those ne'ighborhoods with the greatest
leve'l of environmental problems. City Code Section 3.48.030 authorizes pro-
grarns of this type: "The Bureau of Neighborhood Environment shall be respon-
sible for working w'ith and encouraging neighborhoods to resolve their own

prob l erns. "

Bureau of Euildings

The Bureau of Buildings (B0B) is divided into two rirajor divisions: a plans
examination division and an inspect'ion division. The goals of the bureau are
"to safeguard life,'l imb, health, property and public welfare, to encourage
the stabilization, maintenance and rehabilitation of structures and installa-
tions, and to support community developnrent act'i vities through fonrration and
enforcenrent of zoning, housing and construction regu'l ations."

The section of B0B that is of primary interest in the discussions concerning
consolidation is the Housing Section of the Inspection Division. The tlousing
Section's field inspectors that have duties sinrilar to the inspectors in
BNE enforce pl anning and zoning regulations and hazardous or unsanitary condi-
tions that constitute fire, hea'lth or safety hazards. Section 29.04.040 gives
the authority of right-of-entry to inspect buildings or premises if there is
reasonable cause to bel ieve a violation ex'i sts. Section 29.28.0i0 (i) oefines
hazardous or unsanitary premises. Section 33.114.0i0 authorizes ttre Eureau of
Buildings to enforce zoning regulations

Concl usions and Alternat'ives

Purpose of Consol idation

The potential purposes of consolidation are: cost savings, increased
productivity, enhancement of neighborhoods, irnproved cornmunication betveen
the City government and citizens. Achievement of these purposes wil'l be
discussed 'i n detail later in the report.

0pt i ons

The options discussed by the committee were as follows:

. rnaintain the status quo (under th'i s'option, both bureaus would maintain
their current structures and functions);

. elirninate duplication of services (this option uould propose that the
structures of the bureaus remain the same but that Code provisions be
changed so that services are not being duplicated and so that authori-
zation is delegated to bureaus by type of violation instead of location
of violation, thus el inrinating existing s'ituations yrhere there 'i s

confusion by the public as to the appropriate contact bureau);
. a third option is that of functional consolidation (in this case, the

bureaus wouid merge with regard to their functions);

o



o the fourth an
real ignment o
woul d be cros
viol ation).

Personal Savings
Materia'l s and Services
Space Rental

Chart A

Potentia'l Savi ngs

Savi ngs

$ 36,609
12,063
14,400

$ 63,072

Savings if Transfer
Funds to ONA

d
f
s-
Th

preferable optiorr is thcrt of total consol idation r.ri th a

duties for inspectors (urrder this option, inspectors
trained to perform all related inspections of a code
e following section presents this option.

2

Preferred Option for Consolidation

Under this option, B0B would be organ'ized into three divisions: Plans
Division, Neighborhood Quality Division, and an Inspections Division. The
Neighborhood Qual ity Division r'rould consist of three sections: Housing,
Neighborhood Environment and Noise Control . See Appendix for organiza-
tional charts.

l,lithin the Neighborhood Qual ity Division, i nspectors wil I be cross-trained
to inspect all code violations within this section. Code pr:vis'ions will be
changed to authorize the consolidated bureau to enforce code violations nolv
being enforced separate'ly by each bureau. The court, and contract options
of enforcement under this p1 an will be available to alI inspectors.

The establishment of priorities for the consolidated bureaus rvill take into
consideration the priorities now being established by the Zoning Code Enforce-
ment Committee.

Budgetary Impact of Consolidation

o
Potential savings frox consolidation have been identified as $36,609 for
personal services, and $26,463 ($tZ,OOS material and services for neighbor-
hood enhancement program and $14,400 space rental) for materials and ser-
vices, for a total of $63,072.

$ 16,652
2,584

14 ,400

$ 33,636

Personal savings would result from abolishing a Field Representative VI
and CIerk II in the Bureau Services Progranr that historically have written
and negotiated the contracts for various BNE programs. Negot'i ations are
currently being he1 d that, if successful , would result in the City Purchas-
ing Division taking the bidding process. The lieighborhood Quality
Division would perform the necessary paper processing functions to insure
that work is completed satisfactorily.n
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addition, there will be some personal savings rea'l ized from consolidation
the clerical staff of BNE and B0B. This consolidation would result in

savings of $6,858.

Savings for al 1 categories listed in Chart A are del'ineated in the Appendix.

Transfer of Funds

The Neighborhood Enhancernent Project was allocated $38,764 in the approved
budget; i?6,705 of this rvas in personal services and $12,059 in materiais
and services. Personal services dollars vlere distributed in the following
manner: .25 of l field inspector in contract services and the equivalent
of l field inspector in area inspection spread across all inspector time.

Duri ng committee discussions it vras proposed that a portion of these funds
($ZO,+:O; be transferred to the Office of Neighborhood Associations to
coordinate the Neighborhood Enhancenrent Project. This would produce a

net savings of $9,328.

The plan proposed by ONA for coordination is to hire temporary people
during the good weather to work with selected neighborhoods identifying
major problem areas and organizing the clean-up of these areas.

The estimated anrount to
and $9,479 in materi al s
is shown in Chart A.

transfer to ONA is $19,957 in personal
and services. . The budgetary irnpact of

servl ces
thi s transfer

o
Advantages of Consolidation

Production should increase as a result of inspectors having authority
to util'i ze the court system and contracting methods of enforcenrent.
The ability to utilize the appropriate method given the situation ttill
reduce re-inspections and refemals. Currently, when the B0B inspects
a building and discovers gross accumulations, abandoned vehicles, etc.,
the BNE is contacted to inspect and resolve the problem(s).

The cross-training of inspectors will result in smaller georgraphical
areas of responsibility per inspector, thus travel time between
inspections will be reduced resulting in an increase in the number of
inspections performed. A savings in fuel shou'l d be realized due to
sma'l ler geographical inspection areas.

A central contact bureau for comp'l aints concerning a1l violations
should improve lines of communication between citizens and the City.
Currently there is a great deal of citizen confusion over bureau
responsibility for violations. Response time to complaints should
decrease as a function of easier access given a centralized response
center and cross-tra'ined inspectors.
Code revisions that take into consideration all bureaus vlho are
involved vith nuisance and vehicle violations wi lI el iminate over-1aps,
promote easier access to the appropriate bureau thus decreasing
response time and increasing the probability of compliance.

More efficient uti'lization of clerical staff.
0pportunity for upward mobility for field inspectors.

e



n Disadvantage of Consol idation

Loss of visibility of BNE.

File systems may be incompatible.

Physical location of combined bureaus could be a problem with regard to
working space and schedules.

Moving expense.

Merger may disrupt BNE program effectiveness or relationships with
citizen groups.

Space

The minimum number of square feet necessary to accornmodate ENE personnel
with B0B is estimated at 1,700 square feet. Due to the need for close
proximity of inspectors, clerical staff and records, space adjacent to the
B0B was considered.

o

Information on obtaining space on the lst floor of City Hal 1 was requested
from Fac'ilities Management. Their response indicated that space might be
made available by relocating some of the present occupants. This option will
require further exploration if Counci.l approves the concept of consolidation.

Recommendat i ons

It is the recommendation of this report that:

Council accept the concept of consolidating the Bureau of Neighborhood
Environment with the Bureau of Buildings based on the advarrtages identified
in this report.
Council directs a detailed implernentation p'lan be developed for consolidation.
The Committee review the proposed implementation plan before being
presented to Council.
If serious problems occur regarding consolidation during the time plans
are being formulated that the corrmittee re-evaluate the proposed con-
sol idation.

o
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TABLE 1

PREFERRED OPTION FOR CONSOLIDATIOII

I

El ectrical

Secti on

Di rector

Bureau of Buildings

Inspections 0iv'isionNeighborhood Qual ity Divi sionPlans Division

Ci erical

Sect i on

Hous ing

Section

llei ghb orhood

Envi ronment

Sect i on

Pl ans

Exanr

Sect i on

Permi t
Section

lloi se

Ccnt rol

Sect i on

Bui 1 di ngs

Sect'i on

Pl umb'in

Sect i on



{, ,)r, D

No1se Control
Sec t ion

Neighborhood
Qual-tty
Manager

Neighborhood
Environment

Sec tion

Ilouslng
Inspec t ion
Section

I Bullding inspector II

4 Bulldlng Inspector I't

3 Housing Inspector I

*Includes Dangerous
Buildlngs

1 Noise Control Officer

L Field Representative

2 Field RepresentaEives II

6 Field RepresentaElves



o

o

.110

.170

.110

.170

.110

.170

.u0

.170

.110

.u0

Tot al

ToEaI

Total

Total

Total

A. PERSONAL SERVICES

1

I AULL T'

BUREAU OF BUILDINGS/BNE

POTENTIAL SAVINGS FROM CONSOLIDATION

Current Positlon Proposed Posi t lon

BNE Coordinator Neighborhood Quality llgr

$2t,444
5,037

$26 , 481 $32,000 estimated

000
000

Clerk II
$

$ 2,351

,428
923

Typist Clerk

$ 8,623
2 801

$11 ,424

Abolished

Aboli-shed

Personal Services Total Savings

5

)$

9
2

Nei ghborhood
Enhancenrent Program

$4 ,907

Net Savings

($5,519)

4,260

2 ,598

22,L78

13,092

36,609

1,099

298
514

237
400

s2,584

2

3

Clerk III
$13 ,507

3 104

$15,611

Cl-erk II
$10,948

3,07 4
$L4,022

Fleld Rep. II
$18,312

3,866
$22,L78

Clerk II
$10 ,071

3 ,021
$13,092

I

4

5

B. }IATERIALS AND SERVICES
Savi ngs

.260 Mlscellaneous Services

.320 operating SuppJ-ies

.380 Other ComnrodiEies - External

.420 LocaL Travel

.510 Fleet Servi.ces
,520 Printing
.530 Distributi.on
.540 Electronic Services
.560 Insurance
.570 Telephone
.580 Intra-Fund (Photo)

Total l,laterial s ano )ervices

c

36
429
47t

1,099
1,000

1,573tr

-1-
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"','' 'luneAu otr BurLDrNcs/BlrF
POTEMIAL SAVINGS FRO}
(Page 2)

@
c

,NSOLIDATION

MATBRIALS AND SERVICES (General)

.440 Space Rental

Total Materials and Servlces

Iotal IdentifLed Savlngs

$14,400

$14,400

$63 ,072

o

@
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CITY 07 ?OiTLAND

INTER. OFF!trE CORREEPON
(Mrr Fot r^t].txo)
Apr1l 17, 1-979

/ t
a

c?
Fron

lo

Ad&csscd to

Sfricct

Bureau of Bulldings

illayorrs Offloe

lrtsif Goldsgt'm{ dt

substantlartl dwer-ling "*:pf

Dear lvlayor Goldschnidt ;

Und.er Robert N. Ashley

Untler Karat Inc.

A

I

{

o s
i E

\r/ 6,
a

Several weeks s,ga in corrncil hearlng, Uou eEpreeeed an lnte:rest 1n
the number of dwe1l1ngs onned, by Tenet Mortgage Coupany 1n the Porbland
&?ea. A search of the ownershlp r"eoord.s ln the Auditorrs Office lndicates
tbe following llstings for Tenet lfortgage anal other nares rhich they
have an interest in:

Under Tenet trflcrtgage Co. 17

3L

t3

Tbta1 9t

The folloring is a listing of another group of individuals operatirg alone
and as Lincoln Ioan Co. in baslcal1y the ea.ne nanner ae Tenet l[ortgage Co.
on1-y ur a larger scale:

Fred O. Benson 19

lvtarian L. Benson (ltife of Fred) 36

Harry V. Benson 35

lvtarJorie J. Bens@r (Wlfe of llarry) 3L

Carl 1{. Benson 27

Addie K. Benson (iTife of Carl) 21

Jolrr E. Bernson L5

Lincoln Loan Co. 264

Tota]. 481



'8"{,

lte forego{ng llet doeE aot lnolude trhose Etnroturee thet have been
sold on a lease-optlm cmtract!.rblbh ray be Usted tJl the bqyerie
nane.

l&yor8s Offlce
.Apnl1 17r 1979
Page 2 .

tftLlLy eubett d,

sD lllILer
&r[1,r{"rg Inspector

D[f[:m
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CITY OT POiTLAND

INTER. OFFItrE trtrRREAPONDENtrE
(xoT 7or rltt-r c,
Aprll 30, 1979

Fro*

lo

Addresscd to

Snbicct

Jin Griffith

Doug Capps

I[ryorts 0fflce

Port of Portland Dry.Dock

RECIEIVED
MAY 1 1979

MAYeR't OiHCI

Dear Doug:

Ihart you,Nel1, or whoever Ls responslble for etinulating the Port to
proceeil on thelr eleotricaL correctlons. If they proceecl as they have
stated, they nay lose their hcror of betng at the top of ry J-lstl!

Agatn thanks for the help!

Sinoerely,

?h^^
Jin Griffith

JG:sn

Attaoh.
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Box 3529 Porlland. OR 97208
503/231-5000
Twx 910-464-615r

Ollices also in Hong Kong, Manila, Seoul

Singapore, Taipei, Tdryo. Sydney.

Chicago. Pasco, washington D C

Aprll 25, 1979

Ur. Paul Miller
Asst. Chief Electrlcal Inspector
Clty of Portland
1220 S.W. Fifth Avenue

,Portland, Oregon 97204

SWAN ISI.AND SHIP REPAIR YARD - DRY DOCK NO. 4 . PROJECT NO. 28884 -
Electrlcal Permlt

Refs: 1) Letter from Paul Mll1er, Clty of Portland, to Willlan
Slggelkou, Port of Portland, dated March 30, 1979 (copy
attached)

2) Meetlng betsreen Bureau of Buildtngs, Clty of Portland,
and Engineering Services, Port of Portland, on April 18,
1979 (Attended by Jtm Grlfflth, R. Nlederareyer, Paul
lllller, Clty of Portland, and R. L. Nordlander, W. E.
Siggelkow, R. F. Ba1askl, of the Port)

Thls letter ls to conflrm our agreement at the referenced neetlng of
Aprll 18, 1979. Based on dlscusslon at that meetlng, the Port w111
employ a licensed electrlcal conttactor to correct the deflciencies
listed ln your letter of March 30, 1979. Wtren this deflclency llst
work ls complete and a follow-up lnspectlon made, the Clty will
lssue a permlt for the Dry Dock No. 4 electrlcal work. Therefore,
wich the exceptl.on of the 14 ltems llsted ln the letter, electrlcal
work on the dry dock has been accepted by the Ctty.

As agreed, we have developed a schedule to complete thts work. The
schedule ls as follows ( ltem numbers eorrespond to those in your
letter ):

1) Scheduled for completlon by May 31, 1979.

2) Durlng the ourvey and work scope preparatlon, Port personnel
wl11 apply temporary labels to the equlpment, and w111 6ubse-
quently order engraved labels. Thls ls scheduled for completlon
by May 31, 1979. Permanent labels w111 be lnstalled by June 30,
L979.



r

Aprtl 25,
Dry Dock
Page 2

L979
Electrlcal Permlt

Scheduled for completlon by May 31, 1979.

Sclreduled for cornpletlon by July 31, 1979.

Scheduled for completton by May 3i, 1979.

3)

4)

s)

5) The Port of Portland w111 lnltlate Eurvey luunedlately and pre-
pare work scope. We estlmate completlon by June 30, 1979,
dependlng on 6cope.

7) Scheduled for completlon by June 30, 1979.

8) Ihe Port w111 Burvey and prepare work descrlptlons by May 30,
1979. Work by the contractor ls scheduled for completlon by
June 30, 1979.

9) Port staff wl1l meet lrlth you and revlew Ktrk Key System by
May 11, 1979.

10) The Port w111 obtain coples of materl.al and test data, lden-
tlfy the lnstaller, and review with you by May 11, 1979.

11)

12)

Thls item has been repaLred and tested.

The Port w111 provide temporary KLrk Key System operatlon
lnstructions. These are scheduled to be ln place by May 31,
L979, Flnal (durable) lnstructlons are scheduled to be ln
place by June 30, 1979.

13) It ls anticlpated that survey and dlscusslons regardtng U.L.
labellng r,r1th manufacturers v1a our contractor wLll generate
conslderable correspondence and further dlscusslon, causlng
some delay. The Port wlll- continually persue thls rrork, how-
ever, with estlmated completicrn by- August 31, 1979.

14) This ltem is covered under the Hitachl crane contract \{ith the
Port, and the city permit taken out by Hitachirs subcontractor,
Crasle Electric Co. This wtll not be the responsiblllty of the
dry dock electrical contrac tor.
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April 25, 1979
Dry Dock Electrlcal Permlt
Page 3

I am sure you understand that adherence to the work schedule could
be affected durlng planning and implementatlon by several factors.
The most lnportant of these are:

A) The total amount of work involved for eome ltems !1111 not be
known until Port englneers complete the definitlon of the
scope of the uork.

B) Some Ltems are covered by guarantee provisions ln the origlnal
construction contract. Thls will requlre the Port to work
through the provlslons of the contract and the contractorts
offices in Japan.

C) Material deliveries are sometlmes a problem.

We wi1l, hosever, exert
time tab le.

the best effort possible to adhere to thlsru
Project Manager

cc: Jim Grifflrh
Dlrector, Bureau of Butldlngs

EGEIVE
APR 2 ? 1s79
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Port of Portlend
utlllao E. Stggelkow, P.E.
ProJect Englneer
Box 3529
Portland, OR 97208

0 i^..^1ANEII GOLOSCHUIDT
I/IAYOR

BiJBEAU OF
BUILOINGS

JAIES E GFIFFITH
orBEC?On

1220sr rrFTH AVE
roRrL {o oR 0120.

&J:T€{2I}

SubJect: Floatlng Dry Dock No. 4, Electrlcal Ioepectlon

Dear S lr:

Electrlcal lnspectlons vere oade by the Ctty of Portland
on March gth, l6th and 24th of the Port of Portlend
floatlng drydock. These lnspectlona were conducted wlth the
followlng people lncluded: I{tlllan E. Slggelkow, Robert
F. Balaskl, Grant Kelley, Ken Hanrey, Basll Langlols,
Dave Gende, and Peul L. Mlller.

The followtng are the electrtcal code vlolatlone and
deflclency ltems found:

l. Electrlcal encloeuree and eupporte used outslde have
oetal hardnare rrhlch wlll corrode, and le corrodlng euch
as door hlnges, door latches, ceble aupports, and condult
EuPPorc6.

2. Identlflcatlon le lacklng on swltchea, panels, and
control equlpnent. Identlficatlon shall be durable and
easlIy readable.

3. Transforoer enclosureg have ventllatton openinge
adJacent to exposed bua. Provlde a barrLer baffle for
these openlngs.

4. 480 volt snltchboards have conductors run ln the bus
area whlch w111 requtre aone bus change and the rerouting
of the conductora. Note ewltchboerds: S-5, 5-6, S-7 and
s-E.

5. Llght ballast encloauree shall have the conductors
routed auay fron the ballasts.

6. Bull sultch unlts - Recheck a1I unlta for adeguate
bus eupport and lnsulatlng barrlers. Provlde all unlte
ulth a olcroswltch type control to operate shunt trlp
breaker; thla untt to be Eounted ln such a uay to deactlvate
poerer to the eupply on load bus terolnals lf the bus cover
ls not closed. Provlde lugs on the load bus that rl1l.
not plvot.

lrrr IG
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7. The control gvltch for the 125 H.P. derraterlng Dotor ls
rated t00 E.P. Provlde o strltch ulth adequate ts.P. ratlng.

8. There are nunerous locatLons rrhere the head rooo ln front
of electrlcal equlpment has been reatrlcted by hazardous
aupports Juttlng out froD the uall . Rearrange aupportB to
provlde rnlnlouo fl6 feet head roon ln the equlptoent scceaa area.

9. Provlde durable algns wlth large letterr.ng on H.V. Bnltch
Bear uarnlng of llve fuses and bladee rrhen ewltch ls ln the
off pos lt lon.

10. Stress conea on 5 K.W. cable teralnati.ons appear defectlve.

11. Correct nonfunctlonlng ground detector alarm on 480 volt
ungrounded eygtetos.

12. Provlde I prlnteal durable plastlclzed plaque vtth Klrk
Key lnstructlons by the H.V. eupply enltches and by the Klrk
Key cluster ln the control rooE on board the dry dock.

13. A11 electrlcal equlpnent sha1l have an approved ldentl-
flcatlon froo a recognlzed testlng laboratory conplylng rlth
the State of 0regon Electrlcal Safety Law.

14. Hltachl Crane: Transfer swltch does not heve protectlon
when tapped off of the nain spltch. 480-208 transforoer has
several tapa, one le properly protected by overcurrent
protectlon. Provlde overcurrent protectlon on both legs of
120 volt ungrounded clrcults. Properly ldentlfy neutral
grounded conductore. Provlde proper overcurrent Protectlon
on No. 12 and other conductors. All control transfot ers to
have overeurrent protectlon to conply nlth the Natlonal
Electric Code. The l6o1etlon transformer8 are overfused and
conductor6 are too guall.

Please arrange for a llcenoed electrlcal contractor to take
out the requlred permit and for correctlons to be Eade proEptly.

Trul ourS,

/f^
Paul L. Hlller
Asst. Chlef Electrlcal Inspector

PLM: pd
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Geroge B1ew, Builtllng Inspector

Dave Beckman, Bulldlng Inspectlons Manager

Re: 45Ol S. E. 35th

In responee to your request I vlstted the ebove addrese on
April 2, L979 xo check the gradlng of the lot for coupliance,

The aree at the South end of the house alopes up from the property
llne approximately 24rrwhlch wouLd be less than the aLlorred 2 xo L
a lope pernlted by code.

In additlon a dltch has been dug at the toe of the slope to catch
runoff and carry lt to the West.

At the tine of my vlelt there ras a heavy rain eholrer wlth no ernount
of runoff vlsable.

I feel as I have ststed geveral tlmes before thle construction does
not vlolate the lntent of the code.

Geroge Blew

GB: bd
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Jim Griffith

Mayor's Office

Doug Capps

Port of Portland: Dry Dock Inspections
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1979

orFlGE

Discussions with the Port of Port'l and and the Dry Dock date back
to March 1, 1977, at which time we were discussing the total project
including permits and fees. At that time, it was agreed that if the
dock was constructed outside of Portland, and to American Bureau of
Shipping (A.B.S.) standards, we would not require a structural review
or permit. It was to be constructed as a dedicated vessel . However,
we noted at that time that it would require an electrical permit with
inspect'ions when it was connected to permanent shore side services.

September 1978: I informed the Port (Bob Nordlander) that it would
be very beneficial if we cou'ld obtain e'lectrical pl ans
prior to installing the e'lectrical equipment scheduled
once the dock was in Port'land. We were informed that t
possible for two reasons. (f) The dock was sti1l unde
control and (2) It was a dedicated vessel and was exem

ear
for
hatrt
pt

]y for rev'iew,
i nsta'l I at'i on
was im-

he builder's
from the code.

0ctober l97B: I'lany phone calls: The Port took the position that it
was a dedicated vessel wired to A.B.S. standards, therefore, we had nojurisdiction. The State and City both felt they had to obtain a permit.
They stated the A.B.S. standards were more stringent than the N.E.C.
City Electrical Code. l,le agreed to review the A.B.S. to compare. The
Port refused to give a copy of the standards. t,Je contacted the local
A.B.S. fo'lks who stated the Port had talked to them and that they would
not'loan us a copy either. However, they did te'l 'l me where we cou'ld
purchase a copy in New York or Washington D.C..

At this point I knew we were going to be in a battle' plus by th'is
time any benefit of possible needed changes was almost 1ost. I requested
a City Attorney's opinion as to our iurisdiction. Received response
October 30 stating a perm'it would be required.

November 'l , 1978: Meeti ng w'ith L'loyd Anderson, Mi ke Li ndberg ' Bob
Nordlander, Bob Balaski, and myself, to revJew the City position. After
1L hours, they agreed to 'lend us their A.B.S. standards for review. Roger
Niedermeyer reviewed and compared and found 6 areas of concern. [,|e notified
them of our concerns on December I'l , '1978.
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Port of Portland
1''illlnm E. Slggelkow, P.E.
Pro i ect Englneer
Box 3529
Portland, OR 97209

SubJect: FloaElng Dry Dock No. 4, Electrlcal Inspectlon

Dear S lr:

Electrlcal lnspectlons urere made by the Cl.ty of Portland
cn March gth, l6th and 24th of the Port of Portland
fJ.oatlng drydock. These lnspections nere conducted wlth the
followlng people lncludedr Wtlltam E. Siggelkou, Robert
F. Ba1askl, Grant Kelley, Ken Harvey, Basll Langlols,
Dave Gende, and Paul L. Mlller.

The fo1lowlng are t:re electrlcal code vlolations and
deflclency ltems found:

l. Electrlcal enc1osures and supports used outslde have
metal hardware whlch wl11 corrode, and ls corrodlng such
as door hlnges, door latches, cable supports, and condult
supPorts.

2. Identlflcatton ls lacktng on swltches, panels, and
control equlpment. Identiflcatlon ehall be durable and
easlly readable.

3. Transformer enclosures have ventllatlon openlngs
adJacen! to exposed bus. Provlde a barrier baffle for
these openlngs .

4. 480 volt swltchboards have conductors run 1n the bus
area uhlch wlll requlre some bue change end the rerout,lng
of the conductors. Note swltchboards: S-5, 5-6, S-7 and
s-8.

5. Ll6ht ballast enclosures sha1l have the conductors
iouted away from the ballasts.

6. Bull swltch unlts - Recheck all unlts for adequate
bus support and lnsulatlng barrlers. Provlde all unlts
lrlth e nlcroswltch type control to operate shunt trlp
breaker; thls unlt to be mounted ln such a way to rieactlvate
power to the supply on load hus Eermlnals lf the bus cover
1s not closed. Provlde lugs on the load bus that wlll
not pivot.

J
i}BEGON
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7. The control
rated 100 H.P.

switch for the 125 H.P, dewaterlng motor ls
Provlde a ewltch vith adequate H.P. rating.

8. There are numerous locatlons where the head roon ln front
of electrlcal equlpment lraa been reatrlcted by hazardotrs
supForts Juttlng out from the sa11 . Rearrange supports to
provlde mlnlmun 6*, f.eet head room tn the equipment access area.

9. Provlde durable Blgna wlth large letterlng on
gear warnlng of llve fuses and bladee when swltch
off posltlon.

l{.v.
ls ln

swl t ch
the

10. Stress cones on 5 K.t{. cable ternlnattone appear defectlve.

tl. Correct nonfunctlonlng ground detector alarrn on 480 volt
ungrounded systems.

12. Provlde a prlnted durable plastlclzed plaque wlth Klrk
Key lnstructlons by the H.V. supply swltches and by the Klrk
Key cluster ln the control room on board the dry dock.

13. A11 electrlcal equlpuent shall have an approved ldentl-
flcatlon from a iecognlzed testlng laboratory conplylng wlth
the State of Oregon Electrlcal Safety Law.

14. Hltachl Crane: Transfer switch do.:g not have proEectlon
when tapped off of the naln ewltch. 480-208 transformer has
geveral tap6, one ls properl-y protected by overcurrent
protectlon. Provlde overcurrent protectlon on both legs of
12C volt ungrounded circults. Properly ldentify neutral
grounded conductors. Provlde proper overcurrent protectlon
on No. 12 and other conductora. All control tranaforrers to
have overcurrent protectlon to comply wlth the Nstlonal
Electrlc Code. The tsolatton trangforoera are overfueed and
conductora are too snelI.

Pleaee arrange for a llcensed electrlcal coutractor to take
out the requlred perult snd for correctr.ons to be oade pronptly.

Truly youre,

l'aul L. illller
,\sst. Chief Elr,ctrlcal lnspector

IlI \r. ^,1
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From

To

Christopher p. ttromas6$1

Mayor Goldschmidt
iYl/\i? ll. ;lilJ9

fu\avon's QFFI€E
Addressed, to

Subiect Abatement of Buildinqs as public Nuisances

You asked me to Drepare a memorandum on the procedure
to be followed by the Council for abatinq buildinqs as
public nuisances under the recent amendments to the
City Code. The procedure is as follows:

The Director of the Bureau of Buildinqs, after
inspection of a building, issues a notice and
order to the record owner seekinq voluntary
repair or demolition of t.he buildinq.
If the record owner does not voluntarily comoly,
then the Director refers the case to the
commissioner in charqe, who reports it to the
Council.

1

2

3

4

The Council sets a date for hearinq.
of the hearinq is posted, mailed to
persons, and published.

Notice
appropriate

5

The Council holds a hearing. There is no
formal nrocedure, but the best procedure is
(a) a brief summary of the Bureau of Buildings
report by its representative; (b) presentations
by any interested parties; (c) a more detailed
report by the Bureau's representative, if
needed. This order may be flexible.

The Council then approves or disanproves the
Bureaut s report. The report will contain
within it the Bureau's recommenda E,ion and the
basis for the recommendation.

If the Council approves the Bureau's report,
the Bureau and Office of City Attorney will
prepare an ordinance for subsequent intro-
duction containine the necessary findinqs
and orderincr abatement in the manner approved
by the Council.

6
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of Buildings
L979

We are and wilL be consulting reqularly with the Bureau
of Buildings to be sure the Bureau|s reports contai.n
the necessary information to support the City's aetion.
We have prepared a model ordinance for use in demolition
cases and. are in the process of preparinq a model
ordinance for use in building acquisition, repair,
and resale cases.

CPT:ml-c

ALL Council Members
Jim Griffith
Bill Se1by
Lynn Schuman
Bob frelan
Bob Eurtiq
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March 23, 1979

Jim Griffith

M4yor Neil

George Rickles Fence

JVlayoR,s Ornce

FR0l'l:

TO:

RE:

Dear Nei'l :

Our concern on Mr. Rick'les fence is that he built a beautiful
6'0" fence on a corner'lot up to within two feet of the side-
walk completely blocking off any visual contact of cars com'ing
from the side street. (Not to mention the required permit!!)

He can have a 42" fence back to 30 feet from the corner, then
up to 6 feet, but not 6 feet a'll the way out.

Have him call me if he so desires, (248-4232).

S'incerely,
o

JAMES E. GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG:jd
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ADDRES S DoIjBIJ FEE

NA}G

ADDRESS

TYPE OF WORK

COil T0: NAME

ADDRESS

NA},IE

ADDRESS

SPECIAL FACTS

TNSPECTOR DATE



Pebnuary ?3, 1979

M::. Geonge Riekles
3B1S N. ,. gpr/ce
Pontland, Onegon 97212

Re: 3315 N" E. Bryce

Dean: Mn. Riekles;

Oun distnict inspeetor reDonts that a neer fence has been
conotrructed at the above address uithout a building permit.

Such wonk r:equines a permit, per Sectiqn 2ll .03.010 of the
Building Regulations of the Cit'/ of Pontland; thenefore, you
ane advised to obtain the nequir:e<i pennits to legalize this
wonk,

It should also be noted that Seetion 24.03.030(e) atates
that wonk upon conatruetion, alteration, nepain, of any
stnucrure conmenced without a per"mit, the fee aseesgcd lrhen
a permit is issued sha1l be doubLe

Rel.nspection wtll be rnade in 3

te abated as provided by Citv
if necessary.

EARL I''1. NORGARD
CIIIEF BUILDING T}ISPECTOR

Robert D. Gilmone
Building inspecton

ays, and nonconplS,anee trlIl
e, including legal actLon

0d
Cod

Should you have any questLons, please do not hesitatc to
contact the undersigned building inspecton between the houns
of 8-9: 30 a.rn. , tel.ephone 248-4788.

Youns trulv,

RDG: l-w





N{ACKENZIE ENGINEERING INCORPORATED
,ht'

March 19, L9i9

Jrn lrifii-th
Direct;r of Bureau of
Ci-t'.. o: Portland
lZli >."'. 5En Avenue
Portr ar:d, OR 97204

Buildinqs

Dear

EE;;/R
") 'r +:
rr is

tis11;1 ;y. '13i9
E

/ItlayoR's
Oprrca

Duz-i::g the past felr
inc =: 

-,-e:r.en t in the
ycur :leoartment is

ive have noted special
competent service that
g relative to project

months,
already
providin

p

The sis;em that has evolved reiating to repair or
rer3-,-=--icn of major existinq facilities, has becone
sc ?ooC --hat I be)-ieve that it i-s wort.hy of special
prais=: During the conceptual stage of planning aI-
tera--i-o::s or repair to ma jor buiJ-dings, rrre have haC
coniere::ces at Bureau of Buildings to outline the
Da:a--.e-uers for projects, interpret codes, determine
prob-=-. areas and identify possible solutions to
these :roolens. The participants in these meetings
are --.=i-cally, Dave Beckman (representing you and
the '::s;ection division); Charles Stallsberg, Plans
Exa:*.j::=r; Jim Hart, Structural Engineer; Richard
Durl-a::, aire l4arshal; architects and engineers from
Lhi-s cfiicei ownert s representatives; and at times
a representatj-ve from the selected contractor. ?he
att:-;-lie of all public employees has, in my opinion,
bee:: -u::exceptionable. The entire group has worked as
a tea--', seeking the best solutions with no one group
or i::ci'"'idual attempting to set hard and fast rules.

This '::--erplay has saved much time in the design and
buiii:::g permit process, has saved our clients nany
dolrars, adequately protected the public interest,
ani ::as resulted in the earl-y upgrading of some older
str:c:ures (for example, the !{alnut Building, 5329
N.E. -::j-on. the Royal Arms Apartment, LB29 l.l.W. Love-
jc:" , tre Regency Apartments, 1410 S.I^1. Broadway,
and t5e Freeway Hotel , 1963 w. Burnside).

P ncipals:

fhomas R. Mackenzie
Etic T. Saito
M. M. Breshearc

2A5O N.W. 3iST AVENUT PORTLAND. OREGON 9721O PHONE 503,224-95@
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&?l/24&42f TO:

RE:

February 9, 1979

Jim Griffith
Bureau of Buildings

Mayor Neil Goldschmidt

Flood Plain, Pen II

Dear Nei'l :

VICTORY!! Attached for your information is our confirmation
from H.U.D. on removing Pen II from the regulations of the
Fl ood P'lai n.

Si ncerely,
o

JAMES E. GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG : jd
Attch.
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DEP,... TMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVEL-, MENT

FE DERA L INSUFIANCE ADMINISTRATION

ARCADE PLAZA BUILOING, 1321 SECOND AVENUE

SEATTLE. WASH INGTON 98I01

FebruarY 5, I979

REGION X IN REPLY REFER TO:

(206)44?-1026

I'lr. Jim Griffith
Director, Bureau of Buildings
City of Fortland.l220 S.tl. Fifth Avenue
Portland, 0regon 97204

Dear Jim:

In accordance with procedures agreed to by all involved parties
concerned with levee improvement
Number Two, this is to indicate
your January 29, 1979 transmitta
Pen II area to be seriously floo
Corps of Engineers Special FIood
confirms our telephone conversat

s in Peninsula Drainage 0istrict
that because of progress outlined in
I, FIA no longer considers the
d prone as de'lineated in the .1975

Hazard Information (SFHI) Report. This
ion of February 2, 1979.

You will reca'll that building restrict'ions were imposed in the Pen II
area by the City shortly after the Corps SFHI report was issued, because the
report was the best available information on flooding in the area. Through
Section 19.l0.3(b)(a) of the federal regulations, communities are required
to utilize the best information on flooding available from any author-
itative source, such as the Corps of Engineers, as a basis for requiring
e'levations for new or substantially improved structures.

In order to correct structural deficiencies in the levees, the Pen II
District initiated a proiect designed to assure that the existing levees
would be strong enough to function to their capability. The Corps approved
the design of this project in a July 7,1978 letter stating: "Upon project
completion, it is our determination that the improved levee system will
adequately protect against a'l O0-year Columbia River flood."

Subsequently, we indicated to you that when adequate progress had been
made in the project, we would consider the fu1l effect of the project
as the "best available information" to be recognized by the City in
carrying out Section 19.l0.3(b)(4). This is now possible and has the
effect of removing the severe elevation restrictions due to the fact that
over 50% of the project funds have been expended, over 50% of the work has
been comp'leted, and there is no pending litigation. Further, the pro-
tective work completed thus far is the most important work in terms of
alleviating the problem. Also, completion of the project is scheduled
to precede the nonnal flood season.
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Although it is now possible to recognize that adequate progress has
been made, you shou'ld nevertheless be aware of the followlng:

l. The City is still responsible for assuring that
is carried out in all areas of special flood hazard.
flood plain management in the Pen II area, however,
new information.

Section 1910.3(b)
The data base for

changes because of the

2. Lenders will still be responsib'le for requiring flood insurance in
areas of speclal f'lood hazard shown on the City's April 25, 1978 Flood
Hazard Boundary I'lap (FHBM), which traces the 1975 SFHI report. As soon
as the project is completed and certified to meet design specifications,
the FHBM can be a'ltered to reflect the completed project. At that time,
many who were required to purchase flood insurancemay be relieyed of
the requirement.

3. If the project is not completed on time or in accordance with design
specifications, it will not be recognized and the hest ayailab-le infonlation
will revert back to the SFIII report with. attendant eleyatiOn requirernents.

Please 'let me know if you have any questions concerning this determination.I appreciate the fine cooperation you have exhibited concerning this and
othde flood p'lain issues in the City of Portland.

Si ncerely,

c a rles L. Stee'le
Regional Director

cc: Cormissioner Connie McCready
Mr. Mo Jubitz
Richard }{. Krirrn

EG EIVE
8 1978

0
FEB
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RoaeRr LoHMAN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

5506 RIVER STREET

WEST LINN, OREGON 97066
656-5er5 0R 656 - 8235

EGEIVE
DDtc I a 1978

MAyoR,g Orrtct
December 11, 1978

Mayor NeIl Goldschmldt
The Clty of Portfand
1220 S.W.. Fifth Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97204

Re: 217 N.E. .Sacramento
Portland, Oregon - Owners: Holl-1s DeWeese
Assessment Proposed Notice

Dear Mayor Gold.schmldt:

On December f, l9f\, I recelved notlce from Mr. Charfes J. Spear,
Chlef Deputyr that conslderation for the above matter was continued
to ):30, .Wednesday, December 13, 1978 and attached to same was
interofflce correspondence dated December 5, 1978, slgned by
ivlr. Earl M. Norgard, Chief Bulldi-ng Inspector.

After readlng the interofflce correspondence, f felt compelled
to respond to I{r. Norgard!s decl-aratlons. f .woul-d l1ke to bring
to the councllrs attention the fact that the tltl-e holders of sald
property are Edward DeWeese and Lesl-i.e May DeWeese. Leslie DeWeese
demlsed approxlmately five years ago and Edward DeWeese demised
one year ago. I belleve h1s daughter had lnformed the council
that Edward DeWeese r{as sufferlng from cancer before his demise.

It woufd appear that a more personallzed determinatlon of the
situation may have resulted in a more positlve result. Jn addltion
to Ulr. Edward DeWeesets 1I1ness, .1f my.memory asserts, he' dld not
have a grade school- educatlon. The purchase of the resldence was
an accomplishment that persons with more advantages have not been
able to accomplish.

With respect to Mr. Norgardrs second paragraph, I do not know who
!" 1s referrlng to asrrherrwas notlfledras I4r. Edward DeWeese had
demlsed by April 19, 1ff8. Hls family, who. do not have the benefit
of the experlenoe of.real property ownership, were doing the bestthat they could. Again, r must suggest that.a more personallzed
approach to assist the Deweesers would have a more positive resul-t
than what had been aecompllshed herein. The DeWeesers, 1n fact,
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were hoping to rehabiLltate the property. Mr. Ho1lls DeWeese
lnformeil me thelr intentlons were prompted because of their
parentsr struggle to keep the pnoperty for thelr chlLdren.
Unfortunately, he relied,upon a telephone cafl to City Hall-
that that would avoid the demollshlng of the bul1d1ng. It 1s
easy to assert that Ho11ls DeWeese should have utilized the
servlce of Mr. Vorels, except that at the tlme that he received
in the maiL Mr. Voreisr bld, h1s lntentions along wlth hls sisters
and brothers was to rehabllitate and not demollsh the bu11ding.

It ls difficult for Mn. Nongard to understand that whil.e Edwardr
DeWeese was a].ive he was head of the household and hls children
dld rely upon him for directlon. I believe that IIr. DeWeesers
daughter at the hearing expressed thls thought cIearly.

Itlr. Norgard suggestsrrrlt 1s to be noted that the present system of
blddlng has worked very well for many years and 1t ls not recommended
that 1t be changed, because of.one 1solated case.tt I suggest that
one lsolated case of dealing.with human values ls sufflelent to
instltute safeguards to prevent it from happenlng agaln. I further
suggest this.is one lsolated case that has come to our attentlon.
How many people have thrown 1n the towel and regret they had anything
to. do wlth government? Whatever rrurgencyrr may exlst ln the mind of
Mr. Norgard, I do not thlnk lt takes precdence over a family who
purchased property over twenty years ago, paylng taxes on 1t,
deprlving themselves and losing 1t because they dld not have the
bendflt of'a good education and confldence that govennment ls to
protect them, not to suffer them to .uficonsdtuneabl'e :oordubt.

The DeWeesets are proud but hunble family. I came to know Leslie
and Edward and respected them for their honesty and lntegrity. I
slncerely hope you w111 not all-ow thelr property to suffer the
addltlonal burden of the proposed assessment whfch shall be the
e e ct of conflscatlng same.

ctfu y yours,

Robert man

RL:kp
Comm. McCready
Comm. Schwab
Comm. fvancle
Comm. Jordan
Jim Griffith, Dlrector, Bureau of Bulldlngs
Barl M. Norgard, Chlef Buildlng Inspector
HoLfis DeWeese :

Resp
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OREGOil
DEPARTMENT OF

FINANCE AND
ADIVINISTRATION

JAM€S E. GR IFFITH
DI FECTOB

1220 S.W- FIFTH AVE
PORTLAND. OR.97204

50'3124a-42fi

FROM: JIM GRTFFITII
NEIL GOLDSCHMIDT

tvlAYOR TO: MAYOR NE]L GOLDSCIIMIDT

BUBEAU OF
BUILDINGS RE BUREAU COSTS NOT COVERED BY PERMITS

Dear Neil:

Upon implementation of the Electrical fee schedule, our Bureau
will be 82.52 seLf.-supporting from permlt fees.

The non-supported amount ls $434,636.00.
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These no fee items are Ltsfed below with our

Complaint investigatlon and inspections - Approx. $175r000
These lnclude Zonlng, I{ouslng and Buildtng itens. A11 are
time consuming and are the source of the naJority of our
Court cases.
Action: We are presently establishing a Citizen Advisory
Conmlttee to deal wlth this coocern as well as other Zoning
enforcenent issues. We have no recoontendation at this time
on a fee structure.

Providing information and assistance to the public -
Approx. $80,000
This iacludes proJect pre-application meetings with prospective
builders of major projects, telephone questions, and counter
dlscussions. This cost is throughout the Bureau. If we can
not develop a speclfic charge for these ite s, we wl-ll lnclude
them in our next fee increase.

Chapter 13 Enforcement - Houslng Section - Approx. $22,000
We sti1l have some 50 ldenttfied Chapter 13 apartments. We

make numerous site vlslts and provlde lnformation prior to
the issuance of a work permit. The permiL funds are not
allocated to Housing. The Comnitcee in /11 above w111 review
thi-s subJ ect .

tfi
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Noveober 27, L978
Mayor Nell Goldschuidt
Page 2

Post Flre Electrical Inspectlons * Approx " $12r000
The building olvner is not charged for a post flre Electrlcal Safety
Inspectlon at the request of the I'lre Departuent. ff no equltable
methology to assess a fee ls deternlned, we wtll tncorperate l.n our
fee structure.

Pre-construction consultatlons wlth Electrical Contractors -
Approx. $17,000
These are tule pre-appllcatton neetltrgs before electrical project
work starts. I{e are reviewing all possible pre-appllcatl.on fees.

Sign Code enforceuent for non-permitted slgns - Approx, $9,000
Ihis item wl1l- be de{f. with by the Advlsory Conmittee.

d€"1+

Ihe present fee structure does not tnelude the present year salary
increases. Approx. $119,636.
These will be current with our next fee lncreace"

We are atteEpting to have the aforeoenttoned iteus resolved by July L, 1979.
I uould be happy to provlde addittooal inforqation on these ltems if you
so desire.

Slncerely,

5

6

7

o

JAUES E. GRIEIIITI
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG: tb

ee: Mike Llndberg



Zur{ING ENF0RCEMENT ADVISORY COMMIT,cE

Dave Beckman Inspections Manager, City of Portland
Room 120, City Ha11
1220 S. t.I. Fifth Avenue
Portland,0R 97?04
( 248-4233 )

George Fleerlage - Hearings 0fficer - City of Portland
Roonr 2'l'l
424 S. W. Main Street
Portland, 0R 97204
( 248-45e4)

Frank Frost

David Gemma

Jan Sokol

Ernest C

Bob Stutte

Janps E

D. E.Q.
3017 N. E

Portl and ,
284-7690

3lst Avenue
0R 97212

Zo
4
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ning - Bureau of Plannjng, City of Portland
24 S. tl. Main Street
ortland,0R 97204
248-4479)

3272 S. E

Portl and ,
(221-63t2

. Main Street
0R 97214

)

Stempel , Vice President
Ward Cook, Inc.
520 S. t,{. Stark Street
Port'land,0R 97204
(?26-2111)

Norris & Stevens
6.10 5. l,l. Broadway
Portland,0R 97204
(223-3'r7r )

Griffith - Director, Bureau of Buildings, City of Portland
Room 120, City Hall
1.220 S. hl. Fifth Avenue
Portland,0R 97204
(248-4232)

E John Rumpakis - N.E.l^l .S., Realtors
4]00 N. E. Fremont Street
Portland, 0R 972L2
( 281 - 1261 )

Wolszon - Mayor's 0ffice
Room 303, City Hall
1220 S. bl. Fifth Avenue
Portland, 0R 97204
(248-4267 )

Margaret
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1535 STATE STREET, SALEM, OREGON 97301

SALEM (508) 37&1296

PORTT-AND (5Gr) 23&2661

EUGENE (5OB) @7.4'76

November 10, 1978

Mayor Neil Goldschmidt
Commissioner in Charge
Bureau of Buildings
City of Portland
l22O S. W. 5th, Room 303
Portland, Oregon 97204

1847 S. E
Portland,<@i as

EGEIVED
Nov 1 81378

MAVOR'$ oFFlcE

Re: Bitl Potter Grievance

Dear NeiI:

Please be advised that AISCME Local 189 is persuing a grievance
of Mr. BiII Potter's suspension at your level. We are following
the grievance procedure as outlined in the current Collective
Bargaining Agreement between the District Council of Trade
Unions and the City of Portland.

The Articl-e which we are grieving under is Article XXXI ,
Section D. Also, we are grieving Article XXXIII, Maintenance
of, Standards; Article XXX, Discipline and Dischargei and any
other violation of the current working agreement.

Mr. Bill Potter was suspended effective 8:00 a.m. on october 27,
L978, without pay for five (5) days from his posiEion as Plans
Examiner II in the Bureau of Buildings. The reason stated for
that action hras that he did not advise the Bureau of his intent
to provide a seminar for a local group as required by the Brueau
of Building's' Policies and Procedures Manual.

The specific remedy the Union is requesting is that Mr. Potter be
paid for the five (5) days which he was suspended and that you
remove from his personnel file any reference to said suspension
and with no prejudice or malice towards Mr. Potter.

I
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lSovenber 6, l97B

Rlchard D. Boyd
Executive vted-President
Boy<l Coffee Cotnpany
19730 N. E. Sandy BIvd.
Portland,,.OLgon 97229

,,Dedr Mr, Boydr

taken mo rwhl.le to get back to you about-youa
on rogardlng the bulldlng permit fee. procedure
d for.your resl<lence at 3660 S.W;.Crystal
s Elvd. The project at,your home was reccttnqr{
Bureau of Bulldtnga as they loggect lt on Augtst

18, 1978:, on 6eRferr0cer l"I , L978 the Buretu of tsul'Idtnge
enacted 1te ngr*'. fee sehedule by Clty.CounolL, direotive.
All fEea tliat rere pald to the llrrreau of 'Bulldlnga ba-
f,ore.Septenber.. 11 , 1978 were al-lowdB to remain a& the
old fee gchsdule;-all fees pald to the.Bureau aftu6t
that.date were qalculaEad at new rate-a. , , 

,

In thl-s partloular crrr! a'plan ohack fEe.of $12.50,was .

eharged iLnce lhs f,ae waa !aJ.d prlor Eo Bapterilber $,tr.,
19.78. But the bu[dtng parmlt wag l-rauad on Scpternimr
20', 1978 an{ rae calsutiLed at the ncr ratc wh{ph r[a
$157.00. Ehat wer baerd on your irtlrnated valuatlori
of $d0r000. Under thc new fE6 structuro t-he pla4 ehQck
fee would havo been $78"50,.but becauia of thG n$1n$1
rle left, tt at $12.50.. \ . \

i\I cheeked to aao whctlrcr or not tharG were otlrors'that .'.

'yore caught lF thls' btid, o"t{e've only had thrso'pEqPXe
that we csn Ldentlfy rho got stuch. I tn eorrl It, '-"workcd out thlt way, but lt docen't look tlkc p've.
got much ch#a"aCtnr.a potnt but to lcavo Lt the wq'
Lt La. we ulEht bottcr advlgc p€oplo on-thelr lnttinrl
paynont to malte an tatfuoated Pal,tnent unacr'ttre fee'it
the ttas Ln order to etsurc them of ul'o?Poftunl,ty to
rvqid the fec tncrcaec anit I an going tci-Lhcok +rrtp,!het.

It has
qqestl-
w6 use
Spring
by tne
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D. BOYI)
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T CITY OF
FORTT/AI{D

OREGOil
DEPABTMENT OF

FINANCE AND
ADMINISTRATION

NEIL GOLDSCHT?,IIDT
MAYOB

BUREAU OF
BUILDINGS

JAMES E. GRIFFITH
DIRETTOR

122O S,W. FIFTH AVE
PORTLAND, OB. S7204

fi3124p-4.2fi

October 18, 1978

TO:

FROM:

Jim Griffith ,A

e Mana er

SUBJECT: Richard Boyd residence
3600 S. E. Crystal Springs Blvd
(Building permit fee).

The referenced project was received by the Bureau of Buildings on
August 'l 8, .l978.

0n September ll,.1978 the Bureau of Buildings enacted its new fee
schedule. All fees paid to the Bureau of Buildings before September
ll, ]978 were allowed to remain at the old fee schedule. Al] fees
paid to the bureau after September ll,'l 978 are calculated at the
new rates.

In this particular case a plan check fee of $\Z.SO was charged,
since the fee was paid prior to September ll, 1978.

Gary Ross
Admi ni strati v

The building permit was issued September 20, 197
at the new rate, which was $157.00 as based on t
mated valuation of $40,000. Under the new fee s

check fee would have been $78.S0, but was allowe
$12.50 since 'it was pa'id to the bureau prior to

If I can g'i ve you some add'itiona'l help in clarify'ing the bureau's
pos'ition on our new fee structure, please let me know.

8a
he
tru
dt
sep

nd was ca]culated
appl i cants est'i -
cture the p'lan
o remain at
tember ll,l97B.

GR: jd
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Mr. BilI Potter

Gary Poss
Admlnistratlve Manager

SUBJECT: Suspension

Dear tJlll :

October 26, l97B

TCI

FROI{:

penslon
problem
dlscharg

Effectlve 8:00 a.m,,october 27,1978 you are suspended wlthout pay
for flve (5) days frorn your posltlon of Plan Examlner II ln the Bureau
of Buildlngs.

The reason for thls actlon {s timt you did not advlse thls bureau of
your lntention to provide a Bulldlng Code seminar for a local pro-
fesslonal group as requlred by the Bureau of Bulldings'Pollcy and
Procedut'e I'lanual, Confllct of lnterest (AAC) dated December 1975,
and a letter to you from Jlm Grlfflth dated June 2, 1978 whlch states
"I must ask that you notlfy your supervlsor ln advance of any outslde
vnrk actlvities . . ."

Because this is a repetltlon of a continulng problem of whlch you
have prevlously been advised, I have concluded a (5) flve day sus-

ls a
will
e.

pproprlate at thls tlme. Future occurrences of thls
regult in further dlsclp'linary actlon up to and lncludlng

Under the provisions of the current labor agreerent you are entltled
lo fl1e a grievance through your un'lon lf you believe thls actlon was
not for Just cause.

GR:Jd

APPROVED

ss oner o nance a n s rat on

Handed To Employee

cc Secretary, Civil Service Board
Bob Johnson, Personne'l
Sam G'l'llespie, Local #.l89
Jams E. Grlffith, Director, Bureau of Buildlngs
Jlm Hart, Supervlsor, Plan Examlnatlon



THE CITY OF
PORTLAT{D

October ll,1978
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lil tE
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NEIL GO LDSCHN4IDT
MAYOR

OREGON FROM:

TO:

ATTN I

RE:

DEPARTMENT OF
FINANCE AND

ADMINISTBATION

BUHEAU OF
BUILDINGS

JAMES E. GA IFFITH
DIHECTOR

1220 S.W. FIFTH AVE.
PORTLANO, O8.97204

@312481230 Dear Nei I :

Jim Griffith

Mayor's 0ffice

Ne'il Goldschmidt

North Portland

ivtnr+;i s OiFlcE

and
evel , and
pproved project, and
e the U. S. Corps of
closure project, and

As a fo1low-up to our discussion concerning the Pen I (KEX-tower)
area as a potential industria'l area.

After much discussion I have to admit defeat.

I
2
3
4

That is a
It seE I
It will n

designated flood plain area,
6' to 22' below the .l00 year I
ot be affected by the Pen II a

It will most likely be 5-10 years befor
Engineers do anything about the channel

5. The property owners in Pen II would raise H--- if they have
to jump through the hoops for years and spend $350,000 to
shore the dikes to build, etc., etc., etc., and

6. Regional F'lood Insurance folks recommend against the idea.

Anything on the other side of Denver Avenue (East) wil1 be fine
after January 15, 1979, if all goes well.

Sorry I couldn't pull this off.

Si ncerely,
o

JAMES E. GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG: jd



October 2, 1978 

Donald n. Shnffcr 
Business Hanager-Finnncial Secretary 
Local Union No. 49 
901 S, E, Oak, Suite 102 
Portlnnd, OR 97214 

De:.1r Don: 

.I nave attnchcd a copy of a memorandum from Kathy 
Fong of my staff, nddressec.. to iao, which io a follow­
up to th3 convolrtiation wo had at breakfast. ::: hope 
tni!l is hulpful for ,tou to know where everything 
stando. I think it is important for you to know that 
Jim Griffith, Director of our Durcau of Buildings 
(and oo=oone easily acceosible to you) is on ths State 

Llcc.:.rical Advisory Board. He would be noot interested 
in hearing from you about these isouos. 

It was nice to see you at breakfast. 

Sincerely, 

Neil 1-;oltlschmidt 

NG:cm 

cc/wa: Jim Griffith 



7 September 2 L978

MEMO TO NEIL:
From: Kath
Re:

One year ago, upon the reguest of appliance repair people,
the Electrical Advisory Board of the State implemented an
Appliance Repairman License. The license costs $125 per
year and was to be required for appliance repairpeople
such as Maytag, Bressie, etc.

PURPOSE: Under prevj-ous.1aw, only an electrician could do
glectrical connection work for consumers. This meant that
if you had a wash5-ng maehine-installdd or repaired in your
home, you would have to have a plumber do the installation
and an electrician do the electrical connection work. With
this license an appliance repair person could do the work
if srlhe had demonstrated the necessary skills and obtained
the license.

The State Electrical Advisory Board (Jim Griffith is our
rep) is now reviewinq this licensing system since it was
implemented on a trial basis for I year. At their last
meeting they hashed it over and found that in the Portland
area no licenses have been ppplied for or issued. In other
parts of the State it seems to be working aII right.
Because of the conflicting info, the Board deferred the
matter until more stater were avaiLable in order to assess
the effectiveness of the licensing. Jim feels that the
Board had granted the repairpeople their reguest, but
that they aren't coinplying with it.
The Boardrs next meeting is October 12 at 9:30 in Room 773,
State Office Building. They may be discussing this
issue on that agenda. Eor future agendas, one shouLd call
Betty Mitchell, Secretary to the Electrical Advisory Board,
378-7046. Betty is out- of town until Oct. 9.

kf

D
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PR ELIMI MRY

Presentation to the State of Oregon Housing Cost Task Force by James E.
Griffith, Director, Bureau of Buildings, City of Portland

Surrnary:

'lhe City of Portrand has had a strong cunrnibrent toward oeve'l opment of permit

system improvements since beginning reorganization and appointnent of a new

Director in the Bureau of Bui'l dings in October 1975. Mayor Goldschmidt stated

his support for a "One-Stop Permit System" at the time of my dppointment

-'--'i nterview.

One of my first tasks was to reorganize the staff of the Bureau of Buildings

into sections for establishment of administrative controls. The rea'l ization

of a facility which made the paper chang ed orqanization a real'i ty was achieved

'i n September L977.

The task analysis and p1 anning expense related to this facility improvement

plan was partially paid by a one-year Federa'l Grant to the City from the

Department of Housjng and Urban Development (HUD) in 0ctober 1976. This grant

made it possible to contract for the services of an Industrial Engineer who

helped us in identification of problems and then worked with us to develop

sol uti ons.
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The HUD Grant funded the Portland Permit System Improvement ProJect.

Objectives of the project were:

To 'lmprove referral procedures for persons app'lying for City

permi ts;

2. To improve the public service orientation of permit system

empl oyees;

3. To consolidate permit counters in the City's Bureau of Buildings;

ano

4. To c1 arify permit procedure instructions.

A major remode'l ing and relocation of perm'it functions'in the Portland Bureau

of Build'i ngs was completed as part of this project. This remodeling reduced

permit counters from three to one and has al so reshaped organizationa'l

relationships. Al 1 inspectors, whether bui'l d'i ng, housing, electrical ,

mechanica'l , or plumbing, have been located in a common area; management has

been'located together; clerica1 staff have been grouped together; and plans

examination sections have been relocated and assigned add'itional

responsibil it'ies.

Anetfirstyearcostsavingsofapproximate.rybeenrea.|izedfrom
the permit counter consolidation and personnel relocation. The savlngs

resulted from staff reductions, increased clerica'l and inspector uti'l ization,

improved control of inspector and p1 ans examination functions, reduced filing

activities and staff reassignment.

1
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A flow time analysis of the building permit app'llcation and issuance process

was conducted during the project. In addition, project staff prepared two

reference documents on the City's permit system. These documents are: 1) a

narratlve guide to Portland's permit system, designed for use by City staff

and public; and 2) a telephone index of Portland's permits and licenses, for

use by the city/county Centrex operators and permit staff.

The City initiated a second one-year permit project in November 1977 designed

to continue documentation of the City's construction-related permit systsns.

The purpose of the second project is to determine the feasibi'lity of

Ceveloping a City Permit Application Center (C.P.A.C.). A Steering Ccrm,rittee

was established to work with the ConEultant.

The City's construction-related permit systsns exist in five downtown

buildlngs in 10 bureaus and offices. This results in fragmentation,'lack of

coordination, technical revlews on some permits in a ntmber of buildings and

bureaus, and limited capability to track a permit application after it goes

from one building and organlzation to the next for review.

A more efficient method of coordinating and monitoring building permit

appf ication progress towards approval needs to be introduced if permit

application flou time routing and coordination is to be improved betreen the

Bureaus of Buildlngs, Street and Structura'l Engineering, Sanitary Englneering

and Traffic Engineering.

The City needs a building which makes it possible for the various construction

permit-related offices and bureaus to be'located ln the same building.

-3-



A nunber of interna'l operation innovations have occured in the past year in

the Bureau of Bui'ldings and the 0ffice of Pub'lic Works. These have improved

the City Administration's ability to meet the public's need for perm'it

appl ication assistance.

A Homeowners Niqht was established in the Bureau of Buildings in the FaIl of

1977. Every Thursday evening, from 5 to 9 P.M., permit application and review

staff are made avai'lable at an overtime expense to the City to assist

homeowners seeking to make home bui'l ding improvements. This service is

avai'l able only to homeowners, not architects, developers, etc. who have good

access during regular business hours.

\he.next improvement I will mention benef its the developers, builders and

architects des'i ring to proceed with a major construction proJect. It is known

as the Pre-Application Conference Process. It is my observation that this

process saves time and money for builders and in addition for City staff,

because most questions and problems attendant to the developnent can be

addressed during the Pre-Application Conference Committee meeting.

Developers can make an appointment for a conference by a te1 ephone call to the

Bureau of Buildings. In this call the supervisor and developer can scope the

project and decide which technical representatives the C'ity and the developer

need to have available for the conference.

A third improvement was made in the Bureau of Buildings by estab'lishment of a

Document Contro'l Section. Ihe D.C. Section has improved coordination and

-4-



status contro'l functions re1ated to building plans and applications within the

Bureau of Buildings. This section has attempted to improve the quality of

status information requested by applicants. However, because a definite

accountabi'l ity structure has not been forma'l 1y addressed and established for

providing information to the D.C. Section from other bureaus and departnents,

'information from them can be described as sketchy and deficient.

A fourth improvement was made in the 0ffice of Public Works when permit

approval responsibility for a'll residential building perm'its was assigned to

staff at the permit counter. This el iminated the routings previously made to

fo,rr or five other te:hnicians and engineers fcr the va:jot:s Street an,.j

Structural and Sanitary Engineering reviews and approvals. A direct technica:l

approval is requested only on those appfications and plans where a deficiency

appears to exist. This has been a definite improvement directed at flow time

reduction. }le now get 90 to 95 percent of the residential building plans and

applications back to the Bureau of Buildings for continuation of our Plan

Check in tlo or three days instead of the one to two weeks we experienced'l ast

year.

A fifth improvement is the use of a "held for" note which is utilized when an

engineer or technician delays a Plan Check more than one day on residential

p lans or more than four days on ccrnmercia'l plans. The "held for" notes are

co1lected daily in the 0ffice of Public l,lorks and routed to the Bureau of

Buildings: Docunent Contro'l Section.

This has glven you an overview of some of the progress which we have made in

Portland during this past year. I'lore problems exist. More steps need to be

-5-



taken. An analysis of the total construction-permlt system is nearing

completion. A report evaluating the potentia'l to centralize permit

application, review and'lssuance functions wi'l I be issued for City Counci'l

review the week of 0ctober 9th.

This report is considering five alternat'ive so1 utions. They are as fo1lols;

Alternative A:

Centra'lized Orgnaization, Centralized Location (C.0.C.1. )

Alternative A has the greatest potential for efficiencies in operation

because it will contain the intake, coordination, review/approval ,

issuance and fee collection functions within a singu'lar1y managed

organi zati on.

It wil'l contain the 'l east number of directors, managers, supervisors,

engineers and other staff to sustain permit system requirements.

It has the potential to be the most satisfactory to the public

( appl icant)

It will contain the shortest routing distances. It wil'l increase the

number of'ful'l-time' and reduce the number of'part-time' staff engaged

in the permit functions.

Alternative B:

Centralized Location (D.0.C.1. )Decentral ized 0rganizatJon,

-5-



A]ternative B has definite potentlal for efficiencies in operatlon

because it will contaln the intake, coordination, review/approval,

issuance and fee co'llection functions withln a single buildlng.

It will contain about the same staffing as at present except for some

increases of staff fbr coordination/routing type functions.

It has the potential to be more satisfactory than the fragmented location

structure which presently exists. It will be of greater convenience to

the public because City permits wil'l be available from one bui'lding.

It will contain a shorter routing distance than at present. A large

nunber of'part-time' staff will be continuing to participate in permit

review/approval functions.

Al ternatlve C:

Centra'l ized 0rganization, Decentral ized Location (C.0.D.1. )

Alternative C has fewer potentia'l s for efficiencies in operation because

the lntake, coordination, review,/approval , issuance and fee collection

functions will be in a number of different buildings and locations, much

as at present.

It wl1 1 reduce the number of directors and managers and increase staff in

the coordination/routing type functions. It wi'll be of less convenlence

to the publlc because a nurnber of different buildings will supply the

various City permit functions much like it is presently.

-7-



It will contain improvements in routing procedures. Some duplicate files

will need to be generated and maintained to satisfy informationa'l needs

in two'locations.

The routfng distances will be about the same as at present.

Alternative D:

Decentral ized 0rganization, Decentra'l ized Locati on (D.0.D.L. ): Existlng

Al ternative

Alternative D has the least potential for efficiencles in operation

because the intake, coordination, review/approval , issuance and fee

collection functions wlll continue to be in a nunber of different

buildings and locations and because the organization and operatlng styles

will be left lntact.

It wlll require some additional staff to develop and malntain the

coordination/routing type functions. It wil'l continue to lack

conveniences to the public because of the different buildings and

locations for the varlous permit functions.

The routing distances wlll be about the same as at present.

Alternative E:

Central ized 0rcanization, Centra'l ized Location (C.0.C.1.) for Permit

Apollcation. Issuance and Fee Col'lection

-8-



A'l ternative E has certain advantages from the standpoint of being a

single point for seeking permit applications, information and permit

issuance/fee collection. Applicants could be directed from this location

as necessary to coordinate various technical requirements. It wi'l I have

little potential for efficiencies in coordination of review and approva'l

functions because of the continuance of separate organizations and the

locations in a number of different buildings. It will require some

additional staff to develop and maintain the coordination/routing type

functions. It wil'l continue to lack conveniences to the public because

of the number of different build'ings and locations for the various permit

func+-i ors.

The routing distances will be about the same as at present.

This is the alternative which the City of Portland cou'l d most easily

incorporate until a large Public Service type building or significant new

space becomes available. A decision regarding these a'l ternatives could

be made in the next two months.

In conclusion, I be1 ieve significant permit system improvements have been made

in the City of Portland. I recognize that additional improvements are needed.

l.le are using some of the City's resources to continue our analysis. In time

we expect to develop more improvements and provide better services. And when

it becomes feasible we will establish that "one-stop process" which best meets

the needs of the public and provides the level of code enforcement necessary

for the City to protect the l'ife, hea'lth and safety of its citizens.

JG: JD: sl t

-9-
U
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f

I{EMORANDUM

Neil

&riI 11, 1978

ink he has
nterested
tacts besides. )

TO:

FROM:

SUBJ:
wRock

Bureau of Buildings

I need some help -- please call Jim Griffith, congratulate
him for encouraqiing' some of his clerks to take the test for

ersonall
es an

There are three of these positions and they require minimum
technical 

-knowteaqe. 

They are the best chance we've had in a
long time to break the all white male profil-e in that Bureau,
and we canrt afford to lose it. (Jim should understand that
he canrt affort to lose it.) Alyce Marcus mails out notices
E5 organizations, but I really think this call deserves more
of a personal push.

Jim tel1s me, by the way, that all recruiting responsibility
is rea11y Personnel's, not his.

I think the Bureau manager should be held responsible for the
make-up of their staffs and should know this very clearly.
They don't seem to.

*4-& ff; r,-e
RW: pj r

Housing Inspector I and then ask him what else he
is doiig to see ilft. trrere are some strong m-inorfEi
women candidates on the list for those jobs. (I th
a list somewhere of people who were at some time i
in jobs 1n that bureaur 4nd must have a lot of con

7o*"r;* **{12ru
tr|-3*c.ry



rL: !., r I '/ OF

PORTLAND

OREGON

OFFLCE OF
THE MAYOR

NEIL GOTDSCHMIDT
MAY OR

MORANDUM

Date:

To:

From:

May 19, L978

Darryl Love, Senior
MAR Division

Management Analyst

I
b

L

I22O S. W, FIFTH A\,/E.
PORTLA\D, OB,97204

503 248 -4r20

Douglas

CENTRAL

L. Capps, Executive As sista
PERMIT APPLICATION CENTER S YSubject:

I've had an op"oortunity to review the exchange of cor-
respondence on the CPAC contract and the issue of trans-
ferring administrative control over the project. I've
also read a preliminary draft of Jim Duncanrs first re-
port which was issued this week.

My judgment j-s that the project should be "transferred"
to the OMS di-rector. This will mean that interlm manage-
ment of the project would be directly supervised by the
Mayor's Offi-ce generally and to me specifically as a func-
tion of my rol-e as "acting OMS director." When the new
OMS director is chosen, the project would remain in the
same Iocation.

I have discussed this decision with Jim Duncan and he
is comfortable with it. I agree that the project is en-
tering a critical period, and should be given continued
support by the steering committee. I would also like
you to provide addj-tional direct management support from
now unt1l June 15.

The Central Permit Center is a concept to which the
Mayor has been committed, and I want to assure that there
is no sllppage in the progress of a project of this im-
portance. We will provide additional support to Jim
Duncan as he needs it until the new OMS director can take
the project over. This is perhaps where the Budget Office
comes in, but not as a transferee of the entire project.
I'm convinced t.hat. this arrangement wj-Il not only maintain
continuity, but also assure the "neutrality" the committee
has discussed,

Thanks for your cooperation. I
would communicate this decision

DC: cm

would appreciate it if you
to the steering committee.

cc: Jim Duncan



THE CITY OF
FOBTLAT{D

l7- hA
-k

IVE
MAY [ 1378 k \-(,

MAv@e'g Orrtce

Dous Capps, Executlve;Frlstant

Mlchael Rosenberger,'Adnrlnlstrative Servlces Offlcer

Centra'l Permit Application Center Study

ME1,'10

l.lay 5, 1978

TO:

FROil:

SUBJECT:

RE

OREGON

OFFICE OF
GENERAL
SEBVICES

ROOM 4OO, CITY HALL.I220 S.W. FIFTH AVE.
PORTLAND, OR. 97204

5o3/2rA-4O81
0n November L5, L977,.Ilm Duncan was hlred by the Clty of Port'land
to develop alternatlve unys to implement a central permlt app'll-
cation center. The project was {nftla'lly coordlnated by Dan Boggan
and Earl Bradflsh. Day to day management was assigned to Dan Boggan,
slnce the study was viewed prlmarlly as belng management-orlented,
rather than faci I I tles-related.

The sltuation at the present tlme is that ,llm Duncan ls belng glven
little leadershlp or dlrectlon as he pursues thls study. Thls ls
due to a varlety of reasons lncluding the fact that Dan Boggan
left the Clty, illke Xaiel left OMS and went to the Park Bureau,
and the staff of the lllAR Dlvlsion face uncertaln futures. For
these reasons, .Jlm Duncan approached EarI Bradflsh and m on
hlednesday, May 3, and requested that we speak wlth you, as
Actlng Dlrector of 0[tlS, about transferrlng the responslblllty
for this proiect to the 0ffice of General Servlces. I spoke
wlth Darryl Love, who was assigned to the proJect as the 0l,lS
representatlve, and he th{nks {t wou'ld be a good ldea to effect
such a transfer.

I tllnk lt makes sense for OGS to take over adnlnlstratlon of
this study, since lt ras one of the co-lnltlators. Also, we
can work wlth the Steerlng Cormlttee and Jlm to assure that lt
goes fonrard according to tJte adopted work plan.

Please 'let me know at your ear'liest convenience if you would like
the 0ffice of General Servlces to assume responslblllty for the
centra'l permlt appl lcatlon center study.

MR: en

cc: Jlm Duncan
Darryl Love

t}



THE \CITY OF
PORTLIND

OREGON

OFFICE OF
THE N4AYOB

NEIL GOLDSCHMIDT
MAYOB

APRrL 2L. L978

MEIVlORANDUM

TO:

FROM:

2-1

JIM GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU\OF BUILDINGS

PTI-9TYRSIIIL@
MAYORIS OFFICE.

1220 S. W, FIFTH AVE.
POBTLAND, OR. 97204

503 248 - 4120 Jim, At a coffee Neil recently heJ-d in Laddrs
Addition, he said he wou1d. ask you to look into
a number of suspected non-conforming uses of
single-family residences as boarding houses,
The following is the list we were given:

15 30
150 9
1545-
162I
L644
L734

S.E.
QEi

50 s.
s.E.
S.E.
CEI

Ho1ly
Ho1ly
E. Ladd
Ladd
Ladd
T.add

A1so, I talked to Gary Ross about an old church
for which you have issued. a permit for single unit
renovation. The neighborhoodrs information is that
the owner is converting the building into 3 or 4
units, and their concerns are that tJre 1ot isn't
Iarge enough for that many units, and there isn't
enough off-Street parking. I have attached a
letter thev'have written to Historic Landmarks

/raisinq -rrith.r issud for vour information about
\n" r.,iralny's locatio'n, ett. Neil said we would
check this one out also. Any chance you could
send an inspector out there sometime soon?

I would appreciate it if someone could get back
to me on what you find out on all of the above.

Thanks.



I

Go/d sc Lmtd /
t

April 19, 1978

Portland Bureau of Planning
424 S.H- !{ain
Portland, Oregon 9720\
Attention! 1,1r. John Brosy

Dear Mr. Brosy:

Re: 2456 S.E. Tanarack
Lots 9-10 - Ladd Addition

It has colne to the attention of the Ladd Addltion Districl Advisory
Councll that a !lr. Arthur Lind has purehased the old ehurch located at
2456 S.E. faman36!4. This chureh is noted as having secondary historle
sign ificance in the Ladd Hlstorie Conservation Zone; (See page 54 -
Histori-e Conservation Zoning Report - August 1977 -) It i,s to perpetuate
this signifj.cance and promote corununity unity Lhat we are concerned.

The property in questlon ls reported to eventually be eonverted to a
four-p1ex. Presently a building permit has been issued for a single unlt
renovation - The existing struc ture is situated with a front yard of
approximately 12 feet. The slde yards are 5-feet and l2-feet with the
structure abutting the alIey.

The ruoored uses of this building inelude a child day-care eenter, a
social club, aa antique store and the four-plex. Each use would require
varianees under the A 2.5 Zone. Each use would requlre. off-street parking
for whlch there is no space. Community indications show strong opposition
to any of these proposals.

To date the i,ork in pro6ress has remoyed some of the stained glass
windows. Tn is would indicate further extensive structural alterations are
contemplated. We believe these renovations do not conforn to the Historie
Conservation Zoning criteria.

We are interested in the applicantrs proposal under which the
existing building pe!"mits were issued. He f\rrther request that all
subsequent applications concerning this property and all other properties
within the Ladd Conservatlon District be reviewed by this body as well as
HAND and SEUL.



t(

Page 2. Aprll 19, 1978

If the proposed renovattons are ln vlolation, and adversely affect
the structure ts histortc slgnlficance, lre propose initiatlng procedures to
revert the structure to its origlnal condltion.

Yours very truly,

a1
1828 S.E. Ladd

Janes Mannlng

J r- )"*=-n-a-a/4FayJJttzorosfl d-

V,J^ )
Melvin Replogle

{?,*rol fL.
Rlchard Ross

Tte Ladd Addition Advlsory Council

l{ayor Go}dschnidt
George McMath
Rudy Barton
IIAilD
SEI't
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CITY OF POiTLANO

R. OFFICE EtrRREAPONDENtrE
(No? 

"oi 
xatl.txc)

*

Apr1l 6, L978

Fron Davld D;9
To NeiI
Addressed to

Sfijcct Status, New tvlarket theater

1.

7

+.

5.

2

Ross Cohen has an opportunlty, whlch he wants badIy, to lease the
New l,larket 3u11ding and adjacent parklng 1ot on weekends to
I'iew ?ortlantl Market, Inc. New Portland Market, Inc. 1s an offshoot
of Saturday l,Iarket. Ihe key people are 3ob Shunacher, Gary iIylton,
tsi11 We1ch, and Sherri-e Tsasdale. They describe the sp11t wlth
the other Sat. t'lrcrket group as amicable. fhey would like to use

the facility on Saturdays, beginning iprl1 22, and, eventually
to buy the buildj-ng and 1ot and operate a ?-day week. Ihey w111

use the 1ot only, for now, lf the Olty w111 not allow use of the
bu11dlng.
The Bureau of ts8lldings and tle I'lre Bureau have stopped use of
buildlng for above purpose. A ehange of use permit 1s need.ed

and Beckman has i:ot granted because of the remalning bracket
safety problem.
iloss has anothe:' group who also want to rent some lnslde space,
April 22 only, the Arner'1can Soc. of Interlor Decorators (I think).
Sol Slegal , Rossr attorney, called to seek clariflcatlon. I told
him we felt Ross was not living up to the agreenent letter he sent,
ie. he agreed to use only one entrance-exlt and was 1n fact using
two, and that I would. re-check the sltua,lon. I slso told hln
ou::'maln concern was safety and asked 1f he had really dealt wlth
the Landmarks 0onmissson ln order to get a permlt to take down

antl store the brackets.
Beckrm.n atlvlses today the Sureau needs to re-fj-le to conilemn the
corner brackets. It would take 5 weeks to get 1t to a hearlng.
Recornmenclatlons
rr. Re-file the esndennatl0n on the corner brackets and hold the

hearing,at earllest date, probably 5 weeks' IeIl Ross we are

dorsu.ltted to that courss unless he deals with it sooner'

Ft ) No 
.^. , a,)OUE(L

6.



a {, page 2

B. Instruct the Bur. of BuiJ-dings to close the seoond entrance-
exit and enforce any other vlolatione of our wrltten agreement
1 diat lY.

NO

he 3ur. of Buildlngs and Ross that we concur wlth
the Sureaurs recommend.atlon agalnst a change of use pernlt
untll- the safety problen ls reatlfied.

NO

e you a trore complete neno re. the New iortland Market
sal to buy the building. They wouItl be looklng for
ity-PDC heIp.

dvise t

7. I will glv
Inc. propo
alotofc

YES
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March 22, 1978

MAR 4,1 1378

Mavons OFFrcl
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NEI L GOLDSCHMIDT. MAYOR MEMO

U
BUFEAU OF

I\4ANAGEMENT AND BUDGET TO: Ma o eiI Goldschmidt
ssioner Francis Ivancie

KENNETH C. JONES
BUDGET OFFICEB

Cormissioner Char'les Jordan
Commissioner Connie McCready

I22OS.W. FIFTH AVENUE
PORTLANO, OBE. 972EI

5O3/248,4d1S

Commi ssioner Mi'ld S hwab

FROM: Kenneth C. Jones
Budget 0fficer

SUBJECT: B ilding Permit Rate lysi s

h

f a wand B

,/. I
'--, >hh

The Bureau o s comp
of its rate analysis of building permit rela
Bureau of Buildings. Building and housing i
examination and other related activities are

I
he

ns S

covere thi sn
report; plumbing, electrical and heating inspections and related
activities will be covered in a subsequent study, which is currently
underway.

The general approach of this study was to identify services provided
by the bureau, whether fees are collected for them or not, and to
analyze each service. Discussion of each service covers costs,
revenues and the current fee structure. ConclusJons and recommendations
are drawn from each analysis, with consideration given to policy
impacts of each recommendation. The final section of the report
describes a methodology for updating the fee schedule on a regular
basis.

ure curren tly used by th
was or ginally intended to generate greater revenues than the UBC

would. However, since permit fees have not been changed for
several years, permit revenues are now f r than the Ci ty's

pad the fi
a vities i
ti ons
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Memo to Mayor and Cormissioners
March 22, 1978
Page Two

woul cover the cost o one
spec lOn, mum required for building permits, but would not
cover clerical processing costs. It was felt that increasing the
minimum permit fee to $20, or a cost recovery level, would dis-
courage citizens from obtain'ing permits for small projects, thereby
el'iminating the possibility of inspecting such work. Ensuring
code conpliance for public safety reasons is the primary objective
of the Bureau of Buildingsi thus imp'l ementation of th'is alternative
might have been counterproductive in terms of bureau objectives.

Despite the fact that small permit fees will
the over-all fee structure will. This means
permits will to some extent subsidize the sma
a change from current practice. However, sma

recover a higher proportion of costs under th
and permits in the middle range will no longe
all.

not
that
I1 o
ll p

epr
rbe

recover costs,
the larger

nes. This is not
ermits will
oposed structure,
subsidized at

Other fee related recormendations of this study include an increase
in loan related housing inspection fees, certification and examination
fees, and appeals board fees, as well as implementation of rein-
spection fees and microfilm research fees. Some modifications to
operating procedures are also proposed.

the
methodologies suggested in the report for updating fees, a five

evel o d which s an

his study was done with the assistance and cooperation of Bureau
of Buildings personnel. The report has been reviewed by administrative
staff, who are in agreement with the recommendations contained
herein. l,Je look forward to continuing this cooperative effort
during the remaining phase of the rate ana'lys'is.

If you have any questions regarding this report, I am ava'ilable to
meet with you at your convenience.

KCJ:SR:ek
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THE CITY OF
PORTT/41{D

D,

March 9, 1978

MEI't0RANDUll

OREGOil
DEPARTMENT OF

F INANCE AND
AD[/INISTRATION

FROM:

NEIL GOLOSCHMIDT
I\,,lAYOR

BUREAU OF
BUILDINGS

JAMES E. GRIFFITH
DIBECTOR

SJBJECT:

I22O S,W. F!FTH AVE.
PORTLAND, O8.97204

fisl24a423E

Bureau of Buildings
Charles Stalsberg

Mayor Neil Goldsctmidt
Commissioner t'lildred A. Schuab

YZ 282-77; Lucille R. Miller, Deedholder;
Sam Dardano, Contract Purchaser

TO

The attached copies show the following:

0n 2-8-77 a building permit vlas lssued, and

on 2-L5-77 our Inspector informed both the fence
insta'ller and the car ]ot attendant that the
permit ms issued in emor, and

1

2

3. on 5-8-77 a letter was uritten to the owner of said
property, and copies were sent to the contract pur-
chaser and to the installer.

I offer th'is information only as a point of
the March 8, 1978, City Council Hearing. T

opposition to the decision rendered.

Respectful Iy,

&rr"L
Charles Stal sberg, Architect
Senior Plan Examiner

CS: rb

See att.

cc: Jim Griffith
Gary Ross

c
hi

larification of
s Bureau has no

MAR 9 1978

ftu':tIiItit[
fvlayors el.FtcE
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)APPLICATION FOR PERMI-'O BUILD NEW STRUCTURE
!uREAu oF !utLDlNOt, t or PiOaTLANo, OREGoN

OATE
REC'D

ROOMS STORI E8

Er5.

? 1b

2t

o5236

27,- +JZo

PEBMIT NO.

VALUATION

PENMIT FEE

AMILY UNITS HOI,ISE NO. FEE

DRIVEWAY FEE

TOTAL FEE

RECEIPT NO

APPLICANT PLEASE CO{IIPIETE AREA BOUNDEO BY HEAVY L]NE (PRINT IN INKI

IUMBEF ANO STREET
IETWEEN
llaME cnoss STREETSI

.oT lr \- at r, BLOCK

\DOITtON

ilzE OF LOT 

-SIZE 

OF ELOG OCCUPIED AS

ADDRESS

PLAN CH CX FEE

AMOUNT

FECEIPT NO.

,WNER

IUILOE

COMFUTEO BY

DATER DORESS

,LANS BY ADOFESS

,ILOER€ LICENSE STATE NO CITY

rUAL EMPIOYMENT OPPOETUNITY CCO NO

,TIMAIEO VALUATION OF COMPLETEO JOA

IINT 8ELOW, IN INK BSIEF DESCBIPTION OF WORK TO BE DONE:

s LL

s.e ta 110

lao

E

cHt(,o

GROUPS

- 
"-C

NIITF
YPE

k IDENTIF Y
NSISLE FOF
ECIFIEO ItEM

@F ,0

DATE

2-8-7

2-O-7
lr

ll'G+
tl|' Bu/Lo/& €t

APPROVED PERMIT INCLUOES ONLY WOBX DESCRIBED ABOVE ANO/OB ON PLANS AND
3PECIFICATIONS BEAAING THE SAME PERMIT NUMBER AND WILL COMPLY WITH ALL
APPLICABLE COOES AND OROINANCES OF THE CITY OF PORTLANO. OBEGON.

a

SEPANATE P ITS REOU
F R

x
x
x

{PPLICANT TELEPHONE N o
naa oa Authori:td g.nt (Prlnrl

;IG NATU RE TITLE e

/t-/
g

5FI BE
DISTRICT

u3LANO USE
ZONE

OCCUPANC

BUILOING CODE

P&ZCODE

f-
INITIALS BEL
PERSON RESP

APPROVAL OF S

3YAPP'ITEM

1 ontvewaY b
2 INDUS.

WASTE

3 u.r.e.c.

4
SAN
AEWER

5
STOFM
SEWEF

6
HOUSE
NUMBE F

7 euac

8 zor,rtl,ro

I FI RE
MABSHAL

J

F2
UIo
aD
UI
E

t0
PLAN
EXAMI NEF
STRUCT.

l1 rxorrueea

12 raarrtc

PLUMBING x

.^ PERMIT
IJ ISSUED

SPFINXL€R
9YS7EM

HEATING
INSTALLATION x SIGN

c
D

UBA CUT ANO
BIVETYAYELECTAICAL x

VENTI LATION
ELEVATOR
ANO DOOes

INCINERATOFI
BANGE HOOD
AND VENT

IIIIII
I[@lGi,tlAd
-tM!il

r

III
NOTE: KEEp surLorNG pERMrr AND copy oF AppLrcATroN oN pFEMrgEs uNTrL FrNAL rNSpEcrroN, FoB wHrcH you MUsr CALL.



Foir w-6a (r.iol

oate 218177

5826 S. E. 82nd

clTY t noilr-llo. oioalt{
EUREAU OF BUILDINGS

PORT OF BUILDING INSPE
Permit No

ON

0

Bet

oc fion
Orr Samrs Used Cars Ad 826 S. . 82nd
Cootrrct S ame Addro.. I

story, Typc--I--, GroupJ.2-, p.p. 3 zonoJf-cort $2 - 600 - 00
Plrn Eraminct cKs Structural Enginccr

DATE

ll - 2 Eve I n

HC,UR

Furnish E install 9r chain link fence around used

REMARKS* Sec 36?9

car lot
/?'a

lllrEtF-r* iih lI*r Stub- Veai d' or e
4iro aist?.UrErt A,t/ fuiqa/h .-tfiiilqasii
*ffi t iitt tsil|4 o, Va?t*i*,c-- -" ffi



Aprll 8, 1977

Hugh R. and Lucllle R. lllllcr
1507 gtll Sttlet
Orcgm Clty, Orcgon 97045

Dcrr ilr. and l{rs. }llllcr:
0n Febnnry I, 1977, a bulldlng pcrult (lSOSZael ms ltsuad
for ttc constrrctlon of t 9-foot hlgh chcln llnk feme rrcund
r uscd crr lot rt S.E. 82nd and S.E. Rrnrnr Strcct. Ihe
lnfotuatlon submltted by tjte appllcant dld not lndlcate tJn
tnn locatlon of tte fcnce. 0n a ncent lnspectlon by the
Bulldlng lnspecbr, lt ras drtarulned thc fcnce, as extstfig,
docs not cilply to the rcqulrcrents of the Plrnnlng rnd Zonlng
Co&.

Ttlo vrrlances rcquested by ltour ln 1963 rnd l96tl' llnltcd thc
halght of the fence to 6-fect hlgh on S.E. Ramona Stntt.
Refcr to YZ 147-63 and UZ 62-61.

Itc portlon of tlrc fcncc locatcd parrllel rlth S.E. 82nd ls ln
vlolrtlon of tjre rpechl cetbrct ordlmnce. 0n'Un rdvlsc of
thc Clty Attorney, I an rtqulrcd to rold thc penlt tbr thlr
comtructfon.

lf
DI

you w
hrppy

lsh to selk rallef frun thc code rcqulrwnttr I rould
to rdlvsc you. Please contrct m rt 2{8-{215.

Iourl truly,

J.F. II'IIIIIGAII
BUILDIIG PERIITT SI'PERIISOR

ilFll:tb

0C: Srn lhdrm, 5826 S.E. 82nd, PtId.
Porthnd Fenc! Co.r 9!140 S.E. (hk, Ptld.

1,



APPLICATION FOR PERMI? TO BUILD NEW STRUCTUBE
IURIAU C,F 

'UILl,IilO! 
Y OF PONTLA O. ORIGG)N

I $oszao
,-tc

\PPL. NO
OATE
FEC'D

PERMIT NO,

VALUATION

PERMIT FEE 2l- 45/2,

..AMILY UNITS ROOMS 

-ATOFIEA

HOUSE NO. FEE

ORIVEWAY FEE

TOTAL FEE

RECEIPT O.

AP?LTCAIIIT PLEASE cof,iPLETE ABEA EOUNDEO 8Y HEAVY LINE IPFINT ITII INK,

.IUMBEB ANO STBEET

EIWEEN
NAME CFOSS STREETS}

.oT a) f, BLOCK

,rDDlTlON

;IZE OF LOT-SIZE OF BLOG. OCCUPIED AS

AODRESS

LI /l

s.e aL e-

lao

7b

PLAN CTIECK FEE

AMOUNT 

-

RECEIPT NO

COMPUTEO AY

DATE
E

CHK'O

OCCUPAN GEOUPS

BUILDING CODE J- z-c i.

P&ZCOOE

INITIALS BELOW IOE?{TIFY
PEHSON F SIBLE FOB

APPBOVAL OF S ECIF IED ITEM.

DATE

"-8-
2-b-7

SEPARATE P
FOR:

rrs EOU R

,)IYN 
E B

,IUILOE ErS.

2t

*'

*

k

R ADDRESS

,LANS AY ADOBESS

JILDEF'S LICENSE SAATE NO CITY N

IUAL EMPTOYMENT OPPORTUNITY CCO NO

IiTIMATEO VALUATION OF COMPLETEO JOB

IINT BELOW, IN lN BRIEF OESCRIPTIOI{ OF VI()R K TO BE DONE:

s

,@F ,0

? +

?6' Bu/corq f'
.APPROVEO PENMIT INCLUOES ONLY WORK DESCBIEEO ABOVE ANO/OR ON PLANS ANO
SPECIFICATIONS BEANING THE SAME PEFMIT NUMBER AND WILL COMPLY WITH ALL
APPL]CAELE COOES AND OFDINANCES OF ,THE CITY OF POFTLANO. OEEGON.

All,J ?.n.. 4

x
x
x

APPLICANT TELEPHONE N 0
6;rl E;u d;Ero Irnt (Prinil

IiIGNATURE TITLE e

/r-/

5FIRE
DISTH ICT

,6N8""' U3

ITEM APPO 6Y

ru t2l oRrvewav

2 tNou8,
WASTE

3 u.p.s.c.

4
SAN
SEWER

5
STOFM
SEWEF

6
HOIJSE
NUMgE R

7 plsc

8 zourrc c
I FIRE

MANSHAL lutr-

Fz
luo
ct
ut
G

rcEkXS,r=.

tt//z_STFUCT.
11 e orNeen

12 TFAFFIc
.^ PERMIT
l.t tssuEo

SPBINKLEF
SYS'EMPLUMBING x

HEATING
I NSTALLATIclN x SIGN

ELECTRICAL x CUFB CUT AND
DRIVEWAY

VENTI LATION
EL
AN

EVATOA
o DooFs

INCIN EAATOR
FANGE HOOD
ANO VENT

Mtil

III
NOTE: KEEp BUtLDING pERMtr AND copy oF ApFLtcATroN oN pREMrsEs uNTrL FTNAL rNBpEcrroN, FoR wHrcH you Musr GALL



,l 8177 AUFEAU OF EUTLDINGS 0 2 6
.IEPORT OF BUILDING INSP

Pcroit No

TION

5826 s. E. 82nd Bet
ll - 2 Eve I n tion

Samrs Used Ca rs 826 S. E.
Contrsctor Same Addrerr

-story, 

Typ.--.I-, c.oopJ3-, r.n. 3 zous-Lco8#L699-.09-
Plen Eramincr cKs Struclural Engincer

DA?E HOUR 6]EMARKS* Sec 3639
I

A:a
l/r*tE*ii-E IZ<t 56fr*Z- Feai d'bF e
2r, D airtz-Urdx ail B*tnt/h . f#r&tarzfr.
*tfr fiitinil -.to.d,, Vai4*ih-e-- -- H,n'- )
'0 t ---



1

r

Fron

To

Addressed to

Subject

CITY 07 PORTLAND

INTER. OFFIBE CORREBPONDENtrE
(NoT roi ra^tltxo)

February ?8, 1978

James E. Griffith, Bureau of Bui'ldings

re

Mayor's 0ffice

Neil Goldschmidt EGEIVE
. Ketrenos' property

Ft B il rl 1!rB

MAYoR s oFFlcE

Dear Neil:

The delay in responding to this request was to insure that this
was not a drafting error, which was the case in a number of
lots in that area. However, this was not the case of the South
25' of Lot 2, Elizabeth Caples Addition. This was established
as a transitional use strip. We allow change of occupancy or
use on the adjacent C-2'lots (Lots 15 and 16, Block E, Elizabeth
Addition) as long as the transitional strip use remains unchanged.
In this case parking.

If he wanted to put a structure on this 25' strip, he would have
to apply for a zone change.

If he has any other questions, have him give me a call at 248-4232.

Si ncerel y ,

JAMES E. GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG:jd

o

AT;,-N
odtauWe@ rr.^rl!il q

U

.a^& .-r^oA lt4r"- A4^r",^^^$
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PTUMBERS JOINT APPRENTICESHIP & TRAINING SCHOOT
670I S. E. Foctar Rood o Portlond, Orcgon 97206 o Phonc 771-8701

dh,c

February 27, 1978

l. L. (JACK) HOWK
Choirmqn

FRANK DE SANTO
Scc.etory

DONATD W, MICHAETIS
Coordinotor

lYlayor Neil Goldstrhmidt
lYlayor's 0f f ice
Portland City HalI
7220 5,N, 5th Avenue

Porlland, Dregon 97204

CONF IDENTlAL

"peculiar" set of circumstances. I cannot
past ilhere-in a so-cal1ed "Revielu" of the

Dear [Ylayor Goldschmidt,

I received a Fhone call today from a margaret hJolszon (uLhom I
understand is attached to your Dffice). The gist of her con-
versation was to inform me that I had not received a lelter
senl to me about three weeks ago, due Lo it's being sent ttr
an errtrneous addrESS; and that in brief, the letLer [uas a

directive Lo me as Chairman of the Plumber's Supervisor Examining
Board for lhe Cily of Portland to submit a copy of the Supervisor's
Exam Lo her for review.

ilhen I asked r,uhy sucI a direcl.ive had been issued, she responded
that there had been "Severa.I" complaints received concerning the
Exam contents, and that sl2e uranted a copy f or, quote "Review" ,

end quote, I inflormed her that I failed to understand hor,u one

r,uho is not knowledgeable in the Trade could be "8ualified" to
revieu any such exam. She intimated lhat specifi-c revieru would
include the Plumbing Section. The conversation uras lerminaLed al
her behest due to "severaL blinkinq liqhLs on the phone".

This is an

reca11 any

unusual
t ime in

and

lhe

{



1

Illayor Neil 6

Page Z,

Therefore I
my position

Supervisor's Exam uras ca1led for on a broad overall basis. The

duties and authority of the Board are clearly delineated in Title
25 of the City Code of 0rdinance, and have been flor a good many

years. I am non-plussed by this request, both as to the manner

in ruhich it was asked and the generalities put forth as reason
for asking,

midt

directing this Letter to you personally, outlining
this matter.

to

am

0n

1. Prior to releasing any fxamination to anyone not on the
Examining Eoard for perusal, I think it is only proper
insist on a urrl.|len directive, signaLured by a perstrn

auLhorized to place such directive
dul y

fur
one

revieul or perusal should
trr more of the Examininq

be done only with at least
Board [Y]embers present.

Person(s) "Aggrieved" by action of the Examining Board
have specific avenues of appeal , as stated by the 0rdinance.
Specific complaints should be firsl directed to the Board,
and thence specifically appeal.ed per 0rdinance, if so

desired; this is standard procedure.

The responsibility placed upon the Exaraining Board, and
upon any person deeiring to be a pracLicing Supervisor
Plumber is such that maintenantre of the integrily and

conflidentiality oF Examination be held in highesl regard.
In as much as the Examination is given on a repeated basis,
it is most important to provide maximum security in this
regard. The revieur/perusal by person or Ferstrns unknoun

to the Board and/or in the Board's absence couLd breach
that 5ecurity, no matter how inadvertant. Revieur by any-
one who is "In-Expert" in the Trade is assinine.

I

4



ts
Mayor Neil Goldschmidt
Page 3.

In conclusion, I ask your careful consideration of the facts
presented. I would hope that a precedent not be established;
based upon the "inexact complaints" or "sour grapes" utterances
common to some perstrns failing any Examination. It is not my

position to deny cooperation; I am only requesling that it be

based on judicious necessity, and accomplished in an appropriately
safeguarded manner.

1 shal1 await ytrur response before proceeding.

S incerel y,

4.) '-yt*J*<
Donald ttj. IY{ichaelis
Supervisor Plumber Examining Board
Ehairman

DWIYI : gm



-AI,u

muurnomnH courrTv oFlEGon

()

5

OFFICE OF THE CHAIRIMAN
BOARD OF COUNTY COMIVISSIONEBS
ROOI\,4 606 COUNTY COURTHOUSE
POFTLAND. OBEGON 97204
(50s) 248,3308

COUNTY CON/MISSIONERS
DON CLABK, Chairman

DAN MOSEE
ALICE CORBETT

DENNIS BUCH N
[/E GO

j
*

February 23, L978

The Honorable Neil Goldschmidt
Mayor, City of Portland
L220 S. W. Fifth Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

Dear Mayor GoldschmidE
Mnvort's Omtcg

tdli \
il.,

FIB
{,'}iEE
i 1!tirj

t!::

v

In response to your letter of February 5, I have asked County
Counsel to investigaEe the status of housing units which we
have posted for health code violations.
He tel1s me that the Citsy Code is silent on what must be done
after a unit is posted other than that it is to be vacated and
remain vacant unt.il Ehe necessary repairs are made. In other
words, there is no provision in Ehe Code for condemnation pro-
ceedings or for requiring the owner to make the necessary
repairs.

The few pending condemnation proceedings were brought by the
City, pursuant to provisions in the City-adopted and City-
enforced State Building Code.

In short, it appears thaE Ehere is no existing Iegal and local
procedure for dealing with posted units. I agree they are both
an eyesore and a potent.ial source of inexpensive housing and
would be happy to discuss possible solutions to the situation
in which we find ourselves.

s cerely

D nald E. Clark
Chairman

sqhb

Hugh Tilson
John Leahy

cc

FN ICl.rI. OFPITTruNTrJ EIErI,rTF



Z
]iHE CITY OF
PORTTAND

Oo l-,
h*r-A

OREGON February 15, t978 REGTE
ii t/E

OFFICE OF
THF N4AYOR

IVARC KEL ItY
NTE TJGOVE FN[/E NTA L

COORDINATOR

FEB 1 61978

MAYoR's OFrlci

TO: Nei I

FROM: Ma rc

SUBJECT: State Enforcement of lnsulation Standards

Fol lowing the conversation which you had with Jim Griffith and
myself, there was a significant arnount of discussion with Mr.
Loren Kramer and Mr. Cornel ius Bateson concern ing the insulation
standards, specifically as it relates to retro-fitting in
existing single-family dwel I ings. The ultimate conclusion was
to exempt frorn local permit requ irements retro-fit insulation
and the vapor barrier requirement. The only except ion to this
would be if there was major renovation of the homes so that the
inside wal ls were removed; then, in fact, the vapor barrier
would be requ i red.

Since that time, Mr. Bateson has attempted to put into effect
the remainder of the standards which were adamantly opposed by
professional eng ineers and by the home builders. Through con-
versations held with the Governorrs Office, independently of
l,lr. Bateson, a decision has been made to reopen the publ ic
hearings on the question, and for the time being there will
be no rule at al I .

There are two observat ions I would like to make

Jim's professional attitude toward this subject, and his
knowledge stood us on very firm ground yhen deal ing with
the Department of Commerce; and

The distribution of the Administrative Rules Bul letin,
which is being done every two weeks., is a key factor in
enabling us to respond ln a timely rnalner to rules such
as this one.

,{K122OSW I IFTH AVE.
FOOM 3IB

PO RTLAND, Ot].97204
{503) 248-4130

2

tr

l'lK/ I u



ctTY or Po

INTER - OFFICE trtrRREEPONDENtrE
(NOt POR lrAlLtXO)

February 7, 1978

RE
\ E

8191

B

t^{tPi

,

Front

To

Addressed to

Sfijcct

James E. Griffith, Bureau of Buildings

Mayor's Office

Neil Goldschmidt

Various requests
h[AYoRs 

c)FFlcE

GU
FEB

Dear

Asa

t.

Nei'l :

follow up to your recent requests:

New Market Theater:

We would be happy to assist or draft
D.C. and Council review 'if you
o (2) "H" occupancy bui1dings:
has been vacant for some time

Linquist Hotel (tladison Hotel) which

Let me know what you desire.

Street Use Fees v.s. Hotel Use:

an ordinance waiving
so desire. Involved
The Marion Hotel

and the other the
is partially occupied.

t,le met with Chris Thomas and Bob Hurtig Friday to discuss
strategy. We agreed to rewrite the condemnation submission
and limit'it to the cornices and decorative brackets.
After Council accepts the proceedings and sets a date for
the hearing, we will close the use of the building. The
danger of thjs is that Rcss Cohen could then pu11 down
the brackets and destroy them if he so desires. However,
I am unsure what the Historical folks wou'ld say. I w'ill
talk to George McMath and see what he thinks. If you agree,
p1 ease return our submission for condemnation and we will
re-submi t.

2. Marathon project:

The Marathon fo'l ks do not want to go through the "H" occupancy
review for the southern block. (They have a'l ready completed
the northern block process). [,le cannot issue a demo perm'it
unti'l this issue is resolved.

the
are
whi c

P.
tw
h

3

The lot where the Linquist (Madison) sits is 40' x 100' or
4,000 square feet. Our street use fee is .03 pql-square
foot per week. In this case $120.00 pe-r week, {520.00 per
month, or $6,240.0O per year. The project should take



,

Mayor Neil Goldschmidt
February 7, 1978
Page 2

approximately 16 months. Therefore, $8,320.00.

I'le have not, ln the past, waived fees for this type of project
and I feel it would be a dangerous precedent. However, I
recognize the uniqueness of this situation and trade-off so
will 'leave the direction up to you.

Let me know on these three and we will get started.

Sincerely,
o

JAMES E. GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

J EG: jd
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IN
CITY OF POETLAND

I- trFFltrE trERREEPtrNDE lrCE
(NoT FoE MA|LTNG)

?va tk
I

Fron

'fo

Aildressed to

Subject

Office of City Attorney 
ULqq

,ranuary 13, 1978

Ernie !4unch,
Bureau of
Planning

John E. Dunnigan
Gary BoFS, 131/I1I
Building igureau

Richard Speer,
Bureau of
Traffic Eng,

Dan Churchill
Office of the
Mayor

4o
5auC.b
tk"l

Bit
loal r

tg tt^,

Building Permit for Taco-Time Restaurant aL lil.w. 19th & Hoyt

Gentlemen;

Dan Churchill asked me this morning if the Bureau of
Buildings has authority to revoke the Building Permit
issued to the Taco-Time Restaurant for N.IV. 19th & Hoyt
and, if so, what procedures to follow to revoke the
building permit.

ft apparently is unquestioned that the Bureau of Buildings
does have the power to revoke a building permit, but, in my
opinion, the reasons for the revocation should appear.

I have prepared a proposed letter to go from John Dunnigan,
Building Permits
tha t th e p ermi t i :ilffiffiE: t* I ;''"{}t?,rl 

tlil. li ": f "i:3 t }*-
Engineeringrs examination was based on inelusion of the
30-foot parcel and because of the recent experience with
the drive-in restaurant on W. Burnside

t
o
f
o
a
o

W61&r in

bo Tobocl

or the Cityts internal records and to support revocation
f the Building Permit, I believe there shouLd be a letter
rom the Bure..u of Traffic- Engineering to the Mayor as head
f the Bureau of Buildings setting forth the fact that the
pplication was not examined on the basis of the exclusion
f the 30 feet and that there are concerns about drive-in
estaurants as a result of the experience on W. Burnside.

/T also bel-ieve there should be some written direction from

@ t' u" *.t;i#:]i::,in!ni"3xl::",?:.:5'l$'tfl : ;:,::I":? ;::,?H'u'"n

6A&Y e^s$ l,Iith those two steps taken, a letter somewhat in the form
fArr$f the one enclosed could go from John DunnLgan to Taco-Time.

{tl?0, l^lt&

r{ bap*rdc. 1n
you

Eugene and
please Iet

I have been in touch with Taco-Time!s lawyer
when this letter is ready to go to him, will
me know so I can te1l him what to expect?

THOI4AS
Senior

I would appreciate your questionsf comments and suggestions,

Sincerely,

R. WTLLIAMS,
Deputy City Attorney



Taco Time International-, Inc.
c/o I'arry Thomson
P.O- Box 1475
Eugene, Oregon 9740L

Building Permit
Hoyt, Portland,

January 13, L978

(CERTIFIED MAIL)

for Property at I{.}1. 19th &
Oregon.

In RE:

Gentlemen:

The Bureau of Buildings hereby revokesPermit No.
issued , for a ?aco Time RestaurafrE-G-
the following described real. property:

Lots 3 and 4, Block 272, Colachrs Addition,
City of Port1and, Multnomah County, Oregon

pending further study of the proposed
for the site by the Bureau of Traffic

drive-in restaurant
Engineering.

As you know, the original application for this permit
covered the property described above together with the
east 30 feet of lot 5, BLock 272- After legal proceedings
were filed to test the validity of the proposed permit,
the permit was issued to cover only Lots 3 and 4, excluding
the east 30 feet of lot 5.

The Bureau of Traffic Engineering approved the application
when it included the 30-foot parcel, but has not considered
the operation without that 30 feet. The Bureau of Traffic
Engineering also wants to reexamine the permit in J-ight of
the Burearirs recent experience with a drive-j-n restaurant
on lvest Burnside Street.

Therefore, the Bureau of Traffic Engineering will
the appl-ication in light of the circumstances and
notify you of further action.

Very truly yours,

JOHN F. DUNNIGAN,
Building Perrnj.t Supervisor

reexamlne
we will

JPD/lrw/rl



THE CITY OF
POHTIA]ID

OREGOil
OFFICE OF

PLANNI NG AND O€VELOPiIENT

MIKE L NDBERG
ADMINISTRATOR

BUREAU OF
PLANNING

ERNEST R. BONNER
DIRECTOR

424 S.W. MAIN STFEET
PORTLANO. OR.97204

PLANNING
503 2484253

ZONING
503 248-4250

January ll,.l978

MEMORAN DUM

T0: Doug Capps, Mayor's Office

FROM: Ernie Munch, Bureau of Planning

RE: Taco Time in llorthwest Portland

The following outlines the controversy and circumstances surrouhding
the proposed construction of a Taco Time on the northwest corner of
Nl^l lgth and Hoyt.

Hi stor of Case

Taco Time International appl'ied to the Bureau of B

a permit to construct a Taco Time restaurant on th
of N.t,l. 'l 9th and Hoyt.on property currently zoned

uildi
e N.}J
c-? a

ngs for
. corner
nd A-0.

2

3

Lawyers for Nl,lDA and specific neighbors have filed a court action
to block the construction of the building.

N.W.D.A. has agreed not to pursue the temporary restraining order
if Taco Time goes ahead with the project without using the parcel
zoned A-0. NtdDA will pursue the other points in their brief
through the courts if construction begins.

It has been determiend that Taco Time can build on the reduced
site and still meet code requirements as per set back and required
parking.

Taco Time has been issued a bujlding permit based on the plans
showing only the development of the land zoned C-2.

Although the Bureau of Traffic Engineering reviewed and approved
the original site pIan, it has not reviewed nor approved the new
site plan which shows less site area and fewer parking spaces.

Although the zoning code makes no distinction in tenm of parking
requirerents for different cormrcial uses, the Bureau of Traffic
Engineering is aware that fast food restaurants in general
generate more traffic than any other corrnercial use except auto

4
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