MEMO
DATE:

November 15, 2011

TO:

Planning and Sustainability Commission

FROM:

Joe Zehnder, Chief Planner

CC:

Susan Anderson, Director and Eric Engstrom, Principal Planner

SUBJECT:

Transmittal of Comments Received: November 4 through November 12, 2011
and Presentation and Discussion Schedule

Comments Received
Between November 4 and November 12, 2011, the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability received six
written comments on the Portland Plan. Comments received during this period are provided as
Attachment A. Comments received prior to November 4, were provided to the Planning and
Sustainability Commission on November 4, 2011.
Presentations and Discussions
Since the release of the Proposed Draft Portland Plan, staff either discussed or will discuss the plan to
the following groups:
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x
x

East County School District Superintendents – October 26, 2011
Human Rights Commission – November 2, 2011
Freight Commission – November 3, 2011
Northwest Industrial Neighborhood Association – November 8, 2011
Southwest Neighborhoods, Inc. (SWNI) – November 9, 2011
Buckman Community Association – November 10, 2011
Landmarks Commission – November 14, 2011
Central Northeast Neighbors (CNN) – November 14, 2011
Immigrant and Refugee Community Organization (IRCO) – November 15, 2011
Hosford-Abernethy Neighborhood Association (HAND) – November 15, 2011
St. Johns Boosters – November 15, 2011
American Institute of Architects (AIA) Historic Resources Committee – November 16, 2011
Design Commission – November 17, 2011
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11/12/2011

10

4444

E

Christopher Palacios
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Kayse Jama
Center for Intercultural
Organizing

700 N KILLINGSWORTH ST
PORTLAND, OR 97217

INTEROFFICE MEMORANDUM

TO:

ERIC ENGSTROM
JOE ZEHNDER

FROM:

CHRIS SMITH

SUBJECT:

INITIAL COMMENTS ON PORTLAND PLAN

DATE:

NOV 6 2011

Please find some initial reactions to the plan below. These views are of course subject to change as
we go through the public hearing and work sessions. Congratulations again on an outstanding
document.
Economic Prosperity and Affordability Objectives, p. 35
Under objective #2, Urban Innovation, we might consider calling out creating a transportation
system that is affordable both for the users (offering lower cost travel options) and for the City (by
being less expensive to maintain). Similarly, we can pursue affordability through reduced need for
energy through more efficient buildings and infrastructure.
Under objective #5, Neighborhood business vitality, we have called out transit access as a key
enabler. We should equally call out pedestrian and bicycle access as success factors.
Urban Innovation Action Plan, p. 41
Related to the comment above I'd like to see an action item around affordable transportation related
to Bicycle Master Plan implementation.
Healthy Connected City objectives, p. 61
This the first of a number of places in the plan where we use the phrase "Transit and Active
Transportation". I'd prefer if we used the language "Transit, Biking and Walking" for several reasons:
x
x
x

The former language could be perceived as prioritizing Transit over the other individual
modes
Not everyone will understand what active transportation is
There is some debate about whether transit should be considered within active
transportation because transit trips almost always involve some walking

Healthy Connected City Health Actions, p. 65
I think we miss an opportunity by not calling out actions related to active transportation here to
make the connection between active transportation and health.

Neighborhood Hubs Actions, p. 69
Neighborhood schools are one of the most important and vital anchors for a neighborhood, but they
aren't mentioned in the actions?
Connections for People, Places, Water and Wildlife Actions, p. 71
The Intertwine is called out appropriately as an important resource for habitat, but its importance as
a transportation system could use more emphasis (perhaps it should also be called out in a more
transportation-related action area?).
p. 73
"Pettigrove" Street is misspelled (should be Pettygrove). Francis would be upset :-)
Connections Actions, p. 75
The Civic corridors actions do not call out freight. In fact, freight is found nowhere in the Healthy
Connected City section (although it is well represented in the Economic Prosperity and Affordability
section). Making transit, cycling, pedestrian access and freight work in concert in both Civic
Corridors and Neighborhood Hubs is going to be critical to the success of the plan and we should
specifically call out the challenge.
Measures, #5 Growing Business, p. 93
I'm struggling a bit with using our national rank order on exports as a metric. Would something a
little more quantitative like the percentage of our regional production being exported be a more
consistent and understandable indicator?
Measures, #6, Creating jobs, p. 95
I'm not sure if this is aggressive or aspirational (although it's certainly vitally important). Could we
find a more concrete way to connect the measure to the economic development plan, perhaps by
having goals for specific sectors or plan components (e.g., neighborhood economic development
versus clusters)?
Local Actions, Central City, p. B-3
It might be useful to include bike share in the "next generation built environment".
Local Actions, Roseway/Cully, p. B-7
Should the development of Thomas Cully Park be called out here?
Local Measures, Cost-burdened Households, p. C-9
Shouldn't transportation be called out in the "cost burden" measure? The objective statements earlier
in the plan call out the combined costs and we'll get better policy decisions by looking at both issues
together rather than housing alone.
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Local Measures, Walkability and Accessibility, p. C-10
I'm having trouble understanding the low score for Northwest for walking and accessibility. I realize
that the area mapped includes some hillier sections, but it also includes a designated pedestrian
district. Are we sure the score is accurate?
Local Measures, Transit and Active Transportation, p. C-12
I wonder if we need to scale this measure a little differently so it better informs investment choices?
Having all but one sector in the same category is not telling us much.

3

From: Don MacGillivray [mailto:mcat@teleport.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 09, 2011 10:10 AM
To: Dornan, Chris
Subject: Re: FW: Buckman Community Association: Monthly Meeting, Nov. 10th: C.C.H.S. 79pm
Sure. Why not?
Please include the following:
The plan should include "the Wash. HS Community Center or the Lone Fir Cemetery improvements.....
There is also no consideration given to historic resources and very little to neighborhood character and little
about neighborhood associations. There is lots to support (like the Equity stuff) and lots to be concerned
about."
Best wishes,
Don MacGillivray
2339 SE Yamhill, 97214
-----Original Message----From: "Dornan, Chris"
Sent: Nov 9, 2011 10:01 AM
To: "'mcat@teleport.com'"
Subject: FW: Buckman Community Association: Monthly Meeting, Nov. 10th: C.C.H.S. 7-9pm

Thanks for your feedback on the Draft Plan – do you want your comments included as testimony?
If so send me a quick reply with 1) your consent and 2) your mailing address. Thanks!
Regards,

ChrisDornan
BureauofPlanningandSustainability
5038236833

chris.dornan@portlandoregon.gov
From: bhdistrict@googlegroups.com [mailto:bhdistrict@googlegroups.com] On Behalf Of Don
MacGillivray
Sent: Tuesday, November 08, 2011 12:44 PM
To: Bkm-Sustainability; BCA Board; BHDistrict@googlegroups.com
Subject: Re: Buckman Community Association: Monthly Meeting, Nov. 10th: C.C.H.S. 7-9pm
I am happy that the Portland Plan is on the BCA agenda. Please provide some testimony before Nov. 30th
No mention is made of the Wash. HS Community Center or the Lone Fir Cemetery improvement, but I am
not sure if they are "strategic" enough. There is also no consideration given to historic resources and very
little to neighborhood character and little about neighborhood associations. There is lots to support (like the
Equity stuff) and lots to be concerned about. If you want me opinions let me know.
Best wishes,
Don

From: Tatiana Xenelis [mailto:tatianapdxrealtor@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 09, 2011 5:09 PM
To: Dornan, Chris
Subject: Re: Portland Plan & Portsmouth neighborhood

yes please 1. fine to include my comments as official PP testimony and my
physical mailing address is 5017 N Newark St 97203
thanks a bunch!
On Wed, Nov 9, 2011 at 4:50 PM, Dornan, Chris <Chris.Dornan@portlandoregon.gov>
wrote:
Hi Tatiana,
Thank you for your comments! If you would like your comments recorded as official Portland
Plan testimony, please send me a reply with 1) your consent to do so, and 2) your physical
mailing address. Give me a call if you have questions – thanks again.
Regards,

ChrisDornan
BureauofPlanningandSustainability
5038236833
chris.dornan@portlandoregon.gov

From: Tatiana Xenelis [mailto:tatianapdxrealtor@gmail.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 09, 2011 4:26 PM
To: Portland Plan
Subject: Portland Plan & Portsmouth neighborhood

Hi Portland Plan Staff -I attended the Portland Plan hearing last night at Jefferson High. Overall I was
impressed with the overall goals of the plan, the vision of the plan itself and
the thorough presentation by all members. I live in the Portsmouth
neighborhood. 5017 N Newark St 97203.
However, the plan falls flat when it comes to implementation and actions that
will benefit/boost my Portsmouth neighborhood and more importantly, the
business vitality along Lombard St from N Chautauqua to St Johns center.
The Plan summary on page 34 lists our area as Far from target; can benefit

from extensive work (investment, prioritization)
Portsmouth is grouped under the subgroup 4 - St Johns page 38. I was
completely underwhelmed with the Economic Prosperity and Affordability -Neighborhood business vitality implementation actions. Compared with other
subgroups where, for example, Main Streets program was part of the action /
implementation plan to build economic prosperity, the peninsula communities
are provided this disappointing action plan: Business resources: Increase
knowledge of resources available for small business development.
Why isn't Lombard St in Portsmouth which is a main East West artery with
plenty of historic buildings and fledgling business blocks, listed as a recipient of
the Main Street program or other concrete economic building actions?
Portsmouth isn't located in a URA so we don't have those resources available to
us. Parts of Lombard St are pot hole ridden, street scape is minimal except in a
few areas around University Park. We've had a rash of arsons lately in
residential homes and commercial businesses. Small businesses pop up and fail.
Cha Cha Cha recently moved into the space at N Hodge & Lombard St. that has
been three different restaurants in the last 5 years.
I am a member of the Portsmouth Neighborhood Association and the newly
forming University Park Business District and am committed to helping bring
increased economic vitality to this section of Lombard St.
I'd like to see the Portland Plan offer actions for SubGroup 4 such as those stated in the
Cully neighborhood section:
x

x

Portland main streets: Maintain and expand the PortlandMain Streets program for
commercial areas interested in and ready to take on the comprehensive main street
business district management
Entrepreneurship and micro-enterprise: Focus city resources for micro-enterprise
development, entrepreneurship skill development, and supporting the he growth
and development of neighborhood based businesses.

thank you for your work on this huge project and your consideration in helping shape the
health of my neighborhood businesses.
------ All the best,
Tatiana Xenelis, MBA/MSW
Prudential NW Properties
Cell: 503-756-2559

Community | Lifestyle | Home

November10,2011

PlanningandSustainabilityCommission
1900SW4thAve.
Portland,OR972015380

Attn:PortlandPlantestimony
IwanttocommendthecityonfocusingthePortlandPlanonallthreeaspectsofthetriplebottomline:
economy,ecology,andsociety.Theseareallimportantinenvisioningacitythatwillcontinuetothrive
intothefuture.However,Iamdisappointedthatthecityisstillpromotinganoutdatedmodelof
economicvitality.Focusingoneconomicgrowthisa20thcenturypreoccupationthatisnotsustainable
inthelongterm.Asweallknow,therearefiniteresources;theonlypathtoasuccessfulfuturerequires
turningawayfromunidimensionalgrowthfocusedpoliciesandtowardpoliciesthatfocusfirston
supportinganenvironmentwherepeoplethrive.Fromthislowunemploymentandarobustlocal
economywillflow.
Portlandersmustthinkforwardtowhatwillworktocreateastable,successfulsocietythatisfocusedon
solvingeconomicproblemslocallythroughsmallbusinesscreationandlowunemployment.More
peoplespendingmoremoneyonmorestuffisnotgoingtogetusanywhere.Portlandwillbemuch
betterabletothriveifinsteadthecommunityfocusesonlocalpeoplespendinglocallyearnedmoneyon
locallyproducedproducts.
Herearesomeexamplesofthetypesofchangesinfocusthatarenecessarytofulfillthisvision:
Section
12Measuresof
Success

Economic
Prosperityand
Affordability:
Goal

Economic
Prosperityand
Affordability:
actionsand
policies

Economic
Prosperityand
Affordability:

Old
5.GrowingBusinesses

New
5.VibrantLocalBusinesses

6.CreatingJobs
Expandeconomicopportunitiesto
supportasociallyandeconomically
diversepopulationbyprioritizing
businessgrowth,arobustregional
economyandbroadlyaccessible
householdprosperity.
Promoteregionaltradedsectorjob
growth.

6.LowUnemployment
Supportasociallyandeconomicallydiverse
populationbyprioritizingsmallbusiness
creation,arobustlocaleconomyand
broadlyaccessiblehouseholdprosperity.

Supportjobgrowthinthecity’s
diversebusinessdistricts.
1.Tradeandgrowthopportunities
(exportgrowth):Themetropolitan
arearisesintothetoptennationally

Supportfullemploymentforcityresidents.

Promotelocalsmallbusinessestablishment.

1.ThrivingLocalEconomy:Themetropolitan
areareducesdependenceonlongdistance
importsandrisestothetoptennationallyin

2035Objectives









inexportincome,andjobsinthe
City’stargetclustersgrowatrates
thatexceedthenationalaverage.
2.Urbaninnovation:Portlandgrows
asanationalleaderinsustainable
businessandnewtechnologiesthat
fosterinnovation,spurinventionand
attracttalent.
3.Tradegatewayandfreight
mobility:Portlandretainsits
competitivemarketaccessasaWest
Coasttradegateway,asreflectedby
growthinthevalueofinternational
trade.
4.Growingemploymentdistricts:
Portlandhascaptured25percentof
theregion’snewjobsandcontinues
toserveasthelargestjobcenterin
Oregon.Portlandishometoover
515,000jobs,providingarobustjob
baseforPortlanders.
5.Neighborhoodbusinessvitality:At
least80percentofPortland’s
neighborhoodmarketareasmeet
metricsforeconomichealth,
including:economicallyselfsufficient
households,retailmarketcapture
rate,jobgrowth,businessgrowth
andaccesstofrequenttransit.

providingforitsownneedsregionally.

2.UrbanInnovation:Portlandgrowsasan
internationalleaderinsustainablebusiness
andnewtechnologiesthatfosterinnovation
andspurinvention.
DELETE

4.ShrinkingUnemployment:Portlandhasa
thrivingcommunityofsmall,locallyfocused
businessesthatprovidearobustjobbasefor
Portlanders.

5.Neighborhoodbusinessvitality:Atleast
80percentofPortland’sneighborhood
marketareasmeetmetricsforeconomic
health,including:economicallyselfsufficient
households,retailmarketcapturerate,
successofsmallbusinessinitiation,low
unemployment,andaccesstofrequent
transit.


Theworldisnowatacrossroads.Continuingtofocusonexportsandgrowthisleadingustoaliteral
deadend.ThePortlandPlanprovidestheopportunityforustotakeanotherroad;onethatleadstoa
thrivinglocaleconomyfocusedonfulfillingtheneedsofourcitizenslongintothefuture.
AliceChesworth
6512SE19thAve
Portland,OR97202

From: Christopher Palacios [mailto:postnoodle@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, November 12, 2011 2:23 AM
To: Planning and Sustainablility Commission
Subject: built to spill

http://www.portlandonline.com/portlandplan/index.cfm?c=49008
regarding your plans for central oregon. Is this the same central owned by portland's at
risk? central city concern is not exactly concerned with downtown portland.. it is
"preoccupied".....and shouldn't there by a waiting list for each city block and public
agency. Multnomah county health should be last....a long with the suspiciously anglo
social work, outreach, coordination supervision and directors. Adam K. can't do
everything for kristi and kristen and eva for that matter. Amanda can smile. Get her on
some task enforcement.
Central Oregon? Central Booking! Get out of the hotel business!
oh...thea rabb and chantal evicted me illegally on dec 09 2010 from 1020 n church street,
97209 for being a gay person of color with HIV.
-Christopher Palacios (503) 734-5463
portfolio:
http://clearcreative.com/new_work/portfolio.html
-postnoodle@gmail.com
2941 NE Ainsworth Street, Portland, Oregon 97211-6749
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9LdJtr7xVa8&feature=channel_video_title

700 N. Killingsworth | Portland, Oregon 97217 | (503) 287-4117 | www.interculturalorganizing.org

EquityinthePortlandPlan:ChallengesandOpportunities

Introduction

AsthePortlandPlanprocesshastakenshapeoverthelastfewyears,thecityhas
emphasizedtheinclusionofequityineveryareaofPortland’sdevelopment.Themost
recentdraftsofthePortlandPlan’sstrategicgoals–ineducation,economic
development,andhealthyneighborhoods–takestepstowardthatemphasisonequity,
butfallfrustratinglyshort. 

Asacomprehensiveguidetocitypolicyoverthenext25years,thePortlandPlan
can–andshould–providea“roadmap”forequity,andasetofbenchmarkstomeasure
ourprogresstowardthatgoal.Althoughadmirableinitsambition,thePortlandPlanin
itscurrentformwillnotultimatelyachievethegoalofmakingPortlandanequitablecity.

It’snotperfect–butitisperfectible.

It’sworthtakingamomenttotalkaboutwhatwemeanby“equity.”Atavery
basiclevelequityisabouteliminatingdisparitiessufferedbycommunitiesofcolor,
immigrants,refugees,andotherhistoricallymarginalizedgroups.Thesedisparitiesoccur
inmanydifferentarenas.Inhousing,forinstance,arecentaudittestbytheFairHousing
CouncilofOregonandPortlandHousingBureaushoweddiscriminatoryordisparate
treatmentofrentersin64%oftests.Ineducation,graduationratesforstudentsofcolor
arewellbelowthoseoftheirwhitepeers.TheBureauofPlanningandSustainability
itselfsetsoutadefinitionofequityintheEquityInitiativeguidingthefullPortlandPlan
process,althoughsadlynomentionofthisdocumentappearsinstrategyareareports.

ThekeytomakingPortlandanequitableplacetoliveisrealizingthatthese
disparitiesareavoidable,thatthey’reunjust,andthatthecitycanandmusttakeaction
torectifythislegacyofdiscriminationandmarginalization.ThisiswherethePortland
Plancomesin.

Thisresponseisintendedtobeaconstructivecritiqueofthedraftstrategyareas,
aswellasaroadmapformakingPortlandamoreequitablecity.Itwillreview,inturn,
eachofthethreestrategyareasofthePortlandPlanandmakeconcrete
recommendationstoenhancethecity’sequityanalysis.

CIO response to the Portland plan, page 1

Education

OneoftheEducationstrategy’smaingoalsisto“addressthedisproportionately
negative outcomes experienced by youth of color and youth in poverty” in Portland’s
schools.Althoughintentionallyvague(givingthecityroomtodeveloppolicyapproaches
over time), actually achieving this goal requires a specific focus on policies to make
Portland’sschoolsystemmorediverse,moreinclusive,andmoreculturallyaware.

Weproposethefollowing:

x Schoolcurriculaneedtoreflecttheexperiences,histories,andculturesof
Oregon’s communities of color, immigrants, and refugees. From social
studies to art education, creating a school system to which all of
Portland’s students can relate will boost student investment and
performance.

x Vocational training opportunities – apprenticeships and internships,
among others – need to be offered to prepare students of color,
immigrants, and refugees for the job market. The city is in a unique
position to leverage its relationships with the business community to
supportitsstudents.

x Our education workforce needs to reflect Oregon’s increasing diversity.
Thecityshouldworkwithschooldistrictstoensurethatmoreteachers,
counselors,andadministratorsarehiredfromcommunitiesofcolor,and
the immigrant & refugee community. Relatedly, school districts should
partner with community organizations to develop cultural competency
training for employees, to ensure that our educators are well prepared
forOregon’sincreasinglydiversepopulation.

x Any partnership that addresses the achievement gap must include
organizations representing communities of color, immigrants, and
refugees. Without community partnerships, we cannot eliminate
disparities.

x Affordable housing and gentrification need to be explicitly addressed.
School demographics in Portland are shifting as communities of color,
immigrants, and refugees are pushed farther east; without explicit
attention to how this impacts our students, we cannot achieve an
equitableschoolsystem.




CIO response to the Portland plan, page 2

EconomicProsperityandAffordability


As this strategy area rightly notes, key to developing prosperity in Portland is
ensuring that all households have access to basic needs and that all Portlanders have
accesstojobs.Economicdevelopment,growth,anddevelopingasustainableeconomy
arethemacrolevelmetricsforourhumancapital.Atthesametime,thePlanmissesthe
mark when it comes to small business development – particularly when it comes to
communities of color, immigrants, and refugees – which will ultimately be the key to
Portland’seconomicfuture.Economicsandequitycangohandinhand.

ToensurethatPortland’seconomyisprosperousforall,wepropose:

x Thecityshouldprovidesupportandresourcesforpeopleofcolor,immigrants,
and refugees to open and continue to operate small businesses as a way of
eliminating economic disparities. Relatedly, The city needs to establish a clear
mandate for hiring contractors and businesses owned by people of color,
immigrants,andrefugees.

x Partneringwithcommunityorganizations,thecityshoulddevelopanEconomic
Development Corporation representing people of color, immigrants, and
refugees in order to provide local and regional development strategies and
support.

x Develop a community partner advisory team including representatives from
communitiesofcolor,andtheimmigrant,andrefugeecommunity.

x Followingtheeducationstrategy,thecityshouldpartnerwithbusinessesowned
bypeopleofcolor,immigrants,andrefugeestodevelopvocationalprogramsfor
studentsandadultsinordertobuildjobskills.

x In addition to supporting small business development, the city’s economic
interestsareservedwhencompaniestakeadvantageofoururbanrenewalareas
andenterprisezones,andmovewithinthecitylimits(e.g.therecentarrivalof
SoloPower).Muchofthisnewbusinessdevelopment–inthegreensectorand
otherwise hightech – is dependent on specialized education and training. The
cityshouldcommittoprovidinghighquality“new”jobstrainingforcommunities
ofcolor,immigrants,andrefugees,tobecompetitiveinemergingenterprise.

x The city’s transit system, while often lauded as national exemplar, is wholly
inadequate for many workers. Inconvenient schedules, areas outside of transit
corridors,andexpensivefaresareahandicapforworkerswithoutcontrolover
their work schedules or locations. The city should partner with local transit
entitiestoensurethatPortland’spublictransitistrulyfirstclass.

CIO response to the Portland plan, page 3

Healthy,ConnectedNeighborhoods

Healthy,connectedneighborhoodsarethebasicunitofcommunity
development.ByensuringthatallPortlandershaveaccesstotransit,tobusinesses,to
greenspaces,andtobasicinfrastructureservices,wecanensurethatallresidentshave
theirbasicneedsmet.Butit’snotjustaboutlivingclosetoagrocerystore:anytruly
healthyneighborhoodhasandretainsaculturalandhistoriccharacter,givesthe
communityaspaceforselfrepresentation,andistrulymulticultural.

Here’show:

x ThissectionisoneoftheonlyplacesinthePortlandPlandraftreports
thatfeaturesaspecificplankonequity.Unfortunately,occupyingjust
onelineonthepage,theinclusionofequityhereseemsvagueand
hollow.Thecity’scommitmenttoequityneedstobemorethanjustthe
deploymentofbuzzwords.

x Thediscussionaround“displacement”glossesoverthekeytermand
issueatstake:gentrification.Thegradualmovementofcommunitiesof
color,immigrants,andrefugeestotheeaststemsinpartfromincreased
homevaluesintraditionallyminorityareas(e.g.AlbertaKillingsworth,
Albina).Thecityshouldcommittoensuringaffordablehousinginallof
Portland’sneighborhoodssothathistoricallyrootedcommunitiesarenot
pushedoutinwavesofgentrification.

x Alongthesamelines,anyreal“inventory”of“historicresources”surely
includesthepreservationandcelebrationofcommunities’unique
characters.Thismeansofferingspacesforcommunitiesofcolor,
immigrants,andrefugeestoparticipatein“culturalinstitutions;”the
city’scommitmenttothiskindofcommunityspiritshouldbemorethana
farmer’smarketandLastThursdayoneverystreet.

x Thecity’semphasisonhealthy,localfoodisadmirable,andultimately
beneficialforpublichealth.Atthesametime,it’snotjustabouteating
wellinastrictsense:thecityshouldspecificallyworktoincludeculturally
identifiedfoodsavailable,byworkingwithcommunitiesofcolor,
immigrants,andrefugees.







CIO response to the Portland plan, page 4

Conclusion

WeapplaudtheworkoftheBureauofPlanningandSustainabilitybothin
coordinatingthePortlandPlanprocessandthecommitmentthatBPShasshownto
engagingcommunitystakeholders.It’stimeforthatcommitmenttoturnintoaction.


ThecityhasalongwaytogotoachieveequityforallPortlanders;thePortland
Planprocessiskeytothiseffort.Althoughthecurrentdrafthassevereoversightsand
omissionsintermsofconcretepolicyrecommendations,there’sroomforimprovement.

Respectfullysubmitted,

KayseJama
TheCenterforInterculturalOrganizing.
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