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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Ruiz, Amy 

Sent: Thursday, January 27,2011 7:54 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: Oregonian Article 

Attachments: IMG_002'1.jpeS; ATT00001..txt 

ICE testimony, of soÍs. 

Amy Ruiz 
Planning and Sustainability Policy Advisor 
Office of Mayor Sam Adams 
City of Portland 
1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, OR97204 
Phone: 503-823-3578 
Email: arny.ruiz@porllandoregon. gov+* 
Web: ma)¡orsamadans.com 
Twitter: @amyjruiz 

From: Adams, Sam 
Sent: Wednesday, January 26,ZOLL 9:20 AM 
To: Ruiz, Amy 
Subject: FW: Oregonian Article 

Ceverc C.G. Gonzalez 
Executive Assistant to Mayor Sam Adams 
Gryof Portland, Oregon 
1221, SW 4th Avenue, Suite 340 
Ponland, Oregon 97204 
503.823.1121 voice 
503.823.3588 fax 
cevero. gonzal ez@ portlandore gon. gov 
wwwmayorsamadams.com 

NOTE : Mætirg or emt cor{wratiarn are subjæt to d*rW - aith /úæ al)erc pøsi}le - úæ ø urføøæn cirøtrrtarrc. In the eænt gl a 
næwg or ewt carrdlatiut e(øy dint will lre nade ø rød¡qlule as qui&.þ as pæsille Your tlanhs ard wulersandirg are øppræiatøl 

From : Gordon Caron fmai lto : gordon.ca ron @gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2071 5:34 AM 
To: Adams, Sam 
Subject: Oregonian Article 

1/2712011 

http:gmail.com
http:gordon.ca
http:wwwmayorsamadams.com
http:ma)�orsamadans.com
mailto:arny.ruiz@porllandoregon


ATTO0001 . txt 

Dear Mr.Mayor, 

I congratulate you on your article 'i n yesterday' s oregonì an. 

The cartoon whi ch t attach was on the same page. I think it shows that people
conclude that the proposed ICE buj lding on slrl Macadam Ave i s obv'i ousl y a detenti on
fac'if ity. 
Yours sincerely, 

Gordon A. caron MD 

0836 sw curry st,# 1502,
Porrl and oR 97239. 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Jessica Parks [soulfulcollage@gmail.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2011 4:58 PM 

To: Adams, Sam; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - (South Waterfront ICE Building) 

RE: Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - (South Waterfront ICE Building) 

The following is the Timeline of SWCS trying to occupy 680 Bancroft. Dates are from email headers or
 
signed documents, except the last one's which are indicated from the January board meeting.
 

Jessica Parks 

October 7,2009 

Jerry Rundorff of Southwest Charter School (SWCS) meets Dale Bernards of Canterbury 
Commercial at a South Portland Neighborhood Association meeting and first discusses both 680 
Bancroft and the 4310 sw Macadam properties fbr swcs consideration. 

October 26,200 

Dale Bernards, working as Stuart Lindquist's broker gives a tour to SWCS of the 4310 SW 
Macadam property. 

October 26,2009 

Also on 10126, SWCS presents both the 680 Bancroft and the 4310 SW Macadam buildings to 
Commissioner Randy Leonard's office for preliminary approval of occupancy by SìVCS. 

November 9,2009 

Dale Bernards reviews the first proposal from SWCS to lease the 680 Bancroft building. Stuart 
Lindquist plans to purchase 680 Bancroft and SWCS would lease the space fiorn hirn. 

December 7,2009 

L/26/201t 

mailto:soulfulcollage@gmail.com
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Dale Bernards notes he is about to "draft the final counter" to the SWCS Letter of Intent to lease 680 Bancroft. 

December 9.2009 

SWCS receives signed "Counter offer to Southwest Charler School Letter of Intent" frorn Rod Grinberg of Lindquist 
Dcveloprncnt. 

December 18,2009 

Ernail fiom Dale Bernards indicates that Septernber 1,2010 is the target date to occupy 680 Bancroft. 

February 5,2010 

First actual lease document received by SWCS from Rod Grinberg. 

March 17,2010 

F-ollowing several rounds of discussions and costly legal review (pad by SWCS), Dale Bernards presents S'WCS with 
an entirely new lease. 

April 14,2010 

Dale Bemards 

April20, 2010 

Dale Bernards indicates to Squire Smith, SV/CS broker, that they are "signed around on the GSA deal" and that they 
can resume work on our lease. Dale Bernards spells out the 4 changes they plan on making. 

April26,2010 

SWCS receives an email stating that an ICE facility will go in at 4310 SW Macadam. The email notes that "the 
property will have armed guards and secure fencing." No more detail was provided. 

1l26l20tt 



Page 3 of5 

April26,2010 

Eric Lea sends a message to Squire Srnith indicating that after months of negotiations, SWCS has no alternative but to 
pursue 680 Bancroft or close its doors. 

April26,2010. 

There is no signed lease still frorn Lindquist. Eric meets with Lindquist's broker and meets JD Wadarnull, the current 
owner of 680 Bancroft at the meeting. 

May 5, 2010 

JD Wadamull's broker, Bob Niehaus, is notified of the deadline imposed on SWCS by the Oregon Deparhnent of 
Education (ODE). 

i{ray 14,2010 

Two board members reported that based on their research, there would "unlikely to be any detention" at the ICE 
facility. Eric alludes to the fact that the city and BDS have also indicated that the ICE facility was to be an office. 

May 20,2010 

Lease was signed, the day before our requirement to have signed lease by the ODE. 

Infonnation below from board meeting on January 20,2011 

January 18,2011 

Wadamull's broker, Bob Niehaus emails Eric a letter supporting the ICE project expecting Eric to sign it. 

-note, we were first asked before that to write our own letter. The purpose of this letter is to state that "we did not 
object to the facility". In addition to ernailing the letter, there were numerous follow up calls and emails insisting that 
we sign it. 

The following is the letter that Eric Lea, SWCS Board President rvas asked to sign. 

U26t20rr 
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January 18, 20i i 

To Whorn It May Concem, 

Watumull Bancroft LLC owns the building at 0680 SW Bancroft Street. We entered into a lease with Watumull 
Bancroft LLC in May of 2010. We were infonned of the lease with the Federal Government, Depafiment of Homeland 
Security, hnmigration Customs and Enforcement Division, at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue, prior to signing our lease. 

We did not object to locating in the building next to this use. 

We are looking forward to opening our school soon. 

Sincerely, 

Eric Lea 

Southwest Charter School 

9 pm January 19,20ll 

Eric gets a message fiorn Squire, the school's real estate agent, saying that Lindquist is pulling out of the project and 
lemoving his work groups. 

-Marlene got a message fi'om Dale on Jan. 19th at around 4prn I believe (either while the council meeting was going on 
or just after). Perhaps stronger than the message Eric received. 

-In addition to the many emails and calls we got prior to the 19th regarding the letter, Dale left a message with Marlene 
(I believe that insisted we "reign our people" [the parents] in). 

Transcript 
Message 1 

Frorn Dale Bernards who represents Stuart Lindquist 
Left on Marlene Dorfman's, SWCS office manager's phone. 

It's 6:30 right now on Tuesday, I believe. LJrl, we just got an einail fiom the city saying that parents of the school have 
been writing a lot of letters in support of the appeal of the project next door which is the GSA building. This is going to 
create a huge, huge train wreck. Ah...it's just, it's enormous. I mean, we have a letter or an ernail from þ'rame unclear] 
supporting it or saying they weren't objecting to it but now all of a sudden they have a potential of parents at Southwest 
Charter objecting to the GSA building next door is enolmous. So um, I'rn probably, you know, I'rn just giving you the 
heads up-- ah, Eric always slaps my hand when I, when I call you, so I just thought, you know, please keep this 
confidential that I'm talkir-rg to you (gaúled). Squire's gonna get a hold of Eric to see what we can do to avoid this but 
it's enonnous. (garbled) 

1126/2011 
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Message 2 
From Dale Bernards who represents Stuart Lindquist 
Left on Marlene Dorfinan's cell phone in the evening after the City Hall meeting. 

Hey Marlene, Dale. Sorry I'm calling you late but we've got a serious issue with Eric not writing that letter. I rnean, 
Stu's going to pull everybody off the job or I'm going to pull everybody off the job right now. Ah...you have no idea 
the irnpact this has as far as ah, you know, cost savings and everything else and everything that we have been trying to 
accornmodate for the school to have them turn on us like this. Call rne if you get a chance 503-701-4000 but I'm 
leaving town tomorrow so this is huge. 

U26/201r 



Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Fioravanti, Kara 
Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2011 4:30 PM 
To: Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: BDS additional testimony 1 0-1 451 00 

Attachments: 10_145100_DZM council info.pdf; 10_1451OO_DZM_council response 1_26 11.doc 

Hi Karla. Attached is the additional testimony for LU 10-145100 DZM for BDS. The information attached includes a memo 
dated today and 2 memo attachments that are within the single PDF in this email. Let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks. Kara 3-5892 

,Æ:1
i r¡ 

10_145 100_DZM 10_145 100_DZM 
council info,pdf,. :ouncil response. 



Cify of 1900 SW 4th Avcnue, Suite 5000 
Portland, Oregon 97201PORTLAND, OREGON 503_823-7305 

FAX: 503-823-7915 
Bureau of Development Services TTY 50&823ó868 

www. portlandonline.com/ bdsCompliance Services 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: SUSAN MCKINNEY, SECTION MANAGER, LAND USE SERVICES ^ O 

FROM: MICHELLE SEWARD, SENIOR PLANNER, COMPLIANCE SËRVICES4lê 
SUBJECT: 51 1 NW BROADWAY ENFORCEMENT CASES 

DATE: 112612011 

Per your request, I have reviewed computer files relating to the address of 511 NW Broadway (R141464 and 
R180236920) described as COUCHS ADD, BLOCK S TL 7800 for past and current enforcement cases, The 
compuier lecords include listings of permits and cases between 1998 ttrrough 2010. The records do not indicate 
that the Bureau of Development Services has received any formal complaint relaled to noise, building code, 
zoning, or nu¡sance violations for the property at 511 NW Broadway. 

Please let me know if you need additionalinformation. 

http:portlandonline.com


CAD Calls for address: 511 NW Broadway 

Unwanted Person 

Undescribed lncident 

Total Yearlv Count I 51 

Note: CAD Calls identified as Portland Police. 

Offenses for address: 511 NW Broadway 

4 3 

Traffic- Hit and Run 

otal Yearly Count I 21 

Note: Offenses from Portland Pol¡ce cases. 

11 31 21 21 1 

Prepared by: Portfand Police Bureau's, strâtegic Sèrv¡ces D¡vislon 

K:\Common\ruc\STAT5\Rlchard\City_County_Stète_Fed\BDS\511 NW Broadway 7lzslzltt 
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MEMO
 

Date: January 261 2OLl 
To: Portland City Council 

From: Kara Fioravanti, Development Review 
Phone number (5O3) A23- 5A92 

Re: LU 10-145100 DZM 

The Type Ill DZM appeal hearing for LU 10- 145100 DZM was held on January L9, 2OI1. Before the 
conclusion of the hearing council members made specific requests for staff to provide follow-up. This 
memo addresses those requests. 

1. Does the impact of phasing change the definition of the project's use? 

simply upgrades the site with regard to landscaping, paving, pedestrian amenities, street 
standards, a water feature, etc. There has been no mention that the use will change with 
implementation of Phase 2. 

2. Experience of the existing facility. 

to the facility at 51 1 NW Broadway. This information is based on records dating from 1998 
until 2010. The summary of findings is attached. 

Dispatch (CAD) calls and offenses tied to the address of 511 NW Broadway. These CAD calls 
and offenses are not necessarily tied to the facility at 511 NW Broadway, they are associated 
with the address and may be tied to the facility. The information provided does not confirm or 
deny the CAD calls and/or offenses are connected to persons associated with the facility. The 
records are attached. 

this address. Staff was unable to locate details beyond this broad information. 

3. What is Phase 2a? 

28-10) the recommended Condition of Approval referenced Phase 2 as being broken into 
"Phase 2a for Phase 2 development associated with the SW Moody extension" and "Phase 2b 
for Phase 2 development associated with the SW Bancroft realignment". At the November 4th 
hearing staff and the Design Commission discussed revisions to the original Condition of 
Approval, which included breaking the original Condition of Approval into 2 Conditions and 
referencing Phase 2 as "Phase 2 associated with SW Moody" and "Phase 2 associated with SW 
Bancroft". These revisions eliminated the subcategories of "2a" arrd"2b"; it was agreed the 
revisions made the Conditions of Approval more straightforward. 
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4. Clarification on how proposed Conditions of Approval B and C will require Phase 2. 

they granted approval. Thus, Conditions of Approval B and C were added to the final decision 
as follows in italics: 

B. The proposed on-site SW Moodg Auenue frontage improuements (n.oted in the approued 
plans as "Future Deuelopment" and including tLrc proposed conuersion of parking to ground 
Ieuel retail at the East Eleuation and the kinetic tuater feature at the intersection of SW 
Moodg and Bancroft) sholl be completed within 120 dags of substantial completion of at 
Ieast the adjacent half-street public right-of-utag improuements. 

C. Subject to the applicant's or its successor's acceptance of conuegance of property 
currentlg held in the public right of wag to the landotaner, on-site SW Bancroft Street 
frontage improuements (noted in the approued plans as "Future Deuelopment") shall be 
completed within one Aeor of a City Council approued street uacation andthe uacated 
propertg reuerting back to lSlElOCD 500. 

Condition of Approval B: BDS staff is confident Condition of Approval B will require full Phase 
2 improvements within 120 days of substantial completion of at least the adjacent half-street 
public right-of-way improvements associated with SW Moody. The City of Portland's street 
project for SW Moody extension will trigger the Phase 2 requirements along SW Moody. 
Regarding the responsible party for complying with the Condition of Approval, it is not 
necessarily the lessee who is the responsible party; as noted in all Land Use Review decisions, 
"These conditions of approual run utith the land, unless modified bg future land use reuieuts. 
As used in the conditions, the term "applicant" includes the appticant for this land use reuieut, 
anA person undertaking deuelopment pursuant to this land use reuiew, the proprietor of the use 
or deuelopment approued bg this land use reuieut, and the current owner and future otuners of 
the propertg subject to this land use reuietþ." 

One minor edit to make Condition of Approval B unambiguous would be to add the term 
"applicant" (shown underlined below); this addition would be an intentional establishment of 
the responsible party. The Condition with this edit would read as follows: 

B. The proposed on-site SW Moody Auenue frontage improuements (noted inthe approued
plans as "Future Deuelopment" and including the proposed conuersion of parking to ground 
leuel retail at the Eqst Ðleuation and the kinetic tuater feature at the intersection of SW 
Moodg and Bancroft) shall be completed bu the applicant within 120 dags of substantial 
completion of at least the adjacent half-street public ight-of-wag improuements. 

Condition of Approval C: The originally suggested Condition of Approval C (requiring Phase 2 
improvements for the portion of the site facing SW Bancroft) mirrored the language of 
Condition of Approval B above. However, PBOT staff raised concerns with regard to how the 
previous right of way land would be conveyed. These concerns led to the current wording
requiring Phase 2 improvements along SW Bancroft to happen with "the applicant's or its 
successor's acceptance of conveyance of property currently held in the public right of way to 
the landowner." The way in which the current Condition of Approval C is written suggests
that Phase 2, with regard to SW Bancroft development, will happen only if the applicant 
accepts the property. 

BDS staff and PBOT staff will work together to determine more definitive language requiring
the applicant to be the responsible party for developing Phase 2 at SW Bancroft with the 
street's realignment. This revised language will Lre provided to you prior to February 16,
20rt. 

5. If the proposed processing center and its supporting offices are determined to be a Detention 
Facility, a Type III Conditional Use Review is required per Table 130-1 and a Type III Central City
Parking Review is required per 33.5IO.267 A.6.b.(2) third bullet point. The approval criteria for 
the Type III CU are found at 33.815.205, Detention Facilities and they address appearance, 
safety and public serwices. Such a review would normally consider not only the Detention 
Facility portion of the project, but also the part of the project that would normally be allowed by
right. So, all of the transportation impacts, for example, of the office portion of the project will be 
subject to the service adequacy criteria. 
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Council directed staff to suggest a Condition of Approval for the current land use review case if 
the determination is made that the processing center and its supporting parking and offices are 
classified as a Detention Facility, which would require a Type III Conditional Use Review and a 
Type III Central City Parking Review. Staff offers below 2 conditions for Council to choose from. 
The first would require a Conditional Use review that would consider the entire project; the 
second would require a Conditional Use revier¡' that vuould consider only the portion of the project
that is directly related to the Detention Facility (including associated office and parking). 

"If the building is to include a use subject to a Type III Conditional Use review per Table 130
1, building permits in compliance with LU 10-145100 DZM cannot be issued until a final City
decision is made on the required Type III Conditional Use and Central City Parking Reviews." 

OR 

"LU 10-145100 DZM only approves a building addition, building renovation, and sitework 
that includes Office and Retail uses with associated parking. Building permits for Office and 
Retail uses with associated parking can be issued once this land use review is final. Building
permits for a Detention Facility'¿'ith supporting office use and associated parking cannot be 
issued until a final City decision is made on the required Type III Conditional Use and Central 
City Parking Reviews." 

6. Legislative intent regarding tl:.e Zoníng Code definition of Detention Facilities: 

Detention Facility use category, and its characteristics and examples, as part of the new 
Zonrng Code in 1991. Prior to 1991 the Zoning Code didn't provide a definition or specific
approval criteria for such facilities, only stating that corrections facilities require approval
through conditional use. 

7. City records regarding previously approved Detention Facilities: 

replace previously applied conditions of approval for a 525 bed Detention Facility. The Zoning 
Code in 33.92O.520 classifies jails as Detention Facilities. 

Detention Facility involving the expansion of an existing probation/parole office operated by
Multnomah County. Ðxpansion will increase existing floor area frorn 9,987 square feet to 
approximately 17,256 square feet. The Zoning Code in 33.92O.52O classifies probation 
centers as Detention Facilities. 

to increase the number of beds at the Oregon Halfway House, a program serving federal 
offenders for post incarceration and community sanction services. The Zoning Code in 
33.92O. i 10 classifies halfway houses where residents are supervised by "peace officers" as 
Detention Facilities. 

of inrna'tes of the jail from 97I to 1068. The Zoning Code in 33.92O.52O classifies jails as 
Detention Facilities. 

Conditional Use history for the use. Staff only found conditional use revieu's for rooftop 
antennas and for parking associated with the uses in the building. The parking was subject 
to a Conditional Use review because the Zoníng Code at that time r:equired Conditional Use 
reviews for downtown parking. 

9. Legislative intent regarding the Zoning Code definition of Basic Utilities: 
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Basic Utility, which specifically speaks to "holding cells", the definition of a public safety
facility states it is a "facility necessary to respond to an immediatehazard to the public health 
and safety, and that is owned, leased, or operated bv the Cit)¡ of Portland. (emphasis added)
Staff was unable to find any legislative intent behind the requirement for City ownership. 

10. City records regarding previously approved Basic Utilities: 

stations, pump stations, water towers, light rail stations, etc. These facilities have all been 
owned, operated or leased by the City of Portland. At the January 19tI' hearing, 
Commissioner Leonard specifically asked about the east side precinct. That facility located 
on SE lQSth flvs¡ue was originally reviewed in 1995 as a Basic Utility through a Conditional 
Use review because the site was zoned R1 (Table l2}-l Primary Uses in Residential Zones).
The project included adrninistrative offices, a community meeting room, locker facilities for 
officers, and a prisoner detention area. Through the Outer Southeast Community Plan, the 
site was rezoned to CXd and today the use is allowed by right and all conditions of approval
associated with the conditional use review no longer apply. 
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Attachments: 	Memo, BDS Compliance Services I-26-lI 
Matrix, Portland Police Bureau's Strategic Services Division, l-25-ll 
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ICE Building proposed at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue 
Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM 

We, the undersigned, find that the applicant has not demonstrated consistency with the 
Design Review Criferia, Code Section 33.825.055 as discussed below: 

Section 33.825.055 Design Review Approvøl Criteria 
A desígn review application will be approved iJ'the reviev, hodyJinds the applicant kt 
have
 
shown that the proposøl complies with the design guidelines for the area.
 

Central City Fundamental Design Guidelines and the South [4/aterfront Design 
Guídelines.
 
Central City Plan Design Goals
 

B. lssisl in creating q 24-hour Central Cíty which is safe, humøne and prosperous; 

lìinding: There is a K-8 school located adjacent to the subject site. The applicant has not 
demonstrated how the proposed building will meet Goal I and therefore has not met the 
burden of proof. 'fhe applicant, knowing that the building will temporarily house people 
charged with and/or convicted of serious Çrimes, has not addressed safety impacts to the 
children attending the adjacent school and to neighborhood residents. The applicant has 
also not addressed how ICE elients/people in holding cells will be transported into and 
out of the building. Iu order to evaluate potential impacts, nceded buffering, effective 
mitigation, the conditional use process should be required. Therefore Goal I has not been 
met. 

¡- f {i} ll 
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Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - South Waterfront ICE Building proposed at 431 0 SW Macadam
 
Avenue
 

We, the undersigned, are concerned parents and friends of Southwest Gharter School. We 
petition the City of Portland, Oregon, represented by the elected members of the City Council and 
the Bureau of Development Services, to oppose the Design Commission's decision to approve a 
building addition at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue without requiring a Conditional Use Review. 

We support a decision to require the lmmigration Customs Enforcement's proposed facility to be
 
heard as Conditional Use because:
 
1) This building has more than one primary use.
 
2) The plan includes a major addition/renovation.
 
3) lt is a change of use.
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Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - South Waterfront ICE Building proposed at 4310 $W Macadam 
Avenue 

We, the undersigned, åre concerned parents and friends of Southwest Charter $chool. We 
petition the City of Portland, Oregon, represented by the elected members of the Gity Council and 
the Bureau of Development Services, to oppose the Design Commission's decision to approve a 
building addition at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue without requiring a Conditional Use Review. 

We support a decision to require the lmmigration Customs Enforcement's proposed facility to be 
heard as Conditional Use because: 
1) This building has more than one primary use. 
2) The plan includes a major addition/renovation. 
3) lt is a change of use. 
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Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - South Waterfront ICE Building proposed at4310 SW Macadam
 
Avenue
 

We, the undersigned, are concerned parents and friends of Southwest Charter School. We
 
petition the City of Portland, Oregon, represented by the elected members of the City Council and
 
thê Bureau of Development Services, to oppose the Design Commission's decision to approve a
 
building addition at 4310 8W Macadam Avenue without requiring a Conditional Use Review.
 

We support a decision to require the lmmigration Customs Enforcement's proposed facility to be 
heard as Conditional Use because: 
1) This building has more than one primary use. 
2) The plan lncludes a major addition/renovation. 
3) lt is a change of use. 
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Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - South Waterfront ICE Building proposed at 4310 SW Macadam
 
Avenue
 

We, the undersigned, are concerned parents and friends of Southwest Charter School. We
 
petition the City of Portland, Oregon, represented by the elected members of the City Council and
 
the Bureau of Development Services, to oppose the Design Commission's decision to approve a
 
building addition at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue without requiring a Conditional Use Review.
 

We support a decision to require the lmmigration Customs Enforcement's proposed facility to be
 
heard as Conditional Use because:
 
1) This building has more than one primary use.
 
2) The plan includes a major addition/renovation.
 
3) lt is a change of use. fil-¡liT"illit riil..Íi:..,j i. ¡:,i.ï lrrÈ
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Case# LU- l0-145100 DZM - South Waterfront ICE Building proposed at 4310 SW Macadam
 
Avenue
 

We, the undersigned, are concerned parents and friends of Southwest Charter School. We
 
petition the City of Portland, Oregon, represented by the elected members of the City Council and
 
the Bureau of Development Services, to oppose the Design Commission's decision to approve a
 
building addition at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue without requiring a Conditional Use Review.
 

We support a decision to require the lmmigration Customs Enforcement's proposed facility to be
 
heard as Conditional Use because:
 
1) This building has more than one primary use.
 
2) The plan includes a major addition/renovation.
 
3) lt is a change of use. 
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Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - South Waterfront ICE Building proposed at 4310 SW Macadam 
Avenue 

We, the undersigned, are concerned parents and friends of Southwest Çharter School. We
 
petition the City of Portland, Qregon, represented by the elected members of the City Council and
 
the Bureau of Development Services, to oppose the Design Commission's decision to approve a
 
building addition at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue without requiring a Conditional Use Review.
 

We support a decision to require the lmmigration Customs Enforcement's proposed facility to be
 
heard as Conditional Use because:
 
1) This building has more than one primary use.
 
2) The plan includes a major addition/renovation.
 
3) lt is a change of use.
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Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - South Waterfront ICE Building proposed at 4310 SW Macadam
 
Avenue
 

We, the undersigned, are concerned parents and friends of Southwest Charter School. We
 
petition the City of Portland, Oregon, represented by the elected members of the City Council and
 
the Bureau of Development Services, to oppose the Design Commission's decision to approve a
 
building addition at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue without requiring a Conditional Use Review.
 

We support a decision to require the lmmigration Customs Enforcement's proposed facility to be
 
heard as Conditional Use because:
 
1) This building has more than one primary use.
 
2) The plan includes a major addition/renovation.
 
3) lt is a change of use.
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January 	26, 2011 

lji li11 I'i-tj.l n:i. :ii.. I. i r.r'1 :j; î'11 

To Portland City Council 

The proposed ICE building in South Waterfront is of great 
concern to many of the residents of this community. We are 

', 	 particularly interested in lcnowing why this project was not given 
the transparency such a building requires. 

In order to provide enough information to all who are affected, I 
strongly request that the project be referred to a Conditional Use 
Hearíng. I am especially concerned about the safety of the 
neighborhood, proximity of the building to school, trffic 
congestion, parking, and its impact on the new and developing 
community of South Waterfront. 

Sincerely, 

./* .t ,' 
?,- t ,'-ilry,-f...,t) 

/ , t 
' .'l/vl I 

' 
\-^ /'/ 

Jim Farzan 
0836 S.W. Curry Street 
Portland, OR 97239 
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Date: January 25,2011 
To: City Council 
From: Susan Lee, Susanlee@attglobal.net 
Re: Conditional Use Review regarding the Detention and Administrative ICE facility 
in South Water Front District (SWF). 

As a owner and resident of South Water Front District since 2006, I am writing to 
petition the City Council to hold a "Conditional Use Review" for the proposed 
Detention and Administrative ICE facility. I 
My reasons are relating to the safety of all the residents and students, the 
transportation system to handle the additional traffic with the narrow streets in the 
district and the already busy Macadam Avenue, the required parking spaces, and the 
school being near by. For those decision making persons, would they want to live 
with their families closed to a detention facility and would they want to have their 
children going to schools adjacent to a detention center, even if the Detention and 
Administrative ICE facility is designed to be a five star facility? 

The City Code requires a Conditional Use Review for the detention facilities and for 
the schools. Citizens'views and inputs would be very important to this urgently 
requested Review because the City Gouncil needs to conclude if there are truly any 
benefits and positive impacts to the SWF community. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Lee 

mailto:Susanlee@attglobal.net


Residents of the John Ross Building 
3601 SW River Parkway 

Portland, OR97239 
January 26,2011 

Mayor Sam Adarns 
Commissioner Amand a F rit'z 
Comrnissioner Nick Fish 
Commissioner Dan Saltzman 
Commissioner Randy Leonard 

Dear Mayor and Commissioners: 

We are writing to express our strong support of the appeal, to the city council, requesting 
a Conclitional Use flearing on tlie Detention and Administrative Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement (ICE) facility next to the neighborhood Charter school that is 
schedulecl to relocate in the Discovery Center, 60 feet easl of the detention facility. We 
understand that the city approved the detention fàcility with just a Design Review. Design 
Reviervs are limited to architectural issues such as how a proposed building will look in 
the neighborhood. 

However, city code requires a Conditional Use Review for detention fäcilities and for 
schools. On that basis, the South Porlland Neighborhood Association filed an appeal and 
testified in strong support of the need for a Conditional Use Hearing. The need for a 

Conditional lJse l-Iearing is clear considering the following critical factors: 

1. Safety: If an emergency occurs, it is questionable whether or not local law 
enforcement agencies have the buclget, equipment, training and stafÏng levels to 
deal with such an emergency. 

2.	 Transportation: The interseotion of Bancroft and Moody appears to be too 
nanow to handle the 120 plus official cars, trucks ancl buses ICE r:laims it needs 
to support the facility, including transporting the detainees to and from South 
Waterf¡ont. Also, it has to be determined whether or not the public transportation 
system can handle additional passenger load. 

-).	 Farking: ICE anticipates a work fbrce of at least 150 ernployees. No on-site 
employee parking is planned. 'l'herefore, those who clrive cars will have to park 
on the street. Given the limited parking spaces in South Waterfiont, this presents 
a signifìcant problem f'or that area. 

4.	 School location: The ICE, fàcility will be less than 300 feet from a school. U.S. 
Government (GSA) regulations specify that this sort of detention fäcility cannot 
be within 300 fbet of a school. The ICE facility will be located just 60 feet from 
the neighborhood school. This violates government rules. 
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Subj ect-Condition Use H earing 

To Whom ItMay Concera, 

It is myundøsk¡ding th¿t before the city code-can place a build.ing.or implemont tlæ use of tbst buildingon a site for deh¡tion facilitiee rot *-úJ* . c."ãirl"Jü;'äåry' for thc corn¡n'nitv of the south "rw;-#"" is required by city code. In orderpTor* ;;f;ä;äeducaÞd on thc ex¿crlmpâcr Buch s
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, berne the proxirnitv ø rhe schoor. i ã;;;it""; 
The south waterfront I-bclieve has serious concerns about thc Detention Facility under consideration. or¡e 

: v¿ho live and work in the community ï p.1¡! _ö.ãiåîo""* staff, srudenæ as weu as rhoee 
"t 
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Although it will provide¡obs for an estirnated 15.0 employeespark Parking is already úmited t" tl - rhe imnacl to comnruniry is rvherp do rheyr*t¿" -;.í .-',*Ï.-rö *q ur"i" g*J*óil;"* "'tr" by thc wayiifi 
space is dweloped *r'* oäh"it* o*r, and cusromeri park,( which brings in addod revenue 

I will not addnja¡ my co¡rcerns to the fi¡tr¡re devetopment of the south r+l/a-terfront or th" short-sigbtednessi:,i å iffi;i#Jn¿ï:ï:Hjf *ir v i'i"ri t" m ðr'v .î iãä an¿ in rcvenu J;" r-h"; a keady 

f":iîff-|äHffi" citv counc¡t ¡o undent¿nd the long-rerm impact praced on rhose who reside aqd
A¡d I would ¿lso ask the city council wh¡t is tbe definition of eite improvement because for me it is not*"ffiHrïîHllï" o"o ora uun¿¡ne uoi Lore importantlv trr" nttionarity orthnt bulding a¡rd the 

Thc John Ross Condo Owner 
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Tq Whom It May C-oncem, 

, 11 is my u¡derstariding that before the City Code can place a building or implement the use of that building 
: 'on á site for dete¡rtion Ècilities or for schools a Conditional Use Review is requircd bv City Code. In order 

fior the community of the South Waærtont to become infonned and educatod on the gxact iropact such a 
decision would have on the re¡idcnts it would behoove Ciry Council and other govyrnment olhcials to 
grå,nt the Conditional Use Review Hearing. 

Tbc South Waærfronr I believe has serious concems about the Deûention Faciliry u¡rder consideration. One 
: beirç the proximity to the school. I do believe it has the potential of putting stafi, students ¡¡ well as those 
, who live and work in the commr,nity at rìsk. If a crisis occurs what assursnces do we have that our local'laq¡ enforcement has the rainirrg and man-power ùo addrese the emergency in a timely ma¡mer. I also 
believe this is a violation of GSA regulations. 

, Although it will providc jobs for an estinrated 150 employees - the impact to thc cornmunity is where do 
they park. Parking is alreody limiæd to those wto rrsidc in our conr¡nunity and their guests, Oh and by rhe 
way if retail space is developed where do the ¡tore ownero and customef,s park. ns you are well aware- lack 
of parking spaces will affect businoss revenues which translates to less cify tax t*ón*r. In a^ddition the 
presence of a detrention center in thc SWF may also deter fufure retailers from leasing spacc rrci potential 
buygrs and reniers wilting to locate in ¡n area tlrey share with sr¡ch a facility. rnis I iee[ wil have â grearer 

1 long tÊrm impact on ci$l tax rcvenues than that obtained from the dctsntion's land lease arrangements, In 
, glosing I would ask the City Council to understand the long-term impact placed on rhose who reside and , 

work in this community. 4. 

' And I would also ask the Ciry Council what is the definition of site irnproverîent because for me it is riot 
only the architectural beauty of a building but rnore importantty the ñ¡¡ctionality of tbat building and the ' 

setting it ia placed. 

Tbnrk you,
 
Stephen M. Lieb, M.D.
 

fohn Ross Condo ór¡¡ner
 

L-u.n o 
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60 1 SW Second Avenue MA|N +1 5032233123
 
Suite 1950 Ffí. +1 503227 2447
 
Foítland, OR97204 www.colliers.com
 

January 26,2011 

Portland City Council 
1221 SW 4'h Avenue 

Portland, Oregon 97204 

t(t!:	 Need for Conditional Use Hearing
 
Detention and Administrative ICE Facility - South Portland Neighborhood Association
 

Dear Council Members: 

I serve on the Board of Directors for the John Ross HOA, and also manage several retail units located on 
the street level of the John Ross tower. As an involved member of the South'Waterfront community, I am 
very concerned about the city's move to approve the addition of a Detention and Administrative ICE 
Facility in the neighborhood. The addition of such a use in the South Waterfront district raises a number of 
serious concerns: 

1.	 Safety: The ICE facility is located in very close proximity to a school, which is in direct violation of 
U.S. Government (GSA) regulations. Further, if an emergency occurs, it is questionable whether or 
not local law enforcement agencies have the budget, equipment and man-power to deal with such an 

emergenay. 

2.	 Transportation: The intersection of Bancroft and Moody appears to be too narrow to handle the 
120 plus official cars, trucks and buses ICE claims it needs to support the facility, including 
transporting the detainees to and from SWF. 

3.	 Parking: ICE anticipates a work force of at least 150 employees. No on-site employee parking is 

planned. Therefore, those who drive cars will have to park on the street. Given the limited parking 
spaces in SWF, this presents a significant problem for SWF, and will significantly impact the 
viability ofstreet-level retail in the neighborhood. 

4.	 School location: The ICE facility will be located less than 300 feet from the neighborhood school. 
This violates govemment rules. 

I strongly encourage the Portland City Council to hold a "Conditional Use Review" of this project so that 
we may all thoroughly examine the true impact of such a project on the South Waterfront neighborhood. 

Sincerely, 

/,-,'llt -l¡røt"^ 

Susan M. lggulden Dated: January 26,2011 
Managing Director, Colliers International 
Member, John Ross Board of Directors 
601 SW 2nd Avenue, Suite 1950 

Portland, OR 91204 

coll¡ers lnternational and certa¡n of ¡ts subsidiaries, is an independently owned and operated bus¡ness and a member f¡rm of colliers tnternational 
Propefty Consultants, an affìliãtion of ¡ndependent comp¿nies with over 480 offices throughout more than 61 countries worldwide. 

http:www.colliers.com


Andrea Bocci 

Subject: FW: South Waterfront Federal Building 

Mayor Adams, and to whom it may concern, 

At this point I am wondering what in the world the city and the federal government are doing. This area has struggled 
so hard to overcome the downturn in the economy and the over buílding of condos in the Portland area. At this 
juncture, the proposal for this building that will house federal offices and holding for illegals, is designed so badly, I find 
it hard to fathom why, with these kind of changes, you would expect the area to grow and thrive. The traffic patterns 

are already not great, there is a large office building going in on Moody, Moody avenue is going under a huge 
construction, and there are really only 2 entrances and exits from the immediate area. There is also a low income 
housing projectgoing in on Bancroft and we payone of the highest millage rates ¡n the entire Multnomah County, a real 

cash cow for Multnomah County and Portland. We have no supermarket or other needs for a neighborhood, other than 
a park, like even being able to buy a postage stamp, available to us. As a green planned area, it seems strange to me 

that we have to get into our cars for the most simple errands. And yet, this kind of construction will not make it any 
easier to engage prospective merchants to the overpriced leasable spaces still sitting empty. Where has the planning 
gone? Do we actually have a PDC anymore? What is their role in the development of an area? At what point do they 
just abandon a planned project and let it become a mishmash of design elements and inconvenient and inappropriate 
choices? I am less than impressed with the mess that is taking over the area and yet, no one at city hall seems to have 

any concerns about the overall plan or lack of development planning now happening in the South Waterfront. I am all 

for low income housing, certainly my 3 children would no doubt qualifyto live there, but a holding building with not one, 
but two fences. Then there is the possibility that the lower portion will have to be rebuilt when the lightrail goes in. 

What a messl Please take more time and care in the planning aspects of these changes to this margínal area and 
consider the residents who have bought into the original plan and actually LIVE there. 

I am forever standing up for you with voters who are less than enamored with the way things are going throughout the 
city, would you please stand up for us? This is not just a rant, I am very upset about the overall changes to the 
original plan for the area without regard for the res¡dents who live there. I was a real estate appraiser for 
20 years and I do real¡ze what these changes will do to the property values if they are not handled with the 
same scrutiny of design and appropriateness that the original plan addressed. 

It has come to my attention that the city has only OK'd the design of this property. lt occurs to me that there needs to 
be a "conditional use Review" in order to do this change properly and "by the book". There are four criteria for 
requesting a Conditional use Review and those are all met in this instance. Safety, with a school approximately 60 
feet away might be an issue, Transportation, is definitely a concern, due to the already overloading traffic patterns 
both in the neighborhood and along Macadam, Parking, is always an issue in the area, just ask the residents and 
OHSU, they rent buses and taxi their employees around and of course School Location has already been addressed. 
Please take some time and heart in your decision, and do it the clean, right way. At that point no one can complain if 
you haven't taken the easy way and short cut the neighborhood. 

Andrea Bocci 

Resident of South Waterfront 



1550 SW Bond #2807 
Portland OR 97239 
Jan' 26, 2010 üi.rüI tnþr * j,.)r¡¡. j i Ërì ,i:,,:i,; 

To Members of the Portland City Council: 

As a resident of the Portland South Waterfront District, I am concerned about the 
lack of transparency regarding the ICE facility proposed for this neighborhood. Thus I 

am writing to request that there be a Conditional Use Review on this issue, which is 

required by Õity Õode for any school or detention facility' 

The main questions that could be addressed in such a review include potential 

issues such as (1) tratfic/transportation, (2) proximity to a school, (3) parking for 
employees and visitors 

There is very little information available to those of us in South Waterfront at this 
time. lt would be helpfulto have City Council hold such a Conditional Use Review to 

bring to light more of the issues pertaining to the potential effect on the neighborhood. 

j ,., ,l'-l i".t-¡14-, /{ (P ft..,t,t-l 
I 



Portland City Council 

Council Members: 
Ëll.t¡ ¡ T¡t rli .' j¡::,,3 I j::.f.t ,:ri,4ü 

This letter is to urge you to hold a "Conditional lJse Review" concerning the Detention 
and Administrative ICE fàcility at 4350 SW Macadam Avenue. 

A Conditional lJse lìeview is needed f'br you to hold a thorough, cornplete, ancl 
transparent review process of'the ICE location project. 

My husband ancl I have lived on Landing l)rive and on Bond Avenue. J'he intersection 
goverued by the light at Bancrolt ancl Moocly is a narrow road, narrowing to 2 lanes just 
at the entrance to the building. We do not see how 1201- ol'ficial cars, trucks, buses 
needed to transport detainees and support a detention center oan possibly be handled 
without causing selious congestion. Cars may be backed up through the light, onto 
liighway 43 (Macadam). 

Parking will also be very difficult. ICII has inclicatecl it will need a rvork for:oe o1 at least 
150. Yet there is no on-site parking planned. Where on the nearby streets will 
employees park? llhere are only a few parking spaces on the street; the lot across from 
the building beoonres a construction site this spring, ICE mentions attorneys and fàmily 
members visiting detainees; where will they palk? South Waterfiont residents have 
limited parking available now; their guests compete f'or the metered spots. 

Ol'greater collcern to us is the làct that the City and South Water{ì'ont planning groups 
have wanted to inclucle young fanrilies with children in the area. A great clezrl of rnoney 
and ef fiort have provided the l:lizabeth Caruthers Park, the walkway from Bancroft to the 
Greenway, a new childcare fàcility and school near OI{SIJ, and a development for low
inoomc families. A neiglrborhood scliool will be just 60 lèet li'om the ICE, just across the 
trolley lines. By Oregon and federal law, a school and a cletention center cannot be 
located so closely. If there is an emergency now in a neighborhood, law enl'orcement 
locl<s clown a school. ll'he chauces o1 an emergency rise considerably if ICE is scl close to 
a sohool. Tlrere would be little time to rnarshaìl law enfbreement people to protect the 
school r:hilclren. 

We ask you to hold a "Conditional tJse Review" sos that answers to these concerns can 
be examined ancl shaleci with all who use the South Waterficlnt area. 

Sincerely yours? 

'#lr,r..' 
naaþ crffy 
.lanuary 26,2010 
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Janrrary 26,2011 

Portlancl City Council
 
t22l SW 4rr'Avertre
 
Portlancl, Oregon 97204
 

Rì3:	 Neetl fol' Contlitiorral Use Hear.irrg
 
Detcntion antl Atlministlative ICE Fncility - Sotth Portlantl Neiglrbor.hoorl Association
 

Deal Couucil Menrbers: 

I ant tlte owltÊt' of seveml retail units locatecl in the Jolur Ross ton'er. As an invoh,ed rnernbel. of the 
South Waterfi'otlt cotnnrttnity, I am very concel:lred about the ci$r's urove to approve tlre aclditiou of a 
Detention and Adulinistrative ICE l'facility in the neighborhoocl. The arlrlition of suclr a use in the South 
Waterfiont district raises a nunlber of serious coucents: 

l.	 Tt'ans¡lot'tatio¡r: The intersection of Bancroft ancl Moody appeat's to be too nârro\v to hanclle the 
120 pltrs offioial cars, ttucks ancl bt¡ses ICË claims it needs to suppott the facility, inclucling 
transporf ing the detainees to and torn SWF. Also, it has to be cletermilecl rvhether or not the puþlic 
tralrspoltatiorr systeur can handle aclditional passenger load. 

)	 Pat'kiltg: ICE anticipates a u,ork fbrce of at least 150 employees. No on-site enrployee parking is 
plalrned. Tlteltfore, tltose rvho drive carc rvill har.e to park on the street. Given the linrited ¡rarking 
spaces in SWF, this plesents a significant problern for SWF, and rvill significantly inrpact the 
viabiIity of street-leveIretail in the rreighborhood. 

J.	 Scltool locatiou: The ICE facility u,ill be located less than 300 feet flonr tlre neighbor.hooclschool. 
This violates govel'nlnent rufes. 

I strottgly encoumge the Ilortland City Council to hold a "Conditiorral Use Reviel" of this project so that 
lve may all thororrghly exatttirte the hrte int¡ract of srrch a ploject on the South Watel'fi'out neighbol.hoocl. 

Sincerely, 

J & R John Ross Retail	 Datecl: 

Morsan Zhanu- Merrrber'	 Jarrualrr 26.2OOl 



MEMORANDUM 

DATE: January 26,2011 

TO: ñayo, Sam Adams 

Commissioner Nick Fish 

Commissioner Amanda Fritz 
,:ì:ì I 

Commissioner Randy Leonard .;'.:" 

Commissioner Dan Saltzman 

From: Perry Walker 

Kristie Walker 

Subject: Proposed ICE Detention Facility, South Waterfront 

We are residence of South Waterfront and urge you to order a "Conditional Use Review" of the 
proposed ICE detention facility at South Waterfront. 

The presence of a detention facility in our neighborhood raises serious questions that can only 
be addressed in a Conditional Use Review. These include: 

Safety: The facility will be less than 300 feet from the neighborhood charter school, as is 
required by Federal code. Also, it is not clear whether or not local law enforcement agencies 
have the budget, personnel, equipment and training to deal with an emergency at the detention 
facility. 

Transportation: The intersection of Bancroft and Moody appears to be too narrow to handle 
the 120 plus cars, trucks and buses needed to support the facility. lt is not clear if the existing 
public transpoftation system can accommodate the added employee and visitor passenger 
load. 

Parking: ICE anticipates a work force of at least 150 employees and no on-site employee 
parking is planned on facility propeüy. This will force a volume of on-street parking that 
exceeds neighborhood capacity. 

School location: The ICE facility will be 60 feet from the neighborhood school and this 
violates government rules. 

Your decision on this proposal will have a lasting impact on our neighborhood and only through 
a "Conditional Use Review" can these questions be addressed thoroughly, completely, and 
with transparency. 

Thank you for considering our petition. 

Perry L. Walker 

Kristie A. Walker 

V"e C z/"P¿^



Jim Luke, Peter Fenner, Perry walker & Millidge walker, Residents 

Gity of Po¡.tland 

Gode Title 33 

33.130.030 

33.l30.Table 130-l 

33.130.030 

Testimony 
Please consider the following as our continued testimony in the Appeal Hear

ing of LU 10-145100 at 4310 SW Macadam Avenue commonly referred to as the ICE 
facility. This in reference to the use issue for the project at said address. Tifle 33 of 
the City Code details the Planning and Zoning regulations for the City of por¡and. 
These regulations define the zones which are assigned throughout the City and spell 
out what ís allowed in each zone as well as what is not allowed in each zone. Tifle 33 
also details the procedures to be followed as projects make their way through the ap
proval system. City staff has followed a course with this project so that we have been 
denied the protection that we should have had under Title 33. This appeal is made to 
ask that City Council correct the project course so that we can have the protection 
provided under Title 33 through the process of the Conditional Use Review. We also 
think that City Council and Staff should be interested in the answers provided during 
the Conditional Use Review. 

ln the Preface of the Tifle 33 Document it says that one of the goals is 
"providing certainty in regulations". We are sure that you will see the certainty in the 
definitions and examples. Lets take a quick look at some applicable portions of Ti¡e
33 as they relate to this project. Portions of the Title 33 text are included on page 3 
for your convenience. 

te-: Some questions surfaced during the testimony at the appeal hearing about 
Primary Uses and about Conditional Uses. Here the ltem C of Conditional Uses falls 
under the heading of Primary uses. The uses shown on Table 130-1 as a cu are 
allowed if approved through the conditional use review process. So the Detention 
Center Use is a Primary Use. (See Tabte 130-1) 

Clearly Detention Facilities are a use allowed within Zone CX with Conditional 
Use Review Required. We maintain that this table means just what it says and notht>-; 
ing less. A proposed project that includes Detention Facilities is not allowed in the CX
 
Zone without going through the Conditional Use Review. Period. Contrary to what
 
staff suggests, there is no limitation that if the detention use portion of a project

is less than a specified percentage of the total area, it can be ignored or it can
 
be otherwise approved
 
because it is reouired. (See Table 130-1)
 

Detention Facilities (under the heading of Conditional Uses)
 
This is the criteria of the review process that this project would have to address if you
 
direct City staff to submit the project through the Conditional Use Review. There are 
several of the items here that you heard concerns about during the hearing on 
Wednesday. 



Page 2 

Gify of Portland 

Gode Title 33 

Safety
 
Traffic
 
Parking
 

Concerning safety, there will be no answers for the neighborhood with
out going through the required Conditional Use Review. ls it possible that even 
City Staff is not asking these questions either? Of course we can't imagine a 
school right across the trolley tracks where someone may decide to create a 
hostage situation in order to free their family or friend. We must recognize that 
some of the detainees are from different cultures and "solve" their problems dif
ferently than our law abiding citizens, Remember the lady who owns Columbia 
Sportswear for a recent example. 

We think there are problems with the existing street and driveway con
figuration. There is a short piece of Bancroft Street between two intersections 
where the driveway enters the street. The only way we can envision them get
ting their busses and cars out into traffic is to send a couple of the Law Enforce
ment Officers out to stop traffic so that they can exit the driveway. ls that the 
way they are planning to do it? 

We also need to hear how the designers plan to provide parking for the 
100+ employees of the building since they are not providing any on-site parking 
for them. Will they be parking at the Old Spaghetti Factory? The City closed 
the off-street parking lot available to us residents last fall. ln order to get a park
ing lot approved on one of the South Waterfront Blocks, the project will have to 
go through a Conditional Use Review. lsn't that just too much of a coincidence? 
But continuing the thought of parking; where will the immigration attorneys park 
when visiting their clients who are detained at the facility? Where will the fami
lies and friends of the detainees park while they are visiting? You see, for us 
parking is a big issue here in South Waterfront because there is so liftle of it 
here. OHSU had to provide several parking lots for their employees and stu
dents to park because there was no other parking available. Currenfly people 
are parking on Block xx but that willstart construction in the spring and willnot 
be available for parking any longer. we can't imagine lcE allowing "clients" and 
"client families" to park within their secure facility while they are being proc
essed or visiting. By following the Conditional Use Review process required for 
Detention Centers, these questions could be asked and could be addressed. 
Up to this point, we are not sure even your staff are asking these questions be
cause they have not followed the required procedure. 

Finally we get to the Descriptions of the Use Categories where we can 
determine what Detention Facilities are for Title 33 Uses. Can this project be 
defined without acknowledging the detention facility use? ICE testified that 
most of the detainees at the proposed facility come from prisons or jails. Those 
persons have not been released and are still under custody and are now being 

"' 65¡¡6[dered for dePo rtation. 
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Gity of Portland 

Gode Title 33 
some of the testimony at wednesday's appeal hearing would have us believe that 
since deportation is a civil matter (really?) rather than a criminal matter, this deten
tion can't be considered to be judicially required, therefore not meeting a character
istic required. They also state that this center will only be operational for 12 hours 
each day and therefore the 24 hour requirement would not be met. Here again 
most of the detainees will be picked up at prisons or jails, taken to the project facil
ity, held and processed for deportation and then taken to Tacoma for further deten
tion, never being free from the appropriate supervision of peace officers. This use 
seems to have the characteristics of the detention use even though all of the facility 
is not specifically designated for this use. 

The accessory uses are some of the uses planned in this facility, so that 
appears OK with the definition. 

The Examples were discussed by several of the speakers at the appeal 
hearing. ln order to get to the bottom of the meaning, I would take us back to the 
Preface where it says, "providing certainty in regulations". we should be looking at 
these examples as types of uses that would be included in the definition of deten
tion facilities. ln this project the ICE detention facilities portion of the building use 
would probably fall somewhere between a probation center where the clients are 
not restrained and the other three examples. How could that part of the building not 
be Detention Center? lt is used as a Detention Center. 

No matter how we look at it, the detention facilities use 
port¡on of the project has to requ¡re the conditional use Review. 
We urge Gity Gouncil to direct staff to process this project 
through that process. lf you still have any doubts, better to be 
safe than sorry. Thank you. 

,ê;33.130.030 
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Gity of Portland 

Gode Title 33 

33.130.100 

33.815.205 

33.815.205 

($	 33.1 30. 100 Primary Uses 

A. Allowed Uses 

B. Limited Uses 

C. Condilional Uses - Uses vhich are allowed if approved through the cr¡ndi.tional use
 
review process are listed in Table 130-l with a "CU,'. These uses are allowed
 
provided they comply with the conditional use approval criteria for that use, the
 
development standards, and other regulations of this T'itle. tlses listedwith a,'CLJ,'
 
iltal also have afootnote nuntber in the tal¡le are subject to the regulations cited in
 
the footnote. In addition, a use or developmenl listed in the 200s series of chapters
 
is also subject to the regulations of those chapters. Tlrc conditional use review
 
process and approval criteria are stated in Chapter 33.815, Conditional (Jses,
 

D. Prohibited Uses 

rå	 33,815.205 Detentiott Facilitìes (under heading of Conditional Uses) 
ll'hese approval criteria ensure thal the.íacility is physically compatible with the area in which it is to be 
located and that the safely concerns ofpeople on neighboring properlies are addressed. The approval 
criteria at'e: 

A. Appeørance- T'he appearance of the þcility is consistent with the intent of the zone in which it will be 
located and with the character of the surrounding uses and development; and 
ß' søfely. The facility and its operations will not pose an unreasonable safety threat 
to nearby uses and residents; 

C. Publìc services, 

.l . The proposed use is in conþrmance wilh the street designations shown in the Transportation Element 
oJ the Comprehensive Plan; 
2. If the proposed use will be located in an industrial zone, it will not have a signi.ficant adverse effect on 
lruck and freight movement; 

3. The n'ansportation system is capable of supporling the proposed use in adtlition to the existing uses in 
the area. Evaluationfactors include street capacily, level of service, or other perþrmance measures; 
access to arterials; serving the proposed connectivity; transit availability; on-street parking impacts; 
occess restt'iclions; neighborhood impacts; impacts onpedestrian, bicycle, and transit circulation; and 
safetyþr all modes; and 
4' Public services for water supply, police andfire protection are capable ofuse, and proposed sanitary 
waste disposal and stormwater disposal systems are acceptable to the Bureau of llnvironmenlal Services. 

GJ	 33.920.520 Detention Facilities (under Descriptions o/ the Llse Categories) 
A. characteristics, Detention F'acilities includesfacilitiesþr the judicially required 
detention or íncarceration ofpeople. Inmates and detainees at.e under 24 hour
 
supervision by peace olficers, except when on an approved leave.
 
B. Accessory uses. Accessory uses include ffices, recrearional and healthfacilities,
 
therapyfacilities, mainterutnce facilities, and hobby and manufacturing activities.
 
C, Examples. Examples include prisons, jails, probation centers, andjuvenile
 
detention homes.
 

D. Exceptions. Progratns that provide care and training or treatment for psychiatric,
 
alcohol, or drug problems, where patients are residents ofthe progrant, ltut where
 
patients are not supervised by peace fficers are classified as Group Living.
 
Programs that provide transitional living experience.þr.þrmer offenders, such as
 
halfway houses, where residents are not supervised by peace oficers, are also
 
classified as Group Living.
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Title 33, Planning and Zoning Chapter 33.1504/24/ 10 Commercial Zones 

Table 13O-1
 
Commercl,al Zone prlmary Ugcs
 

Use Catesories cil1 cN2 col co2 CM cs CG 

Resldentlal Catesorles 
{ousehold Livins 
Group Living 

Y 
LlCU 

l1t 

Y 
LlCU 

t1ì 

Y 
L/CU 

trì 

Y 
L/CU

flt 

Y 
L/CU

Irl 

Y 
LlCu 
tll 

Y 
L/CU 

I1l 

Y 
LlCU 

trl 
Com4ercial Categorieg 
Retail Sales And Service 
Office 
Ouick Vehicle Servicins 

etìlcle Kepalr 
Commercial Parking 

L I2I 
L l2l 

N 
N 

N 

Y 
Y 

L II2I 
N 
N 

N 

Y 
N 
N 
N 

L t3t 
Y 
N 

N 

N 

L I4I 
L 

N 
N 
N 

Y 
Y 
N 
Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

cu [11] 

Y 
Y 

Ltl2t 
LII 
CU 

Self-Service Storase 
Commercial Outdoor Recreation 

N 
N 

N 
N 

N 

N 
N 
N 

N 
Y 

N 

Y 
L t6ì 

Y 

t1 1l 
L t6t 

Y 
N N N N N CU CU Y 

Industrlal Cateqories 
Manufacturing And Production 

Warehouse And Freisht Movement 
wnolesale sales 

usûlat ¡rervlce 
Railroad Ya¡ds 
Waste-Related 

LlCU 
l2t 
N 
N 
N 
N 
N 

L/CU 
l2t 
N 

N 
N 
N 
N 

N 

N 

N 
N 
N 
N 

N 

N 
N 

N 

N 

N 

LlCU 
f4. 5t 

N 
L 14, St 

N 

N 

N 

L/cu 
t5r 

N 

Lts 
cu fst 

N 
N 

Llcu 
15 7t 

cu f5.7r 
L l,5.71 

cu f5.71 
N 
N 

L/cu 
t5t 
N 

L I5I 
cu t5ì 

N 
N 

Instttutio¡al Categorlee 
Basic Utilities 

Communit¡r Service 

Parks And Open Areas 

YlCU 
l10l 

L/cu 
t8t 
Y 

Y/CU 
I10l 

L/CU 
tÂt 

Y 

Y/CU 
t10t 

LlCU 
t8t 
Y 

Ylcu 
f 10t 

L/cu 
taì 
Y 

Y/cu 
frot 

L/CU 
fRt 

Y 

Y/CU 
f 10ì 

L/CU 
f8t 
Y 

Y lCtJ 
f 10t 

LlCU 
IRI 

Y 

Y/CU 
t10l 

L/CU 
I8l 
Y 

Colleges 
Medical Centers 
Relieious Institutions 
lJAyCAÍe 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 

Y 
Y 
Y 

Other Categories 
Aericulture 
Aviation And Surface Passenger 
îerminals 

N 
N 

N 
N 

N 

N 
N 
N 

N 
N 

CU 
N 

CU 
CU 

CU 
CU 

Mrnu 
Radio Frequency TYansmission 
Faciüties 
Kail Llnes Anct Utlhtv corridors 

N 

N 

LlCU 
fgl 
CU 

N 

N 

L/cv 
tql 
CU 

N 
N 

L/cu 
tsl 
CU 

N 

N 
L/CU 

tgl 
CU 

N 

N 

L/CrJ 
lgt 
CU 

N 

N 

L/cu 
tql 
CU 

CU 
N 

L/cu 
19l 

CU 

__1F 
L/CU 

tql 
CU 

L = Allowed, But Special Limitations 
N = No, Prohibited 

The use categories a¡e described in Chapter gg.g2}. 
Regulations thatcorrespond to the bracketed numbers [ ] are stated in 33. 130.100.E}.
 
Specific uses and developments may also be subject to iegulations in t}le 2o0s series of chapters.
 

130-7 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
Meriwetherw 
John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10_.145100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
MeriwethermÐ 
Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the lcE facility at 43s0 sw Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-14s100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
Meriwetherw 
John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 1 0- 14b 1 00 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
MeriwetherE 
Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We' the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the lcE facility at 43s0 sw Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-14s100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
Meriwether

@
Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-14S100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
Meriwether

¡ad¡dt[F 
Atwater 

John Ross
 
Ardea
 
Riva
 
Matisse
 



Portland, Oregon 
Meriwether 

IHTIF
 
John Ross
 
Ardea
 
Riva
 
Matisse
 

We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the lcE facility at 43s0 sw Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-14g100 

January 26,2011 
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We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 
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We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
Meriwether

&lÉr 
Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We' the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100
 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
Meriwether 

ater 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the lcE facility at 43s0 sw Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-14s100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 
Meriwetherm 
John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We' the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the lcE facility at 43s0 sw Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-14s100 

January 26,2011 

E
Portland, Oregon 
Meriwether

Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



It is only through "Conditional Use Review" that these and other critical questions be 
examined. Therefore, we strongly urge the Council to hold a thorough, complete and 
transparent review process of this project before it decides on its merits. 

Sincerely, 

j-ii :ir i' , i'i'.' 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2O11 
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Atwater 

John Ross 
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Riva 
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We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon 

Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Condit¡onal Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

I 

January 26,2011 
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Portland, Oregon 

Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 
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We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,20'11 
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John Ross
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we, the unders¡gned residents of south waterfront ask for a conditional use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-14S1OO 

January 26,2011 
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Portland, Oregon 
Meriwetherru 
John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 

r,ii.,,:r 

)r*¿eeoì. Cf*l , At ,**- Ll^:tf,o) 

Êtw^lu- l¡,rrìt 5*o: I lz[/,n¡ 

Portland, Oregon 
Meriwetherry
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We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 
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We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfronl ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the ICE facility at 4350 SW Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 

Portland, Oregon

ffih 
Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



We, the undersigned residents of South Waterfront ask for a Conditional Use Review 

Process for the lcE facility at 43s0 sw Macadam Ave. - - LU 10-145100 

January 26,2011 
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Portland, Oregon 
Meriwether 
Mirabella 
Atwater 

John Ross 
Ardea 
Riva 
Matisse 



Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 
Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2011 1:56 PM 
To: Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: FW: Support for US lmmigration and Customs Enforcement Facility 

Sonia Schmanski 
Policy Coordinator 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 
503-823-3592 
www. portlandoregon.gov/fish 

----Original Message-----
From:Sept, Natalie 
Sent: Friday, January 21,2011 7:48 AM 
To: Schmanski, Sonia 
Cc: Fish, Nick 
Subject: FW: Support for US lmmigration and Customs Enforcement Facility 

The first positive letter we've had in support of ICE location. 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Community Liaison 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 
City of Portland 
Direct Line 503.823.3597 

Visit our Website 

---Original Message-----
From: Dane Eastlake [mailto:oxymoroni@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 20,2011 4:29 PM 
To: Commissioner Saltzman; Leonard, Randy; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish;Adams, Mayor 
Subject: Support for US lmmigration and Customs Enforcement Facility 

Hello Everyone, 
I'd just like to voice my strong support for the new facility and the choice of location in the SW waterfront area. Keep up 

the good work, Dane 

mailto:mailto:oxymoroni@yahoo.com
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 

Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2011 1:56 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: SW Waterfront ICE project 

Sonia Schmanski
 
Policy Coordinator
 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish
 

s03-823-3592
 
www. po rtla ndo reg on. gou/fis h
 

From; Sept, Natalie
 
Sent: Friday, January 2I,201111:21 AM
 
To: Schmanski, Sonia
 
Cc: Fish, Nick
 
Subject: FW: SW Waterfront ICE project
 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Community Liaison 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 
City of Portland 
Direct Line 5o3.BzS.g;gz 

Visit our Website 

From : McAtee, Terri I ma i lto :Terri. McAtee@ providence.o rg] 
Sent: Friday, January 21,2011 11:12 AM 
To: Commissioner Fish 
Subject: SW Waterfront ICE project 

Hello Commissioner Fish, 

I took time off from work to attend the meeting at City Hall on Wednesday. I had heard about the installation 
of an ICE facility in my neighborhood and thought it would be prudent to find out exactly what it was. I went there 
with the opinion that many in my neighborhood might be reading more into this project than warranted, and were 
worrying for no reason. I thought the questions the commissioners asked were in line with what I would have 

1/26t20t1 
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asked. All in all it was a great experience. 

Now, I would like to give you my take on what I heard. I heard that the developer does not feel they need to go through some of the litmus 
tests other developers are subjected to. They stated it is just a business office that happens to have a few holding cells. They explained the 
people using these holding cells are not legally incarcerated detainees, and therefore are not considered prisoners, which alleviate them from 
certain rules and regulations. They presented a couple of codes to supporttheir claims. 

Ihis is where the waters got a little muddy. 

One code spoke about office buildings. An office building is allowed to have additions that would serve as conveniences to the employees. 

The code mentioned, exercise rooms, lunch rooms, etc. The developerstated this code is not all inclusive and open to interpretat¡on. This 

would support their including "Holding Cells" 

Another code was brought up. 

This code was one that required developers to follow certain restrictions when dealing with legally detained or incarcerated men and 

women. Thedescriptionofwhatalegal detaineewouldinclude,waswrittenmuchlikethedescriptionofwhatadditionstoofficesincluded 
in the previous code. No surprise, the developer decided this code was NOT open to interpretation, and concluded the people they would be 

ushering to and from that site under "Armed Guard", did not meet the criteria of a prisoner or legally incarcerated detainee. 

Now, l consider myself a logical person. Any man or woman that is being escorted by an official police force, and does not have the freedom 

to choose where they are going and when, are in fact legally incarcerated. Building additions to be used by the office employees do not 

include Holding Cells. This is in fact a very smalljail, which will received criminals awaiting deportation hearings. 

lftheycanmeetthepropercodesandguidelinesforjailsandtheareausageguidelines, byall meansletthembuild. Butpleasedonotlet 
the developer and their legal staff get away w¡th slipp¡ng something into rny neighborhood using back door methods. 

Thank you for listening 
Terri McAtee 
John Ross Resident 
terrimcatee@ msn.com 

ndmaycontaininformationthatiSpr¡Vileged,confìdentialandexemptfromdisclosureunderapplicablelaw.lf 
you are not the addressee you are hereby notifìed that you may not use, copy, disclose, or distribute to anyone the message or any ¡nformation contained in the message. lf 
you have received this message in error, please immediately advise the sender by reply email and delete this message. 

1126120t1 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 

Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2011 1:S4 pM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: concern about permitting a jail in the South Waterfront 

Sonia Schmanski
 
Policy Coordinator
 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish
 

503-823-3592
 
w w w. po ftla n do reg o n, g o u/frs h 

From: Sept, Natalie
 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19,20Il 4:11 pM
 

To: Schmanski, Sonia
 
Cc: Fish, Nick
 
Subject: FW: concern about permitting a jail in the South Watedront
 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Community Liaison 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 
City of Portland 
Direct Line 5o3.Bz S.SS7T 

Visit our Website 

From: Cheryl Schultz fmailto:CherylS@eisnersafety.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2011 2:25 PM 
To: Commissioner Fish 
Subject: concern about permitting a jail in the South Waterfront 

Reference Case #LU 10-145100 DZM 

Dear Commissioner Fish, 

I am a mother of three with a child at Southwest Charter. I hope, over the years, this will be the school for 
all of my children. lt is an amazing school with a focused vision (Science, Arts and Civics) and the 
promise to help our children both grow into responsible adults and to contríbute back to the community. 

1/26120tt 

mailto:fmailto:CherylS@eisnersafety.com
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Therefore I am alarmed and saddened that the City did not follow its own procedures in permitting what will be our neighbor for 
Southwest Charter for years to come. The permit for this neighboring space was permitted as "Office Space." However, part of the 
intent of the building is to house a jail. Having a federal prison (even if a small one) directly adjacent to an elementary school is 
inappropriate and potentially dangerous. ln the long-term, it could mean a devastating event which the City is then responsible for 
in permitting this use. ln the short-term, it could mean the demise of a fantastic new educational option in a place that is 
underserved by Portland's current public education options, in an area set to grow and be a place of great strength for the city. 

I ask you to reconsider this decision - to either restrict the use of the space to Office Space only (without any holding cells) or to 
completely re-review the matter and use appropriate procedures for considering location of a jail relative to uses of adjacent 
buildings and the desires of the local community. 

Regards, 

Cheryl Schultz (Mother of a 2nd grade Southwest Charter Student) 
Portland, Oregon 

1/26t24t1 



Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 
Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2011 1:54 PM 
To: Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: FW: stats on immigrants in detention 

Sonia Schmanski
 
Policy Coordinator
 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish
 
503-823-3592
 
rwww. portl a n dore gon. gov/f is h
 

----Original Message-----
From: Sept, Natalie 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 201 I 4:12 PM 
To: Schmanski, Sonia 
Cc: Fish, Nick 
Subject: FW: stats on immigrants in detention 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Community Liaison 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 
City of Portland 
Direct Line 503.823.3597 

Visit our Website 

----Original Message-----
From: Sarah Mirk [mailto:smirk@portlandmercury.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 4:01 PM 
To: Commissioner Fish 
Subject: stats on immigrants in detention 

I don't know why the ICE rep. wouldn't tell you these numbers directly during today's SoWa hearing: 

From October 2008 through July 2010, ICE booked 148 people into custody in Multnomah, Marion, and Clackamas 
Counties, according to data released only after ICE lost a Freedom of lnformation Act lawsuit filed by three legal advocacy 
groups in April. 

Of those 148,73 were convicted of no crime. Forty-five were convicted of serious crimes like robbery or assault, and 30 
were convicted of lesser property crimes or misdemeanors. 

http://www.portlandmercury.com/portland/max-imum-punishmenUContent ?oid=2798753 

Sarah Mirk 
Reporter 
Portland Mercury 
503-294-0840 
sm irk@portlandm ercu ry.com 

http://www.portlandmercury.com/portland/max-imum-punishmenUContent
mailto:mailto:smirk@portlandmercury.com
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 

Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2011 1:54 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: ICE building in SW Waterfront area 

Sonia Schmanski
 
Policy Coordinator
 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish
 

s03-823-3s92
 
ww w. p o rtla n do reg o n. g o u/fis h
 

From: Sept, Natalie 
Sent: Thursday, January 20,20LI 1:45 PM 

To: Schmanski, Sonia 
Cc: Fish, Nick 
Subject: FW: ICE building in SW Watedront area 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Cornmunity Liaison 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 
City of Portland 
Direct Line 5o3.BzS.SSq7 

Visit our Website 

From : McAtee, Terri fma i lto :Terri. McAtee@ providence.org ]
Sent: Thursday, January 20,20IL 1:21 PM 
To: Commissioner Fish 
Subject: ICE building in SW Waterfront area 

Hello Commissioner 

lwas atthe meetingyesterday, Thankyou foryourthoughtful questions. Manyof them echoed myquestions and 
concerns. 

As I listened to the presentation, it struck me that they went to great lengths to slip this in through the back door. 

t/26/20t1 
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To consider the people that will be processed there as not "Legally" incarcerated was in my estimation, really stretching it. I have a problem 
wrapping my head around the thought that these people, who will be released from Jail or Prison, escorted by Law Officers to the building, 
Kept in holding cells, then transferred by Law officers to other facilities, are not "Legally" incarcerated. Since they do not have the option to 
come and go as they please, that is exactly what they are. The only other option is that they are "illegally" incarcerated. Our Constitution 
does not allow that. 

Also, the qualifier of being 300 ft from a school is troubling. Evidently they leased the building prior to the school securing the Díscovery 
Center. My question is, was the School told about the plans for the building next door? lf they weren't, why not. The future ICE site was 
already leased for a specific purpose. I would think there would be an obligation to make all new businesses aware of what was going in. 

Please make sure word play and back door tactics do not rule the day. lt is a Duck... 

Thank you for listening 

Terri McAtee 
terrimcatee@ msn.com 
John Ross Resident 

This message is intended for the sole use of the âddressee, and may contain information that is privileged, confìdential and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. lf 
you are not the addressee you are hereby notified that you may not use, copy, disclose, or distr¡bute to anyone the message or any information contained in the message. lf 
you have received this message in error, please immediately advise the sender by reply email and delete this message. 

r/26/2011 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Laura Bracke Iaurabracke@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 26,2011 I :03 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla; Fioravanti, Kara; Leonard, Randy 

Subject: Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - (South Waterfront ICE Building) 

Please submit this comment in response to Commissioner Fritz's comments at the City Council Meeting of 
January 19, 2011 

RE: Case# LU- 10-145100 DZM - (South Waterfront ICE Building) 

The Emerson School & 511 NW Broadway 

Commissioner Fritz commented on the similarity between the Emerson School at 105 NW Park and the 
current ICE facility at 
511 NW Broadway. She likened that similarity to the one between Southwest Charter School at 0680 SW 
Bancroft and the proposed ICE facility site at 4310 SW Macadam. To gauge the proximity between the 
Emerson School and ICE, I exited ICE, on foot, from its main entrance. After a four-block walk I finally 
arrived at the Emerson Schooll Commissioner Fritz's comparison between the four addresses is an 
"apples and oranges" one, not an "apples and apples" one! 

Regards, 
Laura Bracke 

U2612011
 

mailto:Iaurabracke@hotmail.com
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: CommissionerFritz 

Sent: Sunday, January 23,201 1 9:48 PM 

To: 'McAtee, Terri' 

Cc: Moore-Love, Karla; Crail, Tim 

Subject: RE: ICE project in SW Waterfront 

Dear Terri, 

Thank you for your comments. As recommended by the City Attorney at the end of the 
hearing, I am not allowed to respond to your testimony at this time. I am copying Karla 
Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so your advice is included in the record for this case. 
Please contact Tim Crail on my staff if you have questions about the process. 

I expect addressing your concerns during the Council's continued hearing on February
16. Thank you for pafticipating in this land use review. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Poftland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of 
Portland will reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services 
to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 with such requests 
or visit http://wwtry.portlandonIine.com/ADA Formg 

Fro m r McAtee, Terri [ma ilto :Terri, McAtee@ providence. o rg ]
Sent: Friday, January 2I,20LL 10:47 AM 
To: Commissioner Fritz 
Subject: Re: ICE project in SW Waterfront 

Hello Commissioner Fritz, 

I took time off from work to attend the meeting at City Hall on Wednesday. I had heard about the installation 
of an ICE facility in my neighborhood and thought it would be prudent to find out exactly what it was. I went there 
with the opinion that many in my neighborhood might be reading more into this project than warranted, and were 
worrying for no reason. I thought the questions the commissioners asked were in line with what I would have 
asked. All in all it was a great experience. 

Now, I would like to give you my take on what I heard. I heard that the developer does not feel they need to go 
through some of the litmus tests other developers are subjected to. They stated it is just a business office that 
happens to have a few holding cells. They explained the people using these holding cells are not legally 
incarcerated detainees, and therefore are not considered prisoners, which alleviate them from certain rules and 
regulations, They presented a couple of codes to support their claims. 

1/24/20t1 
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This is where the waters got a little muddy. 

one code spoke about office buildings. An office building is allowed to have additions that would serve as conveniences to the employees. 
The code mentioned, exercise rooms, lunch rooms, etc. The developerstated this code is not all inclusive and open to interpretation. This 
would support their including "Holding Cells" 

Another code was brought up. 

This code was one that required developers to follow certain restrictions when dealing with legally detained or incarcerated men and 
women. The description of what a legal detainee would include, was written much like the description of what additions to offices included 
in the previous code. No surprise, the developer decided this code was NOT open to interpretation, and concluded the people they would be 
ushering to and from that site under "Armed Guard", did not meet the criteria of a prisoner or legally incarcerated detainee. 

Now, I consider myself a logical person. Any man or woman that is being escorted by an official police force, and does not have the freedom 
tochoosewheretheyaregoingandwhen, areinfactlegallyincarcerated. Buildingadditionstobeusedbytheofficeemployeesdonot 
include Holding Cells. This is in fact a very small jail, which will received criminals awaiting deportation hearings. 

lftheycanmeetthepropercodesandguidelinesforjailsandtheareausageguidelines, byall meansletthembuild. Butpleasedonotlet 
the developer and their legal staff get away with slipping something into my neighborhood using back door methods. 

Thank you for listening 
Terri McAtee 
John Ross Resident 
terrimcatee@ msn.com 

This message is intended for the sole use of the addressee, and may contain information that is privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure under appl¡cable law. lf 
you are not the addressee you are hereby notified that you may not use, copy, disclose, or distribute to anyone the message or any information contained in ihe message. lf 
you have received this message in error, please immediately advise the sender by reply email and delete th¡s message. 

r/2412011 



Mernbers of the City Council, 

I appreciate the opportunity to voice rny opinion and share my concems regarding the 
proposed ICE facility to be located at the intersection of Bancroft and Macadam 
Avenues. My son's school building is in the process of being renovated and nearing 
completion. Our building.is 100' away fiom the proposed ICE facility. After attending 
the hearing on January 19tl' I was left with a lot of questions. I am hopeful that during 
this extended review period I will be able to have my questions answered by those in 
charge of this project. 

1. How ancl where will individuals being serviced at this facility enter the building? 
a. Will they enter on their own free will, unrestrained? 
b. V/ill there be instances when individuals are entering under anned escort? 
c. Will inclividuals enter or exit the building in restraints? 

My concern with the above is both line of sight and safety. If restrained individuals are 
entering or exiting the building in close proxirnity to our school facility what steps are 
being planned to prevent the children from witnessing this? I do not see how the vision 
of a man or wornan in restraints and under anned escort would not make a lasting 
impression on a 5 year old Kindergarten student. Could there be an altemative entrance 
and exit for the detention center portion of the building? My other concern relates to 
safety. If an indiviclual is escorted in under anned guard would our school receive 
notification so we could make adequate anangements to protect our children? I'm not 
sure what the effect this would have on any sort of safety/lockdown policy that most 
schools have in place. It's my understanding that if there's a legitimate threat of gunfire 
then the children need to be kept indoors. If there's an armed guard 100' away isn't there 
constantly the legitimate threat of gunfire? 

2. Approximately how much foot traffic can we expect to see passing through this 
facility? And what impact does ICE expect to see on car traffic? 

Our children spend a great deal of their day outside exploring their environment; it is part 
of our school's mission statement. 'We 

seek out opportunities to get them outside the 
classroom so that they can connect with the world around them. If there is a substantial 
increase in vehicle traffic what steps are being taken to ensure the safety of the children 
walking through the neighborhood? Will there be additional cross walks added or speed 
hurnps to slow traffic? How will this effect on street parking? Where will the buses park 
that would be used to transport the detainees to Tacoma? What tirne of day would that 
bus leave? How will this impact the flow of traffìc from 150 families dropping off and 
picking up their children? 

I realize that at the end of the hearing on the 19tl' comment was made cornparing this 
situation to the cunent NW Broadway building and the proximity to Emerson School. I 
looked at Yahoo Maps after the hearing. Those two facilities are .3 miles apalt, on 
parallel streets and separated by approximately six city blocks, I hardly think that this can 
be considered the same thing. Our facility is .01 miles, quite literally a stone's throw, 

http:building.is


away. While I understand the desire to make sense of this situation by comparing it to 
Emerson and the NW Broadway building I see more differences than similarities and I 
would caution against using that as a model for this unique situation. My son will be able 
to wave hello to the armed guards outside this building some families at Emerson may 
not have even been aware that there was a govefftment building .3 miles away. 

This facility was approved and pushed through as an offrce with a detention center on the 
side yet it was characterized by commission member Ben Kaiser as a'Jail". 

"It's too bad that a jail is the city's gateway to South Waterfront," saíd commission 
member Ben Kaiser after looking at a scale model of the building. "But if it's going to 
be located here, I'd like to see it be more appealing." 

http://www.oregonlive.com/portland/index.ssf/2010/10/us*immigration*and_customs*en 
f.htrnl 

So, which is it? Is it a jail or an office? I do not know of rnany offices that require a 

"secure entranceway with a bulletproof guard post" as reported in that sarne article. And 
those that do are not typically located 100' away from a K-8 public charter school. 

I write today first and foremost as a mother. Protecting my son and ensuring his health, 
well being and safety is my primary motivation. I want to feel assured that my son will 
be safe to continue at SW Charter School through 8tl'grade, as we have planned, if this 
office/detention center goes through. But by being kept out of the planning and review 
process I cannot feel assured of anything remotely close to that. No one has said, ask me 
your questions, I will answer thern and that is honestly all I'm asking for. Because of that 
silence, I just don't know what to expect frorn ICE as our neighbor. I don't know that rny 
son would be safe. And neither do you. Such a small distance separates the facilities, .01 

miles, 100', that feels like nothing compared to the ll3 of a mile that separates Emerson 
and the soon to be vacant NW Broadway building. I also write today as a fi'ustrated 
citizen. I do not understand why this building was not subject to Conditional Use from 
the beginning. Mr. Davis commented that the Naturopathic College had to go through 
Conditional Use, but a far more controversial facility was allowed to be pushed through 
until people started jumping up and down, figuratively speaking, and making noise. This 
is a dramatic change for the neighborhood and I cannot understand why the neighborhood 
was not involved in the process sooner. It certainly could have eased my personal fears 
to have been invited into this process sooner. Instead for me, I feel like this building is 
being foisted on us when we ar€ on the verge of moving into our newly renovated home. 

Our school is like the Little Engine that Could, we have worked so hard to surmount 
challenge after challenge all for the sake of our children. My son loves his school, as do 
I. It is unique and a true blessing for him and for the City. We've waited for this 
opportunity of having our own building where all the grades can come together and we 
can settle and focus on building our school and enhancing our program even further and 
now there is a cloud hanging over what should be a very joyful time. I should be thrilled 
to be close to moving into our Bancroft building; instead I'm waiting, ullsure, unsettled 

http://www.oregonlive.com/portland/index.ssf/2010/10/us*immigration*and_customs*en


and afi'aid, waiting to see what happens with this ICE project. I know I for one just want 
some answers and I hope that this process will enable me to get those allswers. 

Thank you for reviewing my questions, comments and concems. I would welcome any 
opportunity to continue this discussion with the City and I look forward to seeing this 
issue resolved in the best interest of all involved. 

Sincerely, 

Krista Rodriguez 
503-8 r 0-0654 
Kri s ta@ hi I I si d eimports. com 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Adams, Sam 

Sent: Friday, January 21, 2011 2:1 4 PM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Cc: Uwagbae, Grace 

Subject: FW: SW Waterfront ICE Project 

Cevero 

From : McAtee, Terri fma i lto :Terri, McAtee@ providence,org] 
Sent: Friday, January 2l,ZOLI 11:13 AM 
To: Adams, Sam 
Subject: SW Watefront ICE Project 

Hello Mayor Adams, 

I took time off from work to attend the meeting at City Hall on Wednesday. I had heard about the installation 
of an ICE facility in my neighborhood and thought it would be prudent to find out exactly what it was. I went there 
with the opinion that many in my neighborhood might be reading more into this project than warranted, and were 
worrying for no reason. I thought the questions the commissioners asked were in line with what I would have 
asked. All in all it was a great experience. 

Now, I would like to give you my take on what I heard. I heard that the developer does not feel they need to go 

through some of the litmus tests other developers are subjected to. They stated ¡t is just a business office that 
happens to have a few holding cells. They explained the people using these holding cells are not legally 
incarcerated detainees, and therefore are not considered prisoners, which alleviate them from certain rules and 
regulations. They presented a couple of codes to support their claims. 

This is where the waters got a l¡ttle muddy. 

One code spoke about office buildings. An office building is allowed to have additions that would serve as 

conveniences to the employees. The code mentioned, exercise rooms, lunch rooms, etc. The developer stated 
this code is not all inclusive and open to interpretation. This would support their including "Holding Cells" 

Another code was brought up. 

This code was one that required developers to follow certain restrictions when dealing with legally detained or 
incarcerated men and women. The description of what a legal detainee would include, was wr¡tten much like the 
description of what additions to offices included in the previous code. No surprise, the developer decided this 
code was NOT open to interpretation, and concluded the people they would be ushering !_o¡¡_d_lfS_D that site 
under "Armed Guard", did not meet the criteria of a prisoner or legally incarcerated detainee. 

Now, I consider myself a logical person. Any man or woman that is being escorted.by an official police force, and 
does not have the freedom to choose where they are going and when, are in fact legally incarcerated. Building 
additions to be used by the office employees do not include Holding Cells. This is in fact a very small jail, which will 
received criminals awaiting deportation hearings. 

lftheycanmeetthepropercodesandguidelinesforjailsandtheareausageguidelines, byall meansletthem 
build. But please do not let the developer and their legal staff get away with slipping something into my 
neighborhood using back door methods. 

Thank you for listening 
Terri McAtee 
John Ross Resident 

1/21/2011 

http:escorted.by


Page 2 of 2 

terrimcatee@msn.com 

Th¡s message is intended for the sole use of the addressee, and may contain informat¡on that is privileged, confident¡al and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. lf 
you are not the addressee you are hereby notif¡ed that you may not use, copy, disclose, or distribute to anyone the message or any information contained in the message. lf 
you have received this message in error, please immediately advise the sender by reply email and delete this message. 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Commissioner Fritz 
Sent: Thursday, January 20,2011 9:20 PM 
To: 'Dane Eastlake' 
Cc: Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: RE: Support for US lmmigration and Customs Enforcement Facility 

Dear Dane, 

Thank you for your message. I am copying it to Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, since all communications on this 
quasi-judicial case must go through her. Since the public hearing is closed, I cannot comment on your perspective until 
the final hearing on February 16.
 

Sincerely,
 

Amanda
 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will reasonably modify
policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 
with such requests or visit http://vwvw. portlandonl i ne.com/ADA_Form s 

----Original Message-----
From: Dane Eastlake [mailto:oxymoroni@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 20,2011 4:29 PM 
To: Commissioner Saltzman; Leonard, Randy; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish;Adams, Mayor 
Subject: Support for US lmmigration and Customs Enforcement Facility 

Hello Everyone, 
I'd just like to voice my strong support for the new facility and the choice of location in the SW waterfront area. Keep up 

the good work, Dane 

mailto:mailto:oxymoroni@yahoo.com
http://vwvw
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: CommissionerFritz 

Sent: Thursday, January 20,2011 1 1:00 AM 

To: 'Krista Rodriguez' 

Cc: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: RE: [Approved Sender] RE: [Approved Sender] RE: LU 10-145100 DZM 

Yes, however likely no public testimony will be taken. 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of 
Portland will reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services 
to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 with such requests 
o r visit http://www. portla ndo n I i ne. com/ADA._Form s 

From: Krista Rodriguez fmailto:krista@hillsideimports.com] 
Sent: Thursday, January 20,20II 6:01 AM 
To: Commissioner Fritz 
Subject: fApproved Sender] RE: fApproved Sender] RE: LU 10-145100 DZM 

ls the February 16th meeting open to the public as well? 

Kristn Rodriguez 
Hillside Imports 
503-293-01.46 #701 

From : Commissioner Fritz [mailto: ama nda@ portla ndoregon.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 10:34 PM 

To: 'Krista Rodriguez' 
Cc: Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: RE: fApproved Sender] RE: LU 10-145100 DZM 

Dear Krista, 

Thank you for your message. I am not allowed to discuss the case outside of the 
hearings process. Please contact Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, for information 
about the timeline for submitting more comments. 

One issue that was raised in the hearing today, was that ICE has operated for decades 
a similar facility in the Pearl District, opposite the Post Office. That facility is near the 
Emerson Charter School. Staff was asked to research whether there have been any 
public safety incidents there, and report back at the Council deliberation on February 16 
at 2 p.m. 

1/2012011
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Amanda 

Amanda Fritz
 
Commissioner, City of Poftland
 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823
2036, TTY 503-823-6868 with such requests or visit http://www.portlandonline.com/ADA Forms 

From: Krista Rodriguez fmailto:krista@hillsideimports.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 79,2OII 10:06 PM 

To: Commissioner Fritz 
Subject: fApproved Sender] RE: LU 10-145100 DZM 

Commissioner Fritz, 
First, thank you for giving me the opportunity to voice my concerns, however briefly, today. This was my first experience as an 
adult down in City Hall. I don't think I've actually been inside the building since I was B and my class had a field trip down for 
lunch with Mayor Bud. 

My son and I had to leave early today due to a scheduling conflict with our school auction committee meeting. I'm curious to know 
what, if any, decisions have been made. 

I understand citizens have an opportunity to pose more questions about this facility and I am not sure where I should be directing 
my questions. lf you are not the appropriate person please pass on my questions to whoever that might be. 

After seeing the design renderings, for the first time, I did have some logistical questions come to mind. First, under what 
circumstances will potential detainees enter the building? Specifically, will they be entering on their own volition, as if in response 
to a summons, walking in unguarded? Will there be circumstances where individuals will enter the building escorted by police or 
armed lmmigration emplo¡rees? lf there are individuals being escorted in or out under armed guard would our school then require 
notification so we can lock down the children? (l'm not sure how that process works but it was my understanding as a parent if 
there was any threat of gunfire we would have to have some sort of response in place.) Would there be circumstances of 
individuals entering or leaving in restraints? And through what door would that occur? My primary concern with this facility is that 
such individuals would enter or exit in plain view site of my son and his classmates and that would be a frightening thing for a child 
to see. 

My son is only six years old. Yesterday when I explained what the building was to him he was upset, frightened even. He actually 
told me that maybe he'd need to change schools and this came from a child that loves his school and worships his teacher. The 
mere face that he felt scared enough to say that broke my heart; children should have associate school with fear. 

l'm grateful that we have the opportunity to continue this discussion, honestly though I wish we would have been invited into this 
process earlier on. lt feels so late in the game that some families may feel discouraged from speaking up. Being new to this 
political process it's all a bit overwhelming and somewhat confusing, so if you would be so kind as to forward my questions to the 
appropriate parties I would be very grateful. 

Krista Rodrigucz 
Hillside lmports 
503-293-0146 #701 

From : Commission er Frilz Imailto:amanda@po¡tlandoregon.gov] 
Sent: Friday, January L4,2071 10:08 PM 

To: 'Krista Rodriguez' 
Cc: Crail, Tim; Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: RE: LU 10-145100 DZM 

112012011 
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Dear Krista, 

Thank you for your message. Your son sure is cute! My older son graduated from Western Oregon, and my 
three children are native Oregonians. 

Since the hearing next Wednesday is a quasi-judicial matter, I cannot discuss the case with you outside of 
the open public review process. I have read your advice and concerns, and your views will help inform my 
decision. My vote must be based on whether or not the application meets the Approval Criteria specified in 
the Code. 

I am copying Tim Crail on my staff - you are welcome to contact him if you have further questions or 
requests on this issue. I am also copying Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so that your comments are 
included in the record for this case. Thank you for your input. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Podland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will reasonably 
modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823
2036, TTY 503-823-6868 with such requests or visit http://www.portlandonline.com/ADA_Forms 

From : Krista Rod riguez fmailto : krista@hillsideim ports.com] 
Sent: Friday, January L4,20It 2:38 PM 
To: Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: LU 10-145100 DZM 

Good afternoon Commissioner Fritz,
 
My name is Krista Rodriguez. I was born and raised in Portland; I attended Skyline Elementary, West Tualatin View Elementary,
 
West Sylvan Middle School and graduated in 1992 from Benson High School. After I graduated from Western Oregon University I
 

resettled in the Portland metro area to raise my family and am now running a successful automotive shop with my husband in SW
 
Portland. 

I write to you today as a life long Portland native and as a concerned Mother. You see, my son is a 1st grader at Southwest 
Charter School. As I am sure you are well aware there is some debate going on in the City about the decision to locate an 
lmmigration Detention Center a few hundred feet away from my son's new School Building which is in the final stages of 
renovation before we can occupy it. I am very concerned about this decision and I truly believe it is not in the best interest of the 
City to allow this to proceed. I think we can all agree that the City of Portland needs to invest in the future. That future is our 
children. Our children have a right to feel safe when they walk into their school building. They have a right to feel safe when they 
are outside for recess-our kids get recess twice a day-l ask you, can they feel safe when there is an armed guard shack a few 
hundred feet away? Can I as a Mother feel safe with a decision to house potentially dangerous people a stone's throw away from 
my son? Would you? I realize we are talking about hypothetical danger here but it is a legitimate concern. All it takes is one 
attempted escape. One shot fired. Bullets do not always find their intended target. 

Our school is one of Portland's best kept secrets. lt is an amazing place where my son is inspired every day to be a thinker, to 

U2012011 
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become a leader, to become the future of Portland. I would hate to see the enrollment drop in this school because of the City's 
decision to proceed with this and this is something that I think parents will factor in when they consider our school. lt would be a 
tragedy in its own right if enrollment was effected and the school closed. lf you could see the dedication of these people you 
would understand why I feel so passionate about our school. These teachers love my son, even the ones that have never taught 
his class, they all know him by name. They are all working together to create the best education possible for my son and so many 
other children, and the school needs you to support it. My son needs you to support him and keep him safe so he can thrive and 
become a future leader in the City. lt might sound cliché, but the children really are our future and they should come first on our 
priority list. 

I realize, sadly, that there is a need for a facility such as this but I cannot believe that there is no better location than next door to 
an Elementary School. I do not believe that locating this facility next to my son's school and in the middle of an up and coming 
urban development area is in the best interest of the City and it definitely is not in the best interest of my six year old son. I am 
asking as a life long Portland natlve, a business owner and a Mother for the City to reconsider this decision and relocate the 
Detention Facility to a more appropriate area. 

Kristn Rodriguez 
Hillside Intports 
s03-293-0L46 #101 

U20/20tr 
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GSA remarks for Portland City Council hearing January 19,ZOLL 

Thank you for yourtime today. My name is Scott Matson, and I am the Branch Chief of the Real 

Estate Acquisition Division for the Northwest Arctic Region of the U.S. General Services 

Administration, or GSA. 

GSA is a federal government agency that manages real estate needs for federal agency 

customers. We signed a lease on behalf of our customer, the Department of Homeland Security 

lmmigration and Customs Enforcement (lCE) with the applicant in April 2010. We are here to 

ask for your support of this project. 

ICE needs this new building because their existing facility no longer meets their requirements. 

ICE is currently housed in the 511 Building, a federally-owned facility in the Pearl District that 

was declared excess to the government in 2005. A new facility will allow ICE to consolidate 

operations currently housed in separate facilities, which will save taxpayer money. Once ICE 

moves out of the 5L1 Building, the facility will be transferred at no cost to the Pacific Northwest 

College of Art, providing additional classroom space to meet their expanding needs. 

The process of finding a new home for ICE began in the early 90s. Executive Order L2072 

mandates that the "process for meeting Federal space needs in urban areas shall give first 

consideration to a centralized community business area," or CBD. We understand the 

importance of a vital and healthy downtown and only move agencies outside the CBD when 

their mission requires it, or when no suitable space can be found. The site at 43L0 SW 

Maeadarn meets the Government's requirements and is located within Portland's CBD. 
'tri. ; !r 1 

We have heard the message loud and clear from you Mayor Adams, from the PDC, and from 

Portland's congressional delegation that keeping federal agencies in the CBD is critical for the 

economic health of downtown Portland. This lease will inject 2.L million dollars per year for 15 

years into Portland's struggling downtown real estate market. 

GSA belíeves this neighborhood and facility are good matches for our customer and for 

Portland. This move does not represent an expansion of ICE's mission, just a consolidation of 

existing staff and operations. The operations currently ongoing in the Pearl District will simply 

move to the South Waterfront neighborhood. I spoke with Elizabeth Godfrey, the Assistant 

Field Office Director for lCE. Elizabeth has worked on immigration issues in Portland for more 

than 20 years, and informed me that her organization's neighbors in the Pearl District have 

never registered a complaint, and that ICE hopes to have the same positive relationship with 

their new neighbors in the South Waterfront neighborhood. 

Finally, we have heard objections to this project on the grounds that the Southwest Charter 

School plans to expand their facility into a building within 300 feet of the new ICE facility. lt is 



correct that ICE may not locate within 300 feet of an educational institution, and at the time the 
lease was signed no educational institutions were located within the limitation. We have 

offered to brief the South Portland Neighborhood Association on this project and discuss their 
concerns about the ICE facility, and that offer still stands. 

GSA believes this project is beneficial for lCE, for the federal employees who will work there, for 
Portland's CBD, and the American taxpayer. Granting this appeal will mean that GSA will have 

to start over for a third time to find a new location at additional cost to the taxpayer and risk 

moving outside the CBD. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak in support of this project. 



/,k_ 
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Appeal of Case No. LU 10-145100 DZM at 4310 SW Macadam Ave. Portland 

Mayor and City Commissioners and City Staff: 

In the past it has been my responsibility to supervise staff at various levels. 

Occasionally I have had to revisit decisions made and directions followed by those 
staff members. And so it is with you here today. Staff had defined this project as 

an addition to existing office building. The proposed use of this new building will 
be Office with accessory uses. Then those accessory uses are described as Lobby, 
Loading Area, Processing Area, General Office layout, Gy-, Lunch Room, 
Circulation space and Outdoor Terrace. 

But the Architect memo of 5/11/10 described the facility as a Hieh Security Jail or 
Detention Center with accessory Office use. And the GSA document SFO No. 
60R0135 states that holding cells be of high security construction and that space 

must be capable of maintaining a high level of security. 

It is now your task to determine if this Detention Center use can be allowed in 
South Waterfront without following the Conditional Use procedure. The last 
paragraph of the Central CommercîaIZone (CX) from Title 33.130.030 (H) is as 

follows: "Development is intended to be pedestrian-oriented with a strong 
emphasis on a safe and attractive streetscape". Title 33. 130 Table 130- I shows 
Detention Facilities in the CX zone as "Conditional Use Review Required". It 
does not say "Allowed, but Special Limitations" like some other uses. It does not 
say allowed if less than 40o/o of total building use or 20Yo of building use. It says 
required. And that is what we are asking for today. Please tell staff to run this 
project through Conditional Use Review like what is required by City of Portland 
Code. Even Title 33920.520 has a definition of Detention Facilities which 
includes Item B as "Accessory uses include offices, recreational and health 
facilities, etc." 

e City of Portland al witþ developers has stainable nei
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auto-accommodating, except where the site is adjacent to a transit street or in a 
Pedestrian District. The zone's development standards promote attractive 
development, an open ald pleasant street appearance, and compatibility with 
adjacent residential areas. Development is intended to be aesthètically pleasing for 
motorists, transit users, pedestrians, and the businesses themselves. 

H. one is intended to 
ffios-t urban and intense 

¿rreas. A broad range of uses is allowed to reflect Portland's role as a commercial, 
cultural and governmental center. Development is intended to be very intense with 

close together. 

33. 13O.O4O Other Zonlng Regulatlons 
The regulations in this chapter state the allowed uses and the development stand.ards for 
the base zones. Sites with overlay zones, plan districts, or designated historical landmarks 
are subject to additional regulations. The Official Zoning Maps indicate which sites are 
subject to the additional regulations. Specific uses or development types may also be 
subject to regulations in the 200s series of chapters. 

Use Regulations 

N 
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Title 33, Planning and. Zoning Chapter 33.130 
4/ 24/ 10 CommercialZones 

Table l3O-l
 
Comnercial Zone Hmary Useg
 

Use Catesories clll c!f2 co1 oo2 CH cs CG 

Resldential Catesorle¡ 
Household Livine Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Group Living Llcu 

t1t 
LlCU 

t1t 
LlCU 

t1l 
LlCU 

f r I 
LlCU 
nì 

L/CU 
f1ì 

LlCu 
f1l 

Llcu 
fil 

Comme¡clel Catesorles 
Retail Sales And Service Lt2t Y N L f3t L t4t Y Y Y 
Offrce LT2I Y Y Y Ll41 Y Y Y 
Ouick Vehicle Servicins N L ll2l N N N N Y L II2I 
Vehicle Repair N N N N N Y Y L f5ì 
Commercial Parking N N N N N Y cu [11ì CU 

t11l 
Self-Service Storase N N N N N N L f6t L t6l 
Commercial Outdoor Recreation N N N N Y Y Y Y 
Maior Event Entertainment N N N N N CU ctJ Y 

Industrlal Catesorles 
Manufacturing And Production LlCV 

Ir'l 
LlCU 

Itt 
N N LlCU 

f4- 51 
LlCV 

f5t 
Llcu 
t5.7t 

Llcu 
t5t 

Warehouse And Freieht Movement N N N N N N cu f5.71 N 
Wholesale Sales 
Industrial Service 

N 
N 

N 
N 

N 

N 
N 
N 

L t4. 5t 
N 

L tst 
CU 15ì 

L¡5-71 
cu f5.71 

L tst 
CU lst 

Railroad Yards N N N N N N N N 
Waste-Related N N N N N N N N 

Instltutloncl Cste¡¡orles 
Basic Utilities YlCU 

f 101 
YlCU 
floì 

Ylcu 
nol 

vlcu 
f10l 

YlCV 
t10t 

Y/CU 
f 101 

Ylcu 
t10l 

Ylcu 
t10l 

Communit5z Service L/CU Llcu L/CU L/cu L/Cu Llcv LlCu LlCU 
tat fRI fRt fRl TRì t8ì f8ì tat 

Parks And C)nen Areas Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Schools Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Colleses Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Medical Centers Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Religious Institutions Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 
Davcare Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y 

Other Catesorles 
Aftriculture N N N N N CU CU CU 
Aviation And Surface Passenger N N N N N N CU CU 

Minins N N N N N i\tr N 
Radio Frequency Ttansmission L/CU LlCU L/CU L/cv Llcu L/cu L/CU Llcu 
Facilities tsì fql fgl tqì rql rql t9l tgl 
Rail Lines And Utilitv Corridors CU CU CU CU CU CU CU CU 

L = Allowed, But Special Limitations 
N = No, Prohibited 

The use categories are described in Chapter 33.920.
 
Regulations that correspond to the bracketed numbers [ ] are stated in 33.130.100.E}.
 
Specific uses and developments may also be subject to regulations in the 200s series of chapters.
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Title 33, Planning andZoning Chnpter 33.92O 
4/24/ 1O Descriptions of th.e Use Categories 

supervision by peace oflicers, except when on an approved leave. 

s, maintenance	 and manufactu 

D. Exceptions. Programs that provide care and training or treatment for psychiatric, 
alcohol, or drug problems, where patients are residents of the program, but where 
patients are not supervised by peace officers are classified as Group Living. 
Programs that provide transitional living experience for former offenders, such as 
halfway houses, where residents are not supervised by peace officers, are also 
classified as Group Living. 

33.920.53O Mlntng 

A. 	Characterlstlcs. Mining includes mining or extraction of mineral or aggregate 
resources from the ground for off-site use. 

B. 	Accessory uses. Accessory uses include storage, sorting, stockpiling, or transfer 
off-site of tlle mined material 

C. 	Examples. Examples include quarrying or dredging for sand, gravel or other 
aggregate materials; mining; and oil, gas, or geotJrermal drilling. 

33.920.54O Redio Frequency Trensmlsslon Facllltles 

A. 	Characterlstlcs. Radio Frequency Transmission Facilities includes all devices, 
equipment, machinery, structures or supporting elements necessary to produce 
nonionizing electromagnetic radiation within tJre range of frequencies from 100 KHz 
to 300 GHz and operating as a discrete unit to produce a signal or message. 
Towers may be self supporting, guyed, or mounted on poles or buildings. 

B. 	Accessory Ueeg. Accessory use may include transmitter facility buildings. 

C. 	Examples. Examples include broadcast towers, communication towers, and point 
to point microwave towers. 

D. 	Exceptlons. 

1. 	Receive-only antenna are not included in tllis category. 

2. 	Radio and television studios are classified in the Office category. 

3. 	Radio Frequency Ttansmission Facilities that are public safety facilities are 
classified as Basic Utilities. 

920-t7 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Barbara Bullier [bbullier@easystreet.net]
 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 9:11 AM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Case File:LU-10-145100 DZM 4310 SW Macadam 

To the Members Portlar-rd City Council:
 
At least 3 issues require further study and a "Conditional Use" study and approval for the above
 
referenced project.
 

1. Use: The proposed project will contain 59000 sq. ft. of space of'which a portion is iclentified 
as "holding cells". Although these actual cells may only require 10olo rnore or less of the space 
they are not incidental to the use of the building, they are the prirnary purpose of the facility, and 
requile 8 foot double fencing, security checkpoint, guard house, and vehicle inspection. Such a 
jail type use should be subject to Conditional Use hearing and approval. 

2. Parking: The proposed project will contain 54000 sq. ft. of parking. The proposal suggests 101 

cars or approximately 2 cars for each 1000 sq. ft. of finished space. A very liberal ratio compared 
to other Downtown buildings. 400 sq. ft. per car would provide 135 car parkirrg and possibly 
even more. One car per 1000 sq. ft. would provide 54 car parking a rrrore likely standard. A 
Conditiorial Use study is needed to determine the appropriate allowance. 

3. Traffic: The intersection of SW Macadam and SW Bancroft is an unusual configuration, with 
a stop-light. Macadam is one-way going north at this juncture. Bancroft only proceeds east. The 
east bound cross traffic comes from north to south either from an I-5 ramp off the Marquam 
Bridge, a Ross Island Bridge west bound ralnp,or downtown via Naito Parkway. Traffic backs up 
under a freeway overpass and has no left turn sight line. There is no immediate on-street parking 
on Bancroft or Macadam. Traffic could back-up on both Bancroft and Macadarn seeking entry 
which could create a dangerous problem. This should require atraffic safety study as part of the 
Conditional Use study. 

I am unable to attend the Hearing, and would appreciate this correspondence becoming a part of 
the record. Thank you for your consideration. 

Albert Bullier Jr 
3550 S.W. Bond Ave#107 
Portland Oregon 97239 

1t19t2011 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: CommissionerFritz 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 8:50 AM 

To: 'Cindy Hallam' 

Cc: Crail, Tim; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: RE: Reference case # LU 10-145100D2M 

Dear Cindy, 

Thank you for your message. Since the hearing this afternoon is a quasi-judicial matter, 
I cannot discuss the case with you outside of the open public rev¡ew process. I have 
read your advice and concerns, and your views will help inform my decision. My vote 
must be based on whether or not the application meets the requirements specified in 
the Code. 

The Design Commission's report, which lists the Approval Criteria, is here: 
http ://www. portla ndon I ine. com/bds/i ndex. cfm ?c=46579&a=33 1 939. To overtu rn the 
Design Commission's decision, appellants must show how the findings in the 
decision are in error. 

I am copying Tim Crail on my staff - you are welcome to contact him if you have further 
comments or requests on this issue, For technical or process questions, please contact 
the Bureau of Development Services staff on the case, Kara Fioravanti 503-823-5892 / 
kfiorava nti@ci. portla nd. o r. us 

I am also copying Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so that your comments are 
included in the record for this case. Thank you for your input. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of 
Portland will reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services 
to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 with such requests 
or vi sit http ://www. portla ndon I i ne. com/ADA_Forms 

From: Cindy Hallam fmailto:jackmakesS@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19,20Lt 8:34 AM 

To: Adams, Sam; Saltzman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: Reference case # LU 10-145100D2M 

I oppose the detention cerrter on the comer of Macadam and Bancroft in Portland. 
Please keep our children safe. 

Cindy Hallam 

t/19/201r 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Commissioner Fritz 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 8:51 AM 

To: 'Sharon Decker' 

Cc: Crail, Tim; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: RE: Case # LU 10-145100 DZM 

Dear Sharon, 

Thank you for your message. Since the hearing this afternoon is a quasi-judicial matter, 
I cannot discuss the case with you outs¡de of the open public review process. I have 
read your advice and concerns, and your views will help inform my decision. My vote 
must be based on whether or not the application meets the requirements specified in 
the Code. 

The Design Commission's report, which lists the Approval Criteria, is here: 
htplu¡¡nry-pertlendo-nIne=ap¡n/þos/¡ndex.crm?c=¿o5Jg&a$31939. To overturn the 
Design Commission's decision, appellants must show how the findings in the 
decision are in error. 

I am copying Tim Crail on my staff - you are welcome to contact him if you have furlher 
comments or requests on this issue. For technical or process questions, please contact 
the Bureau of Development Services staff on the case, Kara Fioravanti 503-823-5892 I 
kfioravanti@ci. portland.or. us 

I am also copying Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so that your comments are 
included in the record for this case. Thank you for your input. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of 
Portland will reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aidsiservices 
to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 with such requests 
or visit http://www.poÉlandonline.com/ADA Forms 

From: Sharon Decker [mailto:sharon.kottler.decker@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2011 B:00 AM 
To: Adams, Sam; SalÞman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: Case # LU 10-145100 DZM 

I am a parent of a child attending SW Charter School. Eventually we will have 3 children 
attending the school. 

t/19120rt 

mailto:mailto:sharon.kottler.decker@gmail.com
http://www.po�landonline.com/ADA
http:portland.or
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I was surprised to hear that a federal detention center was planned to be built next door to the new and pennanent
 
location of this K-8 School. Although I understand the importance of detention centers, and the need for convenient
 
access, I was more than sutprised to hear that it would be placed next door to a school. Is this appropriate? V/ould you
 
be comfoftable with your children attending a school with this location? Are there other locations in the United Staies
 
where any sott of Jail or holding facility are directly next door to elernentary schools?
 
This rnakes Íìe nervous. How do you think it will make the children feel. Imagine the kindergarten children walking

in on their first day of school and seeing a barbed wire fence and anned guards next door. That wouldn't make me feel
 
very good.
 
This school is arnazing. Please consider putting this detention center somewhere else, oL finding a location for our
 
school which will pass city code.
 
Sincerely,
 
Sharon Kottler-Decker
 

t/19120rr 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Ruiz, Amy 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,201'1 9:13 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Fwd: sw waterfront jail 

Arny Ruiz 
Planning and Sustainability Policy Advisor 
Office of Mayor Sam Adams 
City of Porlland 
1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, OP.91204 
Phone: 503-823-3578 
Email : am)¡.rui2@ci.portland.or.us 
Web: mayorsamadams.com 
Twitter: amyjrúz 

Begin forwarded message: 

" From: "Adams, Sam" <Sam.Adams@portlandoregon.gov> 
Date: January 18, 2011 10:37:24 PM PST 
To: "Uwagbae, Grace" <Grace.Uwagbae@portlandqrqgon.gov>, "Ruiz, Amy"
<Amy.Ruiz@,portland >
 
Subject: FW: sw waterfront jail
 

Cevero 

From: Peg Robefts [sea2river@qmail,coml
 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 5:21 PM
 

To: Adams, Sam; Saltzman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; randy.leornard@poftlandoregon.qov; 
Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: sw waterfront jail 

Sir; 
We would like to ask for a negative vote on the proposed Jail in the SW Waterfront area. 

The city has invested a good deal of taxpayer money in the area and it will be devalued 
along with the rest of the area with a jail close at hand. 

We also understand a needed charter school is being planned. A jail is likely to kill it. 
The low cost housing due to be started soon will be way too close to the jail. There will be 

a goodly number of children housed that should not be exposed to a jail next door, 
We are sure you will many other reasons for your negative vote. Please consider all of them 

when it is time to vote on this proposal. 
Snowden and Peggy Robefts sea2river@qmail.com 

1/19120t1 

mailto:sea2river@qmail.com
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Ruiz, Amy 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 9:14 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Fwd: Opposition to detention center location 

a-y R.,i, 
Planning and Sustainability Policy Advisor 
Office of Mayor Sam Adams 
City of Porlland 
1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, OP.97204 
Phone: 503-823-3578 
Ernail : amy.ruiz@ci.portland.or.us 
Web: ma)rorsamadams.com 
Twitter: amyjruiz 

Begin forwarded message: 

From : " Adarns, S am" <S am.Adams@portlandore gon. gov>
 
Date: January 18,2011 10:36:55 PM PST
 
To: "Uwagbae, Grace" <Grace.Uwagbae@por >, "Ruiz, Amy"

<Amy.Ruiz@portlando >
 
Subject: FW: Opposition to detention center location 

Cevero 

From: Cynthia Livingston lcyfivinq@hotmail,com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 6:25 PM
 
To: Adams, Sam; Saltzman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda
 
Subject: Opposition to detention center location
 

To Whom it May concern,
 
Reference case # LU 10-145100D2M
 
I oppose the detention center on the corner of Macadam and Bancroft in Poftland.
 
Please keep our children safe.
 

Cynthia Livingston 

11t912011 

mailto:Amy.Ruiz@portlando
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Ruiz, Amy 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 9:36 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Fwd: Please don't put holding site at South Waterfront 

errry nri, 
Planning and Sustainability Policy Advisor 
Office of Mayor Sam Adams 
City of Portland 
1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, OR 97204 
Phone: 503-823-3578 
Email : am)¡.rui2@ci.portland.or.us 
Web: mavorsamadams.com 
Twitter: amyjrúz 

Begiü fbi-warded message: 

From : "Adams, S am " <S am.Adams@portl andore gon. gov>
 
Date: January 19,20119:32:43 AM PST
 
To: "Uwagbae, Grace" <Grace.Uwagbae@po , "Ruiz, Amy"
 
<Amy.Ruiz@portlando >
 
Subiect: FW: Please don't put holding site at South Waterfront
 

C-evero C.G. Gonzalez
 
Executive Assistant toMayor Sam Adams
 

Gtyof Porcland, Oregon
 
12215W 4th Avenue, Suite 340
 

Pordand, Oregon 97204
 
503.823.1.1.21 voice
 
503.823.3588 fax
 
cevero.gonzalez@ ponlandoregon.gov
 
www. ma)¡crs amadams.co m
 

NOTE : M ætirg or aert ørfi.matiarr arc subjæ to úarry - with rntiæ w]ære psiHe - due ta wforøæn citunsørrc. 
Intlæ ewtt {a nøirgor ewnt cadktion, ewry fion aill !æ nude ø tsMule as quì&.þ as psiltle Yq¿r thanks 

ørd uwJers arrlirg a.rc apryiatd. 

From: MMARMADUKE@ao|,com fmailto:MMARMADUKE@aol,com] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19,20IL 9:19 AM 
To: Adams, Sam 
Subject: Please don't put holding site at South Waterfront 

r/19/2011 

http:amadams.co
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Dear Mayor Adams: 

This facility should not be placed in any residential neighborhood. The South 
Waterfront is densely populated and the current traffic at that corner is very tight, so 
the traffic to the facility would have a strong negative impact. 

Thank you for considering this problem, 

Mary Ellen Marmaduke 
3601 SW River Parkway #B0B 

1/19120t1 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: WonmiWoo [wmwoo68@gmail.com] 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 10:114M 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Re LU 10-145100 DZM,4310 SW Macadam 

Dear City Council rnembers, 

Thank you so much for your service for our beloved city Portland. 

Unfortunately, I have been very concerned for the last several months that a "High security" 
detention facility with accessory office use would be very close to my new peaceful condo home. 
I rnoved to South Waterfront community to have a lnore peaceful and secure life. I never 
dreamed that the high security jail would be the South "gateway" to my community. 

My specific concerrìs are as follows: 

t. 	I am afraid of traffic congestion and safety issues at the corner of Bancroft, Moody and 
Macadam. The only entrance to the proposed jail right now is on Bancroft Street, which 
iras ortly one laue for each direction. "Vy'itli more than 54,000 square feet of planned 
parking on the site, traffic could be heavy in mornings and evenings, especially with fast
moving traffrc on Macadam Avenue, which nrns perpendicular to Bancroft." 

2. I understand that the proposed jail is located less than 100 feet of the Discovery Center 
which is now planned as a charter school, a facility that is much needed in our 
community. Will we lose the charter school because it would be less than 300 feet from 
the jail? 

3. The jail is inconsistent with approved affordable housing to be constructed diagonally 
across the street on Moody and Bancroft. 

4. Some real estate folks estimate a 70o/o further reduction to our already depressed home 
prices. Especially since the jail is located at the South "gateway" to our community. 

5. Promises made for Greenway and dock have not been delivered. This is another blow to 
real estate values. 

6. Developers and residents have each invested well over $600 million in South Waterfront. 
City of Porlland several hundred million as well. Further depressing prices will reduce 
much needed tax collections and delay fuither investments and related jobs. 

Above all, I am greatly afraid that the entire South Waterfront future development might be 
hindered by the jail because the jail could be an imrnediate serious turn-off to þotential 
developers, investors or homebuyers. 
I would really appreciate it if you consider all the negative effects which the proposed jail will 
have on the entire South Waterfront community and send the proposal to a "Conditional Use 
Review" like it should have from the starl. 

U1912011 

mailto:wmwoo68@gmail.com
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Thank you so much for your tirne. 

Sincerely, 

Wonmi Woo 
0841 SW Gaines St. #502 
Portland, OPt97239 

1t19/20t1 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 1'l:46 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: Case# LU 10-145100 DZM - ICE Detention Facility - Request for Denial 

Sonia Schmanski 
Policy Coordinator 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 

s03-823-3592 
w w w. po rtla n do reg o n. g ou/fis h 

From: Sept, Natalie 
Sent: Wecinesday, january 19, 20i1 B:09 AM 
To: Schmanski, Sonia 
Cc: Fish, Nick 
Subject: FW: Case# LU 10-145100 DZM - ICE Detention FaciliÇ -- Request for Denial 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Community Liaison 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 
City of Portland 
Direct Line 5o3.BzS.gSg7 

Visit our Website 

From: Stacey Goldstein Imailto:jsmgold@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 B:37 PM 

To: Commissioner Fish; Commissioner Fritz; Leonard, Randy; Commissioner Saltzman 
Subject: Case# LU 10-145100 DZM - ICE Detention Facility -- Request for Denial 

Greetings City Council. 

Please accept this email as my respectful request for you to carefully consider the appeal of the 
above referenced land use case, deny the original proposal, and side with the appeal brought by 
the South Portland Neighborhood Association. 

t/19t20rr 

mailto:Imailto:jsmgold@gmail.com


Page 2 of 2 

In errot, BDS staff made a determination that the above referenced land use matter should not be required to go through 
a Conditional Use Perrnit. Staff concluded that the proposecl detention facility is an office use and therefore an 
outright permitted use. In fact, the true nature of the land use is a detention facility -- not an office use as city staff has 
stated. The purpose of the land use in question is to hold individuals in custody. It is not an office ir-r the traditional 
sense and tlie office use is in fact secondary to the detention facility, not the other way around as staff has concluded. 
V/ithout the detention facility, there would be no need for the office support. Furthennore, converting the use from an 
existing retail use to the proposed detention facility is clearly a change in use and should be required to go through a 
Conditional Use Review. There are nuûrerous impacts fìom the proposal, including safety and transpoftation, which 
need to be thoroughly addressed. 

Lastly, there are significant issues in tenns of land use compatibility. Adjacent to the proposed detention facility is an 
elementary scl-rool serving K-8. ln no way is this a compatible land use. In addition, there is a Montessori school 
located within one block. 

Ultirnately the nature of the facility does not fit with the goals of the South Waterfront vision. The vision called for 
ernbracing the principles of Smart Growth in tenns of land uses. A detention facility in no way ernbodies this vision of 
creating a vibrant, walkable urban neighborhood. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Stacey Goldstein 

t/19/201t 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,201'l 1 1:46 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: Detention Center 

Sonia Schmanski
 
Policy Coordinator
 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish
 

503-823-3592
 
w ww. po rtla n do reg o n, g o u/frsh
 

From: Sept, Natalie 
Sent: Wednesday, January t9,20IL B:13 AM 

To: Schmanski, Sonia 
Cc: Fish, Nick 
Subject: FW: Detention Center 

This one was accidentally overlooked yesterday. 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Community Liaison 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 

City of Portland 
Direct Line 5o3.BzS.3S97 

Visit our Website 

From : Ti na Imai lto:tinaboucher_25@sbcAlobal, net] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 2:43 PM 

To: Adams, Sam; Saltzman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: Detention Center 

Reference case # LU 10-145100D2M 

I oppose the detention center on the corner of Macadam and Bancroft in Portland. Just 
the thought of this facility in a largely residential area is appaul¡ng. 

Please keep our children safe,
 
Thank you,
 
Tina Boucher
 

U1912011
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 11:46 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: ICE in South Waterfront 

Sonia Schmanski 
Policy Coordinator 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 

503-823-3592 
w ww. po ftla n do reg o n. g o u/fis h 

From: Sept, Natalie 
Sent: 'vVednesday, January t9,ãCiL 10:18 AM 
To: Schmanski, Sonia 
Cc: Fish, Nick 
Subject: FW: ICE in South Watefront 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Community Liaison 
Office of Cornmissioner Nick Fish 
City of Poftland 
Direct Line 5o3.Bz3.gS9T 

Visit our Website 

From : Sharon Guthrie Imailto: seguthrie@comcast. net] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 10:04 AM 
To: Commissioner Fish 
Subject: ICE in South Waterfront 

Dear Commissioner Fish: 

I entered Mirabella Portland in the South Waterfront Community believing it would be a pleasant and open 
community. The presence of a barbed wire facility holding prisoners, even for a short time, shatters my 
image of a pleasant and open community. 

Curtis D. Guthrie 

U1912011
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Schmanski, Sonia 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 1 1:55 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: FW: Proposed ICE Dentention Facility at South Waterfront 

Sonia Schmanski
 
Policy Coordinator
 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish
 

s03-823-3s92
 
w w w. p o rtla n do reg o n. g o u/fis h
 

From: Commissioner Fish 

Sent: Wednesday, January 19,2011 11:49 AM 

To: Schmanski, Sonia 
Subject: FW: Proposed ICE Dentention Facility at South Waterfront 

Natalie Sundeleaf Sept 
Community Liaison 
Office of Commissioner Nick Fish 

City of Portland 
Direct Line 5o3.Bz S.gS97 

Visit our Website 

From: Perry L, Walker fmailto:perrywalker@sbcglobal.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19,20IL 11:41 AM 

To: Commissioner Fish 
Subject: Proposed ICE Dentention Facility at South Waterfront 

Commissioner Fish, 

My wife and I are residents of South Waterfront. We are concerned that the above 
mentioned proposed facility will be approved without rece¡ving an adequate review. To 
date, only the Design Commission approved the project, with stipulated 
modifications, but the City has not yet examined how ICE will use the facility and how 
these uses, present and future, will impact the South Wateffront community and the City 

U19l20t l 
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of Portland. 

Therefore, we respectfully request that you and the comm¡ssioners order a thorough and complete use
 
review of this project before you decide its merits.
 

Thank you for your consideration of this request.
 

Respectfully,
 

Perry and Kristie Walker
 

U1912011
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: CommissionerFritz 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 '10:33 AM 

To: 'Eric Livingston' 

Cc: Crail, Tim; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: RE: lmmigration and Customs Facility 

Dear Eric, 

Thank you for your message. Since the hearing on Wednesday is a quasi-judicial 
matter, I cannot discuss the case with you outside of the open public review process. I 

have read your adv¡ce and concerns, and your views will help inform my decision. My 
vote must be based on whether or not the application meets the Approval Criteria 
specified in the Code. 

The Design Commission's report, which lists the Approval Criteria, is here: 
htto://www.poftlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm?c=46579&a=331939. To overturn the 
Design Commission's decision, appellants must show how the findings on the listed 
Approval Criteria are in error. 

I am copying Tim Crail on my staff - you are welcome to contact him if you have further 
comments or requests on this issue. For technical or process questions, please contact 
the Bureau of Development Services staff on the case, Kara Fioravanti 503-823-5892 I 
kfiorava nti@ci. poft land.or. us 

I am also copying Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so that your comments are 
included in the record for this case. Thank you for your input. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of 
Portland will reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services 
to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 with such requests 
o r visit http ://www. portla ndo n I i ne. co m/ADA_Fo rms 

From: Eric Livingston fmailto:eric.livingston6@gmail,com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 9:42 AM 

To: Adams, Sam; Saltzman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda; Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: Immigration and Customs Facility 

t/t8t20tt
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I am a father of 3 children who attend Southwest Charter School. I arn opposed to the proposed location of 
the Detention Center on the corner of Macadam and Bancroft in Portland. Please do not have our children attend 
school within 100 ft of armed guards. 

Reference Case # LU 10-145100 DZM 

Eric Livingston 

1/t812011 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Adams, Sam
 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 10:26 AM
 

To: Uwagbae, Grace; Ruiz, Amy 

Subject: FW: New detention center 

Cevero C.G. C'onzalez 
Executive fusistant to Mayor Sam Adams 
City of Portland, Oregon 
1221, SW 4th Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, Oregon 97204 
503.823.1,L21. voice 
503.823.3588 fax 
c e ve ro. go n za,lez@ p o rtlando re go n. gov 
www.mâyors amadams.com 

NOTE: Mætirgor aert ørfrinatiors aresuþjæ ø dnrg, - aith lÐtire wlme psiHe- due n trforøæncita.rrtarxs. IntÌæ errnt {a 
nættr' g or aert cadlation, arry fiìrt aill læ rmde ø rcMule as quideþ as psille Yotr thanks ard uwJercandirg are aryrciatd. 

From: Eric and Shelley Chase [mailto:chse6@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 10:03 AM 
To: Adams, Sam 
Subject: New detention center 

Reference case # LU i0-145100D2M
 
I oppose the detention center on the corner of Macadam and Bancroft in Portland.
 
Please keep our children safe.
 
Shelley Chase
 

t/18/2011 
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www.m�yors


Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Commissioner Fritz
 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 10:31 AM
 
To: Crail, Tim; Moore-Love, Karla
 
Subject: FW: lmmigration customs enforcement facility
 

----Original Message-----
From: Commissioner Fritz 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 9:31 AM 
To: 'Marnie' 
Subject: RE: lmmigration customs enforcement facility 

Dear Marnie, 

Thank you for your message. Since the hearing on Wednesday is a quasi-judicial matter, I cannot discuss the case with 
you outside of the open public review process. I have read your advice and concerns, and your views will help inform my 
decision. My vote must be based on whether or not the application meets the Approval Criteria specified in the Code. 

The Design Commission's report, which lists the Approval Criteria, is here: http:/lmvw.portlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm? 
c=46579&a=331939. To overturn the Design Commission's decision, appellants must show how the findings on the listed 
Approval Criteria are in error. 

I am copying Tim Crail on my staff - you are welcome to contact him if you have further comments or requests on this 
issue. For technical or process questions, please contact the Bureau of Development Services staff on the case, Kara 
Fioravanti 503-823-5892 I kfioravanti@ci.portland.or.us 

I am also copying Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so that your comments are included in the record for this case. 
Thank you for your input. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will reasonably modify 
policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 
with such requests or visit http://wurw. portlandonline.com/ADA_Form s 

----Original Message----
From : Marnie [mailto:marniebconti@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,201 1 9:13 AM 
To: sam.adams@portlandoregon.org; Saltzman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda 
Cc: Matthew Conti 
Subject: lmmigration customs enforcement facility 

To Whom it May Concern, 

As a concerned parent of three Southwest Charter School children, I am writing in opposition to the proposed location of 
the lmmigration Customs Enforcement facility on the corner of Bancroft Street and Macadam. lfind it hard to believe this 
letter is necessary, as it should be common sense that a federal detention center is not an appropriate neighbor for a 
school. I trust the city will do the right thing and stop this now before it's too late. 

Regards, 
Marnie Conti 

mailto:sam.adams@portlandoregon.org
mailto:mailto:marniebconti@hotmail.com
http://wurw
mailto:kfioravanti@ci.portland.or.us
http:/lmvw.portlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm


Sent from my iPhone 



Moore-Love. Karla 

From: Commissioner Fritz 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,201'1 10:34 AM 
To: 'Conti, Matthew DIST' 
Cc: Crail, Tim; Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: RE: lmmigration Customs Enforcement Facility 

Sensitivity: Personal 

Dear Matthew, 

Thank you for your message. Since the hearing on Wednesday is a quasi-judicial matter, I cannot discuss the case with 
you outside of the open public review process. I have read your advice and concerns, and your views will help inform my 
decision. My vote must be based on whether or not the application meets the Approval Criteria specified in the Code. 

The Design Commission's report, which lists the Approval Criteria, is here: http://www.portlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm? 
c=46579&a=331939. To overturn the Design Commission's decision, appellants must show how the findings on the listed 
Approval Criteria are in error. 

I am copying Tim Crail on my staff - you are welcome to contact him if you have further comments or requests on this 
issue. For technical or process questions, please contact the Bureau of Development Services staff on the case, Kara 
Fioravanti 503-823-5892 / kfioravanti@ci.portland.or.us 

I am also copying Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so that your comments are included in the record for this case. 
Thank you for your input. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will reasonably modify 
policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 
with such requests or visit http ://unruw. portlandonl i ne.com/ADA_Form s 

-----Original Message-----
From: Conti, Matthew DIST [mailto:Matthew.Conti.DlST@FMR.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 9:43 AM 
To: sam.adams@portlandoregon.org; Saltzman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: RE: lmmigration Customs Enforcement Facility 
lmportance: High 
Sensitivity: Personal 

Dear Public Servants, 

As a concerned parent of three Southwest Charter School children, I am writing in opposition to the proposed location of 
the lmmigration Customs Enforcement facility on the corner of Bancroft Street and Macadam. 

Clearly this is not in the best interest of our children and we are holding YOU accountable to be our best DEFENSE 
against this planning mistake! 

Any prudent citizen would understand that a federal detention center is not an appropriate neighbor for a primary school 
with impressionable young children playing outside. I IMPLORE you to do the right thing and STOP THIS NOW before it's 
too late. 

Sincerely, 

mailto:sam.adams@portlandoregon.org
mailto:mailto:Matthew.Conti.DlST@FMR.com
mailto:kfioravanti@ci.portland.or.us
http://www.portlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm


Matthew Conti, CFP(r) 
VP Senior Account Executive 
Portland Downtown lnvestor Center 
825 SW 5th Avenue, Portland, OR 97204 
503-915-7770 

Go Greenl Please consider the environment before printing this email and/or its attachments. 

Notice: All e-mail sent to or from Fidelity lnvestments is subject to retention, monitoring and/or review by Fidelity personnel. 
Please note that Fidelity is unable to accept orders left over voicemail or email regarding any account. The information in 
this e-mail and in any attachments is intended solely for the attention and use of the named addressee(s) and may contain 
information that is considered privileged, proprietary, confidential, and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. lf 
you are not the intended recipient of this email or if you have otherwise received this email in error, please immediately 
notify me by replying to this message or by telephone (you may call me collect). Any use, dissemination, distribution or 
copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited without authorization from Fidelity lnvestments. Clearing, custody or other 
brokerage services may be provided by Fidelity Brokerage Services LLC or National FinancialServices LLC, members 
NYSE, SIPC. 
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Moore'Love, Karla 

From; CommissionerFritz 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,201'1 10:35 AM 

To: 'Becky Rios' 

Cc: Crail, Tim; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: RE: Reference case # LU '10-145100D2M 

Dear Becky, 

Thank you for your message. Since the hearing on Wednesday is a quasi-judic¡al 
matter, I cannot discuss the case with you outside of the open public review process. I 

have read your advice and concerns, and your views will help inform my decision. My 
vote must be based on whether or not the application meets the Approval Criteria 
spec¡fied in the Code. 

The Design Commission's report, which lists the Approval Criteria, is here: 
http ://www. portlandon l i ne. com/bds/i ndex. cfm ?c=46579&a=33 1 939. To overtu rn the 
Design Commission's decision, appellants must show how the findings on the listed 
Approval Criteria are in error. 

I am copying Tim Crail on my staff - you are welcome to contact him if you have further 
comments or requests on this issue. For technical or process questions, please contact 
the Bureau of Development Services staff on the case, Kara Fioravanti 503-823-5892 / 
kfioravanti@ci, portla nd.or. us 

I am also copying Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so that your comments are 
included in the record for this case. Thank you for your input. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of 
Portland will reasonably modify policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services 
to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 with such requests 
or visit http ;//www. portla ndon li ne.com/ADA_Forms 

From: Becky Rios [mailto:rrios221@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 10:08 AM 
To: Adams, Sam; Saltzman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: Reference case # LU 10-145100D2M 

I oppose the detention center on the corner of Macadam and Bancroft in Portland. 
Please keep our children safe. 

Becky Rios 

U18t2011 

mailto:mailto:rrios221@gmail.com
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Ruiz, Amy 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 11:25 AM 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Fwd:case number LU 10-145100 DZM ICE Detention Center 

Amy Ruiz 
Planning and Sustainability Policy Advisor 
Office of Mayor Sam Adams 
City of Portland 
1221 SV/ Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, OR 97204 
Phone: 503-823-3578 
Email: am)¡.ruiz@ci.portland.or.us 
Web: ma)¡orsamadams.com 
Twitter: arnyjruiz 

Begin forwarded message: 

From : "Adams, S arn " <S am.Adams@portlandoregon. gov>
 
Date: January 18, 2011 10:41:48 AM PST
 
To : "Uwagbae, Grace" <Grace.Uwaebae@portlandoregon. qov), "Ruiz, Amy"
 
<Am)¡. Ruiz@portl andoregon. gov>
 
Subject: FW: case number LU 10-145100 DZM ICE Detention Center
 

C-evero C.G. Gonzalez
 
Executive fusistant to Mayor Sam Adams
 
Gtyof Portland, Oregon
 
1221, SW 4th Avenue, Suite 340
 
Porcland, Oregon 97204
 
503.823.1121 voice
 
503.823.3588 fax
 
cevero.gonzale{D portlandore gon.gov
 
www. ma)ncrs amadams.com
 

NOTE: Mætirgor aent arû.ttnttion are subjø to úory - uith rntiæ uhe¡e Fxsille - fue n wforøæncita.rrcarrc. 
In the aert of a nøirg or arnt card.latia ewry flort will b nade to rcMaJe as quì&þ as psilte Your thanks 
ørd urulerctadirry are appruiatd. 

From: janny downey Imailto:jannydowney@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 10:34 AM 
To: Adams, Sam; dan.saltzman@portland.qov; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, 
Amanda 
Subject: case number LU 10-145100 DZM ICE Detention Center 

r/181201r 

mailto:dan.saltzman@portland.qov
mailto:Imailto:jannydowney@gmail.com
http:amadams.com
mailto:Grace.Uwaebae@portlandoregon
mailto:am.Adams@portlandoregon
http:ma)�orsamadams.com
mailto:am)�.ruiz@ci.portland.or.us
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Dear Mayor & Commissioners, 

As a resident in the Johns Landing area, and a parent of a student in South West Charter School I oppose 
the siting of an ICE Detention Center without a deeper study and review, especially neighborhood input. 
The standards for Conditional Use should have been applied. To locate such a facility within 100 feet of a 
K-8 school seetns absurd! 

The South Waterfront has had it's set backs during this recession, but to locate such a facility seems 
cornpletely at odds with the hopes and dreams the residents and city alike, share foi this neighborhood. 

With the continuation of the street car line going South fi'om Bond St., a K-8 school next door, a daycare 
facility very close near the tram, and the desire for a pedestrian and bicycle assessable neighborhood that 
will be linked with Lair Hill, this seems cornpletely inconsistent. 

I urge you to reconsider and not allow this in the South Waterfront. 

Best regards, 

Janny Downey 

Ut8/20t1 



Moore-Love. Karla 

From: Commissioner Fritz 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 10:32 AM 
To: 'Carolyn Dute Whelan' 
Gc: Crail, Tim; Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: RE:Case# LU 10-145100 DZM - ICE Detention Facility 

Dear Carolyn, 

Thank you for your message. Since the hearing on Wednesday is a quasi-judicial matter, I cannot discuss the case with 
you outside of the open public review process. I have read your advice and concerns, and your views will help inform my 
decision. My vote must be based on whether or not the application meets the Approval Criteria specified in the Code. 

The Design Commission's report, which lists the Approval Criteria, is here: http://www.portlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm? 
c=46579&a=331939. To overturn the Design Commission's decision, appellants must show how the findings on the listed 
Approval Criteria are in error. 

I am copying Tim Crail on my staff - you are welcome to contact him if you have further comments or requests on this 
issue. For technical or process questions, please contact the Bureau of Development Services staff on the case, Kara 
Fioravanti 503-823-5892 I kfiorav anti@ci. portla nd.or. us 

I am also copying Karla Moore-Love, the Council Clerk, so that your comments are included in the record for this case. 
Thank you for your input. 

Sincerely, 

Amanda 

Amanda Fritz 
Commissioner, City of Portland 

To help ensure equal access to City programs, services and activities, the City of Portland will reasonably modify 
policies/procedures and provide auxiliary aids/services to persons with disabilities. Call 503-823-2036, TTY 503-823-6868 
with such requests or visit http://www. portlandonl ine.com/ADA_Forms 

--:-Origi nal Message-----
From: Carolyn Dute Whelan [mailto:carolyn.whelan@comcast.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 9:37 AM 
To: Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: Case# LU 10-145100 DZM - ICE Detention Facility 

Dear Com m issioner Fritz, 

I am writing to you on behalf of my family and other families in my community. I felt sick to learn of future plans to house a 
criminal detention center next to the future sight of our kindergarten through eighth grade school. The building we have 
been working on laboriously for a yeil and are soon to move to (within weeks) is going to be right next door to armed 
guards, barbed wire fencing, and criminals?! Can this be the very first elementary school housed next to a federal 
detention center? A detention center which has NOT been sent through the appropriate review committees standards for 
"conditional use". I find much to be concerned about with this new neighbor. 

SW Charter school has been working closely with city of Portland to create an exceptional space and place for the 
children, seismic enhancement, E rated occupancy, and much more. ls this an oversight by city planners? Did theyforget 
somehow that school children will be 100 feet away? That's one third of a soccer field distance, can you imagine if you had 
children watching the prisoners and armed guards while playing at recess? l'm sure you would choose another school. 
But, that's the thing, this is a reallywonderful school. This school prides itself on community involvement. This school 
bases its curriculum on the local community. This school has followed all the permit processes and requirements the city 
has requested, why are we to lose, why is the federal government getting fast tracked through this process? 

I also have a great concern over the development of SW waterfront, with the exercise paths, OHSU development, the 

mailto:mailto:carolyn.whelan@comcast.net
http://www
http://www.portlandonline.com/bds/index.cfm


amazing new housing opportunities, why add a detention center there? I am an avid runner and will never use that path 
knowing that disgruntled family members of detainees could be lurking about, waiting to see what's to come of their loved 
one, it's just not safe. This neighborhood should be the shining new star in Portland, not this new mixed up idea that jails 
go well with schools and growth. I do believe there is an empty jail in North Portland that could be considered instead of 
the waterfront. Why not use the empty jail for the 12-100 prisoner holding center, revolving door jail, why continue to waste 
money on already existing jail which sits empty? 

My children were also wondering why this would happen, a jail next to their school. Do you have an answer for them? 
Hopefully, you can be that innovative mayor I enjoy that thri[ls everyone by using other jail space in Portland versus 
allowing this ridiculous expansion and degradation of our community building efforts. 

Please help us! 

Respectfully, 

Carolyn Dute Whelan 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Ruiz, Amy
 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 11 :49 AM
 

To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Fwd:The ICE Detention Facility 

Amy Ruiz 
Planning and Sustainability Policy Advisor 
Office of Mayor Sam Adams 
City of Porlland 
1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, OR97204 
Phone: 503-823-3578 
Email : amy.ruiz@ci.portland.or.us 
Web: mavorsamadams.com 
Twitter: amyjruiz 

Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Adams, Sam" <Sam.Adams@pofilando >
 
Date: January 18,2011 11:34:16 AM PST
 
To: "Uwagbae, Grace" <Grace.Uwagbae@portlandoreeon. gov), "Ruiz, Amy" 
<Amv.Ruiz@portland 
Subject: FW: The ICE Detention Facility 

Crvero C.G. Gonzalez
 
Executive Assistant to lvlayor Sam Adams
 
Gtyof Portland, Oregon
 
12215W 4th Avenue, Suite 340
 
Portland, Oregon 97204
 
503.823.1121 voice
 
503.823.3588 fax
 
cevero.gonzalez(@ ponlandoregon.gov
 
www.ma)¡crs amadams.com
 

NO1E: Mætirg or elø?f Ørfì.nlatfunt are suþjøt n dnW - uith rntiæ wlære Fxsil,le due to trforcæn cirantatrc. 
In tlæ ewt of a nøir6 or ewt cørrÅ.lation, eLery úort uill læ nade ø rcMtle as qui&,þ as pusilte Yotr thønþs 
ard nrdenardirA are appæiatd. 

From : Scott Kel ly fma ilto : scottalankel ly@hotmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 11:33 AM 
To: Adams, Sam; SalÞman, Dan; Commissioner Fish; Leonard, Randy; Fritz, Amanda 
Subject: The ICE Detention FaciliÇ 

1/1812011
 

mailto:ly@hotmail.com
http:amadams.com
www.ma)�crs
http:ponlandoregon.gov
mailto:Amv.Ruiz@portland
mailto:Grace.Uwagbae@portlandoreeon
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mailto:amy.ruiz@ci.portland.or.us
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Dear Mayor and Commissioners,
 
As a parent of a child at Southwest Charter School, I urge you, please, to oppose the proposed
 
construction of the ICE Detention Facility in the South Waterfront neighborhood.
 
Thank you very much for your consideration, Scott Kelly
 

l/18/2011 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: prjohn@comcast.net 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 1:24PM 
To: Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: Fwd: Proposed ICE Building on South Waterfront 

Dear Ms. Moore-Love; 

I would like my testimony on the proposed ICE building submitted in writing as 
suggested by Amy Ruiz. lf my email (below) is considered "in writing", I would like to 
have it submitted. 

Thank you, Paul Johnson 

----- Fon¡uarded Message -----
From: "Amy Ruiz" <Amy.Ruiz@portlandoregon.gov> 
To : " prjo h n @co mcast. net" < prjoh n@comcast. net> 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 9:35:09 AM 
Subject: RE: Proposed ICE Building on South Wateffront 

Paul and Carol -

Thank you for your comments concerning the Design Commission's decision granting 
design review approval for the proposed lmmigration and Customs facility on S.W. 
Macadam Avenue. The Mayor has asked me to respond on his behalf. 

The South Poftland Neighborhood Association has appealed the Design Commission's 
decision to the City Council and the appeal hearing is scheduled for January 19 at 2 pm 
in Council Chambers. The appellants argue the Design Commission erred by 
considering the proposed facílity an office and retail use allowed by right, rather than a 
detention center, which requires conditional use approval. 

The appeal of the Design Commission's decision is a quasi-judicial matter, which 
means the Council members must base their decision on the evidence presented to the 
Design Commission and arguments presented to them in next week's hearing before 
the Council. lf you would like the City Council to consider your testimony concerning this 
appeal, I encourage you to attend the hearing and speak in person, or to submit your 
testimony in writing to the Council Clerk, Karla Moore-Love, by 2 pm on January 19. 
She can be reached directly at Karla.Moore-Love@portlandoregon.gov, and I will 
fon¡rard to the Council Clerk any e-mails and letters the Mayor receives on this matter 
before the hearing. 

Many thanks for your interest in this issue. 

best, 
Amy 

Amy Ruiz 
Planning and Sustainability Policy Advisor 

1lr8l201t 

mailto:Karla.Moore-Love@portlandoregon.gov
mailto:Amy.Ruiz@portlandoregon.gov
mailto:prjohn@comcast.net
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Office of Mayor Sam Adams 
City of Portland 
1221 SW FouÉh Avenue, Suite 340 
Portland, OR 97204 
Phone: 503-823-3578 
Email: amy. ruiz@portlandoregon.gov** 
Web: mayorsamadams.com 
Twitter:
**Please@amyjruiz

note new email address. 

From : prjoh n @comcast. net lprjoh n@comca st, net] 
Sent: Monday, January 17, 20II 3:56 PM 
To: Adams, Sam 
Subject: Froposed ICE Building on South Waterfront 

Dear Mayor Adams; 

My wife and I recently moved into Mirabella retirement community on the South Waterfront. This location 
was important to us because of the high quality of the area and its potential for further development. The appeal of 
the area includes, but is not limited to, access to public transportation, the provision for affordable housing, the 
proximity to OHSU, the new park, and the recently announced land bridge across lnterstate 5. Also, we are looking 
forward to new residential construction that will encourage the development of a strong infrastructure for the area, 
including grocery markets and other retail outlets. 

It has recently come to our attention that the Portland Design Commission has approved a three-story building 
connected to an existing four-story building to provide office space for the lmmigration and Customs Enforcement 
Unit operations and include seven temporary holding cells for those facing criminal and administrative violations tied 
to customs or immigration laws. The property will be surrounded by an 8 foot high metal fence that has a security 
checkpoint, a guardhouse and a vehicle inspection site. 

It has further come to our attention, that this project was approved for construction without benefit of a use 
study. lt would seem that moving ahead with this building, without studying the impact on the surrounding area, does 
not take into consideration the negative affect that such a facility would have on this community. 

Some real estate people estimate that the facility could result in a LO% further reduction to the already 
depressed home prices in this area. A traffic congestion and safety issue at the corner of Bancroft, Moody and 
Mcadam is another problem. The construction of a jail like facilityin a largely residential area is not consistent with 
the vision of a first-rate residential compound within the city. A planned charter school probably would not be 
opened because it would be less than 300 feet from the jail. Not having the school would have a negative impact on 
the age diversity we all hope for. 

Developers and residents have each invested well over 5600 million in the South Waterfront, The city of 
Portland has invested several hundred million as well. Further depressing prices will reduce much needed tax 
revenues and delay further investment and related jobs. 

Because there is so much at stake concerningthis project it wou'ld seem prudent to at least look at the impact 
such a facility could have on the neighbot'hood. There are issues that need to be addressed because of thepotential 

t/18/2011 
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negative impact of the development on the community 

Thank you for taking the time to read this e-mail, which we hope provides an insight into what we as residents 
consider an important issue before us. 

Paul Johnson and Carol Domenico 

1t18t20t1 
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Fioravanti, Kara 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 '1:13 PM 

To: 'Scott Kelly'; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: RE: ICE Detention Facility 

Scott. Thank you for your comments. The City Council hearing on this matter is Wednesday the 19th at 
2PM in Council Chambers. Please contact me if you have additional questions. 

Karla. Please include in the public record for LU 10-145100 DZM. 

From : Scott Kelly [mailto : scottalan kel ly@hotmail.com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 11:30 AM
 
To: Fioravanti, Kara
 
Subject: ICE Detention Facility
 

Hello Ms. Fioravanti,
 
As a parent of a child at Southwest Chader School, I urge you, please/ to oppose
 
its proposed neighbor, the ICE Detention Facility.
 
Thank you for your consideration, Scott Kelly
 

vr8l20r1 

mailto:ly@hotmail.com


Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Fioravanti, Kara 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 1:12PM 
To: Moore-Love, Karla;'adam.wagner@comcast.net' 
Subject: FW: ICE Detention Center Concerns 

Adam. Thank you for your comments. The City Council hearing on this matter is Wednesday the 19th at 2PM in Council 
Chambers. Please contact me if you have additional questions. 

Karla. Please include in the public record for LU 10-145100 DZM. 

----Original Message-----
From: Adam Wagner [mailto:adam.wagner@comcast.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 11:40 AM 
To: Fioravanti, Kara 
Subject: ICE Detention Center Concerns 

I am writing with my concerns over the proposed ICE Detention Facility in the South Waterfront area. We are parents with
 
2 kids in the Southwest Carter School and have spent the last 3 years searching for a suitable location for the school. We
 
finally found a site that would work, after the City denied the previous few sites. lt is extremely poor planning to put a site
 
that houses any potential criminals, illegal aliens, or potential terrorists within such close proximity to an elementary school,
 
especially a public school. This is simply unacceptable and additional accomidations need to be met for the ICE facility.
 

Thanks for your attention,
 
Sincerely,
 
Adam Wagner
 

mailto:mailto:adam.wagner@comcast.net
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Fioravanti, Kara 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,201 1 1:1 3 PM 

To: 'Krista Rodriguez'; Moore-Love, Karla 

Subject: RE: LU 10-145100 DZM 

Krista. Thank you for your comments. The City Council hearing on this matter is Wednesday the 19th at 
2PM in Council Chambers. Please contact me if you have additional questions. 

Karla. Please include in the public record forLU 10-145100 DZM. 

From : Krista Rod riguez Imailto : krista@h illsideimports.com]
 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 10:16 AM
 
To: Fioravanti, Kara
 
Subject: LU 10-145100 DZM
 

Kara,
 
My name is Krista Rodriguez. I was born and raised in Portland; I attended Skyline Elementary,
 
West Tualatin View Elementary, West Sylvan Middle School and graduated in 1992 from Benson
 
High School. After I graduated from Western Oregon University I resettled in the Portland metro
 
area to raise my family and am now running a successful automotive shop with my husband in SW
 
Portland.
 

I write to you today as a Portland native and as a concerned Mother. You see, my son is a 1st
 
grader at Southwest Charter School. As I am sure you are well aware there is some debate going
 
on in the City about the decision to locate an lmmigration Detention Center a few hundred feet
 
away from my son's new School Building which is in the final stages of renovation.before we can
 
occupy it. I am very concerned about this decision and I truly believe it is not in the best interest of
 
the City to allow this to proceed. I am concerned that we, as the potential new neighbors, only
 
heard about the true nature of the building recently. I am positive that the City would have
 
received quite a bit of feedback from our families had we known the true intent of the building early
 
on in the development stage. lt is my understanding that it was presented as an office building, but
 
I do not know of any office building that requires an armed guard shack or barbed wire fencing. 
I 
think we can all agree that the City of Portland needs to invest in the future and in this particular 
area of Portland. There is a huge growth potential in the South Waterfront area. Part of that 
investment is served by getting businesses to move into that area, that's true. But the other part of 
that investment is our children and our school, this school is one of Portland's best educational 
opportunities. My son loves his school, he loves his teacher, he is excited to go and learn 
everyday and he knows that he's safe, loved and respected. Our children have a right to feel safe 
when they walk into their school building. They have a right to feel safe when they are outside for 
recess-our kids get recess twice a day-l ask you, can they feel safe when there is an armed guard 
shack a few hundred feet away? Can I as a Mother feel safe with a decision to house potentially 
dangerous people a stone's throw away from my son? Would you? I realize we are talking about 
hypothetical danger here but it is a legitimate concern. All it takes is one attempted escape. One 
shot fired. Bullets do not always find their intended target. 

I realize, sadly, that there is a need for a lacility such as this but I cannot believe that there is no 
better location than next door to an Elementary School. I do not believe that locating this facility 
next to my son's school and in the middle of an up and coming urban development area is in the 
best interest of the City and it definitely is not in the best interest of my six year old son. I am 
hopeful that a more appropriate location can be found for a building such as this. 

U1812011
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t""l 

Kristo Rodriguez 
Hillside Imports 
503-293-0146 #10'r 

l/18/2011 



Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Fioravanti, Kara 
Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 1:14 PM 
To: 'Michele Guilbault'; Moore-Love, Karla 
Subject: RE: LU 10145100 DZM 

Michele. Thank you for your comments. The City Council hearing on this matter is Wednesday the lgth at 2PM in Council 
Chambers. Please contact me if you have additional questions. 

Karla. Please include in the public record for LU 10-145100 DZM. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Michele Guilbault [mailto:guilbault.michele@gmail.com] 
Sent: Monday, January 17,2011 7:32 PM 
To: Fioravanti, Kara 
Subject: LU 10145100 DZM 

Ms. Fioravanti, 

I oppose the placement of the proposed ICE detention center, reference
 
code: LU 10-145100 DZM. lt is less than 100 feet from Southwest Charter School, which includes K-Bth grades.
 
Transferring and holding illegal immigrants and convicted violent criminals near a vulnerable population puts our
 
community at daily risk for dangerous and life-altering consequences.
 
Prevention seems less costly than post-traumatic problem-solving. This is definitely not a "regular office building."
 

Michele Guilbault
 
Parent of Southwest Charter School students
 

mailto:mailto:guilbault.michele@gmail.com
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Moore-Love, Karla 

From: Fioravanti, Kara 

Sent: Tuesday, January 18,2011 1:18 PM 

To:'leroyjbarker@aol.com';Moore-Love,Karla 
Subject: RE: Public Hearing -LU 10145100 DMZ,4310 Macadam 

Leroy. Thank you for your comments. As you indicated in your follow-up email, the City Council hearing 
on this matter is Wednesday the 19th at 2PM in CouncilChambers. Please contact me if you have 
additional questions. 

Regarding your request for an analysis of parking: the Design Review approval criteria did not require 
such an analysis. Therefore, there is no such information in the record. The Zoning Code does not 
require parking for any project in the South Waterfront sub-district of the Central City. 

Karla. Please include in the public record for LU 10-145100 DZM. 

From : leroyjbarker@aol.com fmailto: leroyjbarker@aol.com]
 
Sent: Monday, January L7,2011 4:35 PM
 
To: Fioravanti, Kara
 
Cc: Fritz, Amanda
 
Subject: Public Hearing -LU 10145100 DMZ, 4310 Macadam
 

Dear Ms.'Fioravanti, 
Commissioner Fritz suggested I contact you regarding any analysis that has been done for this 
project regarding the need for additional public parking. I would appreciate any information you can 
provide me. lf such an analysis has been performed can I review a copy of it sometime this week 
before the hearing on Thursday afternoon? 
Thank you in advance. 
Leroy Barker 
503 274 9491 

U18/2011
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