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RECEIPT#: 1776141 

CITY OF 

PORTLAND, OREGON 
BUREAU OF DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

1900 SW 4t11 Ave., Suite 5000 
Portland, OR 97201 

Site Address: 6325. SE DIVISION ST 

Permit Number:. 15-102031-000-00-PR 

· muLT'ndniRH c:cunTY 
1/7/201.5 

IVR Number: 3563750 

Public Registry 

MARK K BARTLETT & MT.TABOR NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION Phone: (503) 719-5930 

Fee Paid to 
Amount Date 

$850.00 

TOTAL $850.00 $0.00 

Shaded items indicate fees not yet calculated. 
*Fees marked withe an asterisk are due at application. 
.E_AYOR K BARTLETT 

Payment#: 1776141 Method of Payment: 012010 visa bartlett 

I CITY CONTACT 
E-Mail: 

This 
Balance Transaction 

New 
Balance 

$850.00 $0.00 

$850.00 $850.00 $0.00 

Phone: (503) 719-5930 
Receipt By: Ray Galinat 

Phone: 
Fax: (503) 823-4172 

Notice: This document is not a permit. This document may not represent all fees owing for 
this permit. All fees are subject to change based on new or corrected information. 
For more information, consult your City of Portland Contact listed above. 

···---,.. -- ,,....... - ·-· --- ·--- ,,---,·~ ....,,...,.,.,..., 

Q C1 co o RS o Info only L \ f\D ~·c:t7Gw 
Name ; M h-fl1,r ~ · \_:) /V~ 1 \ 

-----~f__D__,_,_':'.J:___,__c.---__ - ___ -:------:-··---,;;;-----------_'.:'B_ooth#: 99 
Address/Permit/Case \ \J{2- --M'-. 3 ') 6 <;:-S ~--~_Q __ . __ 
1st Screen Comments 

Box: ;o ;! 

o§ 
A 0 2nd Screen 

~nning and Zoning 
0 Urban Forestry 

C 0 BES Development Review 
0 BES Pollution Prevention 

D 0 Transportation 

E 0 Water 
0 Water Quality 

F 0 Commercial Plumbing 
0 Mechanical 0 Fire Marshal 
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violations of ORS 227.160 and others 

Subject: violations of ORS 227. 160 and others 
From: Mark Bartlett <bartlett.m@comcast.net> 
Date: Mon, 11 May 201 5 12:52:37 -0700 
To: mailto:jim.rue@state.or.us, votemac@gmail.com, amanda fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>, mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov, Anne Dufay 
<anne@southcastupliJlorg>, Stephanie Stewart and Mi ke St Clai r <stewart stclair@gmail. com>, paul. scarlet1@port landoregon .gov, "Hoop, Brian" 
<brian.hoop@portlandoregon.gov>, "Leistner, Paul" <Paul.Leistner@portlandoregon.gov>, Mark Bartlett <bartlett. m@comcast.net>, noy jones <noy2 l@msn.com> 

5-11-15 

Director Rue , 
J wouJd Jike to provide you w)th notice of a number of violaLions related to our City of Portland land use code and state rules 
on how Development Services (BDS) in PorlJand has responded to current Land Use applications. I would ask for your immediate 
intervention. 

In October of 2014 , our Porlland Water Bureau (PWB) sent to BDS a type 3 application for Mt Tabor Park to disconnect our 
reservoirs . Previously they had attempted to put this forward as a type 2 to limit scrutiny and any hearLng or appeal . They 
valued the work at $110 , 0000 in the type 2 application, and now that v e ry same work is valued at nearly $5 , 000 , 000 in the ne w 
type 3 . I think t his sets the table for what follows. 

The park i n Mt Tabor consists of 51 individual parce ls . I paste below ordinance links to s how the parce l. acquisi.ti.ons back at the 
t urn of the century for park purposes . 

There is also a legitimate paccel map from 1959 prnvi.ded BDS fcom the County pcopecty contrnl , showing t hese i.ndi.vLdual parcels 
and ownership by the two bureaus. This map was acknowledged and accepted by t he Ci.ty in 2007-8 . PWB owns 16 parcels that surround 
t he reservoirs totaling 51 acres , and the balance oE the 145 acres ar:e owned by the City/ !?arks bureau . 

At some point in the 90s tha·L tax assessor consolidated parcels for convenience sake , but this does not make that tax map a legal 
map for land use applications. This tax assessor map is whal PWB as applicant put forward and BDS accepted knowing this was not a 
legal ma p for LUR purposes. 

There was a prior use determination from 2003 when PWB discussed with BDS how to demolish the reservoirs if they were listed on 
U1e national historic register . That no longer applies since they are not being demolished , but dis connected . This c ha nge of use 
was acknowledged by BDS in Lheir preapp s umma r y and staff report , yet the code was not intepre ted accord i ngly 

Jn this appJica t:ion , BDS has ignored the requirement that the applicant provide any and a ll e vidence of compliance with the code 
including but no·t .limited to , tHle with any use restrictions on the parcels owned by t hem or parks t hat would limit t heir 
proposal , and State and County rules . 

When it became clear to me that BDS had no i ntention of compelli ng complia nce from the applicant before accepting the application 
as complete , I fi led for a new type 3 use determination in the park . This would include all 196 acres most of which is zoned OS , 
but owned by two separate owners . 

I paid for tt1at on Jan 7t h (attached) unde rstanding from BDS intake staff, that the f.indings would be due me i.n 4 or at mos t 5 
weeks . This time frame would place it prior to a ny staff report going befo re the HLsto r i c Landmarks Commi.ss ion (HLC) for the i. r 
review . This would offer t he opportunity Eor c itizens to present material infocmation Ln meeti ngs a nd hea.cLngs that could Lmpact 
any decision made by the HLC. 

You see from the attached receipt , I a l so intended to schedule my early assistance and design revi ew meetings with staff a nd t he 
HLC members prior to any HLC decision . Those were promised me by BDS staff. to be scheduled in approximate l.y one week. 

In spHe of rep eated attempts to schedule with BDS by e mail , phone , and in person, they have refused to allow me to schedule , 
simply tell i ng rne now that I would not have those meetings offered everyone else who fil es for a type 3 review . Further they also 
told me that the City attor ne y has i nstructed staff not to answer a ny ques tions from me o r t he Mt Tabor neighborhood . 

As of t his dale , I still do not have my new use fi nding . planned to use this to challenge any variation from t hat whi c h they 
say they have reJ)ed upon from 2003. This may impact the entire LUR staff report . without that decision I ca nnot . 

Clearly ORS 227 provides rules for how BDS i s to comply wit h LURs applications , providing that they actually offer a decision in 
a t)me.ly fash)on . They have not because it serves t he politi caJ interest of t he council and PWB to delay a nd make citizens then 
bear the burden of s howing how the application is in error rather than keeping that bu r den on the original applicant in this I.UR . 
Then the City and C)ty attorney interferes wit h cit i zens making a good faith attempt to scrutini ze the report a nd decision by 
staff . 

What we have been told is that we would have to wait until Council hears the matter on May 28th, again a violation of our own 
title 33 . They delay in order to again l i mit any c i tizen righ t to a ppeal what they do not want reviewed and s hiEt t he burden of 
proof to citizens from PWB .. 

I t should make no difference what Council decides i n l ate May , whe n considering a.s requlced, the l a nd use rules that were Ln 
fo rce at t he time the appli cation was first fi led . What s hould it matter what Council oEfers in late May when tha.t oriqlna..L 
application is subject to those rules of late October or early January if considering my request for the use determi.nati.on. BDS 
is seeking political cover for getting caught . 

Jn my view , Council is determined t o undermine the land use process to achieve a pol itical out come that was predetermined and 
s upported by BDS . 
We have been denied our rightful opportunity t o act i n a timely fashion and now will bear the burden of proving a negative at our 
expense t hrough LUBA due to the wrongful acts of BDS . 

I would question if they sh ould be allowed to make any l and use decision i n future wh e n they so clearly can be directed toward 
predeterndned po.liticaJ out comes rather than those based evenly on code alone . The integrity of our land use process with BDS in 
charge is in question . 

On February 5th J made a public records request regarding any internal discussion of t he word use as it applied to Mt Tabor , as 
it pertains to this I.UR . That ~muld include any correspondence or documents in which use wa s discussed by staff at PWB and BDS . 
BDS had previ ously stated i n the pre app s wmnary t hat no discussion of use had take n place . 

I doubted t his si nce it would be t he very Eirst point or iss ue to be discussed , so be lieved they wel:'e h.iding something fro m the 
public . As of toda y in spite of my continual request for help from the DAs office I ha ve no reasonable reply. I pa id t he $75 
which was 1/2 of the cost provided me on March 20th . BDS is clearly keepi ng this from the public ln order to assist them in 
reaching that predetermined outcome . 

On Feb 11th Director Paul Scarlet waived t he fee for the new use determination since this i.s a matter i.( high public Lnterest. 
That check was to be se nt to whomever made payme nt and that was me . As of this date I still do not have my $850 ref.und check . 

I believe you will fi nd numerous irregularities with the way BOS and t he applicant have conducted themselves in this matler. 

7~ 
I of 2 5/12/201 5 I :32 PM 



v io lat ions of 0 RS 22 7. 160 and others 

[ h,ivc' p!<1n!y of :iddit [(1n,1! (]oc:wfl('fll.01! ion lo ::upport v;fwt(?VC:c qw:~;t i yn1.1 rntty 11«V(;. 

Thank you Cut yotir l~Onsidc:r-c-1! ion. 

M;:irk llart..1ct.t 

OHi) rN/\NC!·:~i 

Co11nci l Ord l u,inc(: 

l'.ounc i. l. On:l Lnancn t~)!\tl6 - /\n or-clinance aut.horLzirHJ Uw pur·chd~H.: oL pnJpccl.y Lor· Pdr-k rwrpc.wc:s ort Moun!. 'l\ibor-. 

Counci·! Ordi11i-lrwc: !<)<)'?'.) /\n onlinanc:(~ .:nthoci:-'.i!HJ the~ ;-111d /\udiLor Lo pun:hd:lC' lot 1·1, MounL Tabo1· J1;1rk, for park 
p11r·poSC'~ 1 i-ll. il prier: P~-(('.(;(~dinq lhC' drllOUfll hcrc:tofon: i-l\llhor ZC!d \lnClc'!~ 1.h<: ptovisinns Of' OnJinnnC(: No. "1')?7? 

Council Ordinance 

(:ontcnt-Typc: 
use dctennination rccicpt l-7 -15.pd!' 

Content-Encoding: base64 
application/pdf 

Content-Type: application/vnd.opcnxmlformats-ofliccdocumenl.wordproccssingml.documcnt 
ORS Chapter 227--usc determination -- land use decision.docx 

Content-Encoding: basc64 

2 of2 5/12/2015 1:32 PM 



CITY OF PORTLAND 
UNIFORM PUBLIC RECORDS REQUEST FORM 

Date of Request:~- 22--11 
REQUESTOR INFORMATION 

Name: _i1_lkJ?-K ~{e // 
IJ E Mailing Address : :J-7 q7 2- ~ (/"-7') 

City, State, Zip : C-) - I i::- 3 1"' ;A;- ( ~ ~-?> Daytime Phone: ...:.::> D 7L~ 

E-mail Address: t3..._ ~ :-<" .vi? tS? ~~ /fJ /A ~r:::::ZLL.:::~ ,r--~-,~""------
, ..-a.,._.---

Preferred method of contact: 0 Mail 0 Phone~ E-mail Q Fax? 

REQUEST DETAILS 

I., ls this request related to a lawsuit involving the City of Po11land? /{ 0 

If "yes," enter the case name, court docket number, or other identifying information: 

2. ls this request related to a tort claims notice involving the City of Po11land? /Uy 

lf "yes," enter the claimant' s name and, if known, the incident date: 

3. lfyou answered "yes" to question 1 or question 2, are you making this request on behalf of a party in the lawsuit 
or to11 claim? - -----

NOTE: If "yes," enter "City Attorney's Office" for question 4 in addition to any other applicable bureaus. 
This is required by state law (ORS l 92.420(2)(a)). 

5. A fee reduction or waiver may be possible if the custodian determines that this request is primarily in the public 
interest. Does this request primarily benefit the general public? Please explain. 

City of .>onland Unil0r111 Public Records Request Form 
Last rev ised January 20 I ! Page I of:2 

71 



6. Does this request pertain to personnel records? _ ___s_ 

NOTE: If "yes," please attach a signed release from the employee. 

7. How would you preter to have this request fulfilled? 

fZ) I would like to inspect the records. 

r;/I would like electronic copies made 
~ and sent to me. 

Q I would like photocopies made and :;ent to me. 

0 I w~uld like photocopies made and held for me 
to pick up. 

DESCRIPTION OF RECORDS REQUESTED 

Please include the following when describing the materials requested, to the extent known and with as much detail 
as possible: 

o Type of document 
.. Date 
111 Author 

o Title 
111 Address of any real property at issue 
"' Subject matter 

NOTE: Additional sheets may be added if necessary. 

Description: 

.. 

The City wi 11 respond to your req oest as soon as practicable and without unreason ab le delay. - '\ ~ 
[f the estimated costs involved in fulfilling your request exceed $25, the City will advise you of those costs anO'-e.. -e . 
require your approval before beginning work. G~ 
If the fee estimate exceeds $100, a 50% deposit may be required to begin work. 
Full payment of the total amount of costs incurred is required before the public records may be inspected or 
copies released. 
NOTE: Police reports cannot be obtained through the use of this form. For these records, please contact the 
Police Bureau. 

f HA VE READ AND AGREE TO COMPLY WITH THE ABOVE CONDITIONS, and fwther agree to pay the 
cost of fulfilling this Public Records Request according to the conditions set forth above. Th<~se costs may include 
the cost of searching for records, reviewing records to redact exempt material, supervising the inspection ofrecords, 
copying records, certifying records, and mailing records. I agree to pay a maximum of $25 without further 
approval. 

~~--· ;o-22--1"' I -·-···-··----~-------L--
Signature of Requestor oate 



ROD UNDERHILL, District for Multnomah 
600 County Courthouse• Portland, Oregon 97204 • 5()3988-3162 •FAX 503 988-3643 

www.rnccla.us 

Mark Barnett 
2747 NE 22nd Ave 
Portland, OR 97212 
Re: PLJJ2Jic Re_gorQ_ PetLfum (BDS) 

Dear Mr. Barnett: 

March 5, 2015 

I have reviewed your March 3, 201 S e-mail with attached documentation regarding a 
public records request made to the City of Portland's Bureau of Development Services (BDS). 
The information you have asked for may indeed be a public record but for our office to have 
jurisdiction to process an appeal of a denial of a request for a public record you will need to 
submit a petition in accordance with ORS 192.4 70(1 ). If you do not receive the requested 
information you may petition our office to order disclosure and you must include a copy of the 
~riJ!en response denying your request as well as contact information of the person denying your 
request. If you feel that BDS is not appropriately responding to your request feel free to attach a 
copy of this letter to any further correspondence you have with their custodian of records. 

As soon as I have received all necessary documents, I will be happy to process your 
petition. If I do not receive the above mentioned materials your request will be deemed to be 
denied. If you have further questions, do not hesitate to call me. My desk phone is (503) 988-
3405. 

V cry trul/ irs, 

ROD UNDERHILL 
District Attorney 

Mu111~~ma1~-~·~(111~-,/~?gon ····-- tL-/;; 
By:---- -I----

Travis Sewe11 
Deputy District Attorney 



CKTY OF PORl'LAND 
UNIFORM PUBLIC RECORDS REQUEST FORM 

Date of Request: ______ -_LJ, ___ .--_I 

REQUESTOH INFORMATION 

J ~1··---------------··-··-····-----···-·· Name: _j{(l~~ fs _____ 3_~ l 
A) 

City. State. Zip: _______ P._))__25 ..... CZ...2d::::1~ Daytime Phone: _?::>_;;;z; ______ 3 ______________ ;,:_ ___ .,__,L ....... ~---

Preferred method of contact: Q Mail Q Phone ~E-mail 0Fax 

REQUEST DETAILS 

1. ls this request related to a lawsuit involving the City of Portland? ___ ___lJ_Q ______ _ 
lf''ycs," enter the case name, court docket number, or other identi!ying information: 

2. ls this request related to a tort claims notice involving the City of Portland? _ __.jJc..=-_o __ 

If''yes," enter the claimant's name and, if known, the incident date: 

3. If you answered "yes'' to question I .QI question 2, are you making this request on behalf ofa party in the lawsuit 
or tort claim') 

4. 

NOTE: lf"yes,'' enter "City Attorney's Office" for question 4 in addition to any other applicable bureaus. 
This is required by state law (ORS ! 92.420(2)(a)). 

office, if known (a copy of this form must be submitted to each): 

5. !\fee reduction or waiver may be possible if the custodian determines that this request is primarily in the public 
interest. Does this request primarily benefit the general public? Please explain. 



6. Does this request pertain to personnel records? ____ (_V () 
NOTE: [f"yes,'' please attach a signed release from the employee. 

7. How would you prefer to have this request fulfilled? 

¢I would like to inspect the records. 

Q I would like electronic copies made 
and sent to me. 

DESCRIPTION OF RIECORDS REQUIESTED 

Q I \Vould like photocopies made and sent to me. 

QI would like photocopies made and held for me 
to pick up. 

Please include the following when describing the materials requested, to the extent known and with as much detail 
as possible: 

o Type of document 
o Date 
o Author 

0 Title 
e Address of any real property at issue 
e Subject matter 

NOTE: Additional sheets may be added if necessary. 

Description: 

© The City will respond to your request as soon as practicable and without unreasonable delay. 
"' [f the estimated costs involved in fulfilling your request exceed $25, the City will advise you of those costs and 

require your approval before beginning work. 
"' If the fee estimate exceeds $100, a 50% deposit may be required to begin work. 
° Full payment of the total amount of costs incurred is required before the public records may be inspected or 

copies released. 
"' NOTE: Police reports cannot be obtained through the use of this form. For these records, please contact the 

Police Bureau. 

[ HA VE READ AND AGREE TO COlVIPL Y WITH THE ABOVE CONDITIONS, and further agree to pay the 
cost of fulfilling this Public Records Request according to the conditions set forth above. These costs may include 
the cost of searching for records, reviewing records to redact exempt material, supervising the inspection of records, 
copying records, certifying records, and mailing records. I agree to pay a maximum of $25 without further 
approval. 

, AA/. /- ~~/( 
___ '2_~~---------------------f-__ _ 
Signature of Requestor Date 
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CITY OF p ORTLA~-U 
OFFICE OF MANAGEiv:tENT A.ND FINANCE ... , 

·'Charlie Hales, Iv.layer 
Fred !vlli!er, Chief Admin~trati.ve Officer 

Bureau of Technology Services 
Benl!.erry 

Chief Technology Officer 
1120 SW Fifth Ave., Suite'450 
Portland, Oregon 97204-1912 

(503) 823-5198 
FAX (503) 823-5194 
TTY (503) 823-6868 

3/'l0/2015 

BTS Public Records Search a Budgetary Planning Estimate 

BTS Case Reference No: i5-23PR Search Titfe: BDS Bartlett I Mt Tabor Reservoirs 

Basic Services (Labor) Qty (Hrs) Unit Cost Total Description I Search Criteria i 
Project Management 0.50 $ 81.25 $ 40.62 ! Search email boxes ofTom Carter, 

Scan 6 email account(s) on the City's emaii Rebecca Esau, Douglas Hardy, 

I Email search via City's email seNer 1.55 69.69 108.03 seNer using 8 search term(s) or phrase(s). Kimberley Tallant, Hiilary Adams and I Sheila Frugoli using search terms 

I Email search via individual archives 0.00 69.69 eMail archive flies will not be searched . "existing use", "use determination", I - I "conditional use", "LU 13-236792", "EA . 
! 14-1'18276", "IQ 03,153994", "PR 03- ! Emal! recovery from backup {ue to 14 days available) Recovery from emaii backup not requested. '186237'Zt'/between 6/'l/2014 and 

Recovery environment setup 0.00 69.69 - '2.161201 s~·- I Data recovery & search 0.00 69.69 - ' 
File search (excluding email) 0.00 69.69 ~vre-"'-f" o....J 5 

I - Workstation file search r.1ot requested. :)"'ee.. 

I 
Travel time to I fiom workstation 0.00 69.69 -

Other Costs 0.00 81.25 - ? ~ Totals $ 148.65 -lo ~/. ,ow 
' 

N<>_I_ 

(j) 

Page 1 . 3110/2015 



Trees impacted in Historic Mt. Tabor Park 

5" 1-/-? D 

+L/ hA-s 
f\e.. IJI:) et,(:::) 5 ~ 

by Water Bureau 1s Tabor Reservoir Disconnect project 
(data collected by volunteers combing through preliminary construction plans) ~~ 

~~~ 
Trees being cut 

Tree number 
10931 
11160 
11165 
11166 
11167 
12218 
13554 
13555 
13556 
13557 
12516 
12577 
12578 
12217 
12216 
11170 
12212 

12213 

12215 
12214 
11168 
11169 
11113 
11164 
11162 
11163 
11150 
11161 
12220 
13149 
13154 
12576 

tree size plan page zone 
UN 3 
UN 3 
UN 3 
UN 3 
UN 3 

UN, larch 3 
32" fir 4 
22"fir 4 
22" fir 4 
20" fir 4 

18" maple 4 
UN, maple 4,5 
24" maple 4,5 
14" cedar 3,4 

SC 3,4 
SC 3,4 
SC 3,4 

SC 3,4 

SC 3,4 
SC 3,4 
SC 3,4 
SC 3,4 
SC 4 

14" cedar 3,4 
12" cedar 3,4 
14" cedar 4 
12" cedar 4 
12" cedar 3,4 
18" locust 4 Osc 

24" fir 5 
22" fir 5 

18" maple 5 

notes 

Key 
SC 
UN 

small caliper 
size not noted on plans 

edge of impact zone 

Summary of Data 

estimated total trees cut: 31 
trees cut, known to be over 14": 13 
trees cut, size not revealed in plans: 16 
other trees disturbed in root zone: 50 
total trees effected: 81 

Trees impacted with work in root zone 
Tree number 

11095 
11108 

tree size plan page zone 
16" cedar 3 

36" fir 3 

notes 



12315 28" maple 3 osc 
12314 18" cedar 3 OSc 
12317 28" fir 3 OSc 
12318 16" fir 3 OSc 
12319 48" fir 3 OSc 
12325 20" maple 3 OSc 
12327 24" fir 3 OSc 
12221 16" conf larch 3 
13563 50" fir 4,5 survival jeopardized 
13552 16" fir 4 
13560 16" fir 4 
13553 12" fir 4 

13547 36" fir 4,5 
12455 48" maple 4 
12701 42" maple 4 
12191 30" fir 4 
12193 26" fir 4 
12192 26" fir 4 
12227 12" deciduous 4 
12226 18" conifer 4 
12224 20" conifer 4 
12300 38" cedar 4 OSc survival doubtful 
~ 

12302 26" fir 4 OSc 
12298 24" hawthorne 4 OSc survival doubtful 
12299 24" fir 4 osc 
12218 14" larch 4 OSc 
12320 30" fir 4 OSc 
12491 48" fir 4 OSc 
13550 16" fir 5 
13362 16" fir 5 
13150 24" fir 5 
12906 40" fir 5 not likely to avoid damage 
12834 40" fir s 
12832 24" fir 5 
12831 20" fir 5 
12833 16" fir 5 
????1 UN 5 very large, no species or size given 
11823 30" maple 6 
11616 32" fir 6 
11614 32" fir 6 
11841 24" maple 6 
11839 24" maple 6 
16228 36" maple 6 
17257 30" fr 7 



11165 UN 
11166 UN 
11167 UN 
12218 UN, larch 
13554 32" fir 
13555 22" fir 
13556 22" fir 
13557 20" fir 
12516 18" maple 
12577 UN, maple 
12578 24" maple 
12217 14" cedar 
12216 SC 
11170 SC 
12212 SC 

12213 SC 
12215 SC 
12214 SC 
11168 SC 
11169 SC 
11113 SC 
11164 14" cedar 
11162 12" cedar 
11163 14" cedar 
11150 12" cedar 
11161 12" cedar 
12220 18" locust 
13149 24" fir 
13154 22" fir 
12576 18" maple 

3 
3 
3 
3 
4 

4 
4 
4 
4 

4,5 
4,5 
3,4 
3,4 
3,4 
3,4 

3,4 
3,4 
3,4 
3,4 
3,4 

4 
3,4 
3,4 

4 
4 

3,4 
4 Osc 
5 
5 
5 

edge of impact zone 

Summary of Data 

estimated total trees cut: 31 
trees cut, known to be over 14": 13 
trees cut, size not revealed in plans: 16 
other trees disturbed in root zone: 50 
total trees effected: 81 

Trees impacted with work in root zone 
Tree number 

11095 
11108 

tree size plan page zone 
16" cedar 3 

36" fir 3 

notes 
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-------- Original Message--------
Subject:Re: Mt. Tabor visual restrictions 

Date:Sun, 23 Aug 2009 00:00:59 -0700 
From:Cascade Geller <cag@easystreet.net> 

Hi, 

To:Mark Bartlett <bartlett.m@comcast.net> , Stephanie Stewart - MTNA Board 
<stewartstclair@gmail.com> 

I must have missed something about the protected view corridor conversation but maybe this 
link will help . 

Scenic Views, Sites, and Corridors - Scenic Resources Protection Plan Ordinance 163957 
adopted and put into effect in 1991 by Portland City Council 
http://www.portlandonline.com/bps/index.cfm?c=28534&a=89965 

See Map 19 B, page 67 for the three protected sites at Mt. Tabor Park: 
1) from above the east side of the lower large reservoir, Reservoir 6, looking west 
2) and 3) from the summit looking east and west 

This plan is very well done, in my estimation - truly comprehensive - and took much effort and 
at great cost to the public to complete. It discusses the importance of the plan to the 
Comprehensive Plan and quotes directly from the State's Planning Goals. 

It has been completely ignored for the most part. I have had no luck in getting attention for it. 
Amanda, I believe, is aware of it and maybe, now during the comprehensive plan process, it is 
a good time to try once again to get some juice going for it. 

The Bureau of Planning produced many great planning documents in the late 80's through 
mid 1990's, until the passage of the property tax limitation measure in '95. The plans were 
designed to help guide the density development that we are experiencing . Most that I have 
seen were adopted by Council with an ordinance but as I said, most seem to be ignored even 
by the Planning Commission . 

They are great resources and I have learned a good deal from reading and rereading them. 
They are a good tool for neighborhood associations. I tried to institute that the land use chair 
receive a complete list of them as part of their toolbox. I also wanted to get a complete list of 
all of the documents, with their links, pertaining to Mt. Tabor Park on our MTNA website with 
some of the pertinent pages downloaded but I couldn't get anywhere with this with our 
webmaster who felt that it was up to the City to be in charge of those documents. I had too 
many irons in the fire then to press further. 

about:blan 

2/13/201 4 12: 1?. PM 
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CITY OF 

P ORTLAND, OREGON 
Vera Katz, Mayor 

Dan Saltzman, Commissioner 
1221 SW Fifth Ave., Room 230 

Portland, Oregon 97204 
(503) 823-4151 

March 24, 2003 

Memorandum 
To: 

From: 

CC: 

RE: 

Bull Run Regional Drinking Water Supply Policy Steering Committee and 
Technical Advisory Committee 

Mayor Vera Katz ,,JI; ~. 
Commissioner Dan Saltzman.JJll\ 
Commissioner Jim Francesconi 
Commissioner Randy Leonard 
Commissioner Erik Sten 

City of Portland Proposed Next Steps 

Portland's regional partners have clearly communicated their urgent desire to move forward in 
the discussions to form a regional drinking water supply agency. While the City of Portland is 
also interested in moving forward, it cannot do so without first conducting the analysis necessary 
to accurately detail the value of the City's drinking water supply assets that would be shared with 
the partners under this proposal. Without a valid third party assessment of the value of the Bull 
Run supply system, the City cannot participate in a negotiations process and adequately 
represent the interE*lts and financial stake of its ratepayers. 

Conducting such an assessment will take time-two to three months at minimum. At the most 
recent Regionalization Technical Advisory Committee meeting on February 24th, the regional 
partners indicated that they are not interested in continuing the process beyond the end of this 
month if Portland deems this additional work and time necessary. Leaders from some of the 
larger participating jurisdictions have confirmed this to us again this week. 

Therefore, the City of Portland is prepared to commence negotiations for new contracts with its 
wholesale drinking water customers and other interested regional partners in lieu of the current 
regionalization proposal. 

An enormous amount of time and effort has gone into the regionalization discussions by all 
participants, and that work will not go to waste. We have amassed considerable information 
about the region's water needs and resources, forged constructive working relationships among 
the participating jurisdictions and established a set of common goals and values. Through this 
process, we have established a solid foundation based on collaboration and creative thinking. 
We firmly believe this investment can serve us well in a new contracts process. 

Most importantly, we want the mutually beneficial elements of regionalization to remain squarely 
on the table in a new contracts process. This includes shared ownership, decision.making and 
financing of future capital investments for the Bull Run supply system including the potential 
filtration plant. All of us in the region have a shared long-term goal to secure high .. quality, 
reliable drinking water at a reasonable price. If we can continue the momentum and novel 
thinking that has characterized the regionali:zation discussions, we will be able to craft an 



agreement that will realize the full potential of the Bull Run as a regional resource for the benefit 
of the entire region. 

The City will immediately begin preparing for new contracts discussions to commence in the 
next 45 days. Staff from the City Attorney's Office and the Office of Management and Finance 
will join the Water Bureau in working with current and future customers on new contracts. We 
believe mutually satisfactory contracts can be crafted by this fall. 

Commissioner Saltzman plans to attend the March 31st Technical Advisory Committee to deliver the 
City's commitment to this process in person. You can contact Edward Campbell in Commissioner 
Saltzman's office at (503) 823m4151 with any questions or comments prior to that meeting. 

2of2 



Between 1998 2000 the City spent $600,000 to revise the Mt. Tabo1· Master Plan. Members 

consisted of PPR, Cogan and Cogan, a 27 member Citizens Advisory Committee and a Design team. "The 

primary focus of the plan is to preserve and enhance the natural qualities of Mt. Tabor. The circulat:ion 

systems, the recreational uses, and the facilities envisioned have been planned in balance with the 

environmental qualities of the park. It is intended that this document set the framework to gi1ide decisions 

to provide balance between human and environmental needs ... for the next 20 years." (Available at 

www.mttaborpdx.org) 

During this process the City made it known that decommission/demolition of the reservoirs was an 

intention. This was long before t_here was an L T2 ruling that made burying reservoirs mandatory. (See page 

23 para 7 SEEX August 2013) 

The Mt Tabor Master Plan maintains the original vision of the park as a sanctuary. There was never 

plans for ball fields and skate parks, these recreations were specifically and intentionally excluded to keep 

it a natural setting with a protected view corTidor and a migratory bird sanctuary. 

The reservoirs in Mount Tabor Park were nominated and listed in the National Register of Historic 

Places in January, 2004. Volunteers of the Friends of the Reservoirs with assistance from other members of 

the public, prepared the nominations not only for the three Mount Tabor Park reservoirs but also the two 

located in Washington Park. 

It is stated in the Oregon Historic Preservation Law 358.653 Conservation program; leases. (1) Any 

state agency or political subdivision responsible for real property of historic significance in consultation 

with the State Historic preservation Officer shall institute a program to conserve the property and assure 

that such property shall not be inadvertently transferred, sold, demolished, substantially altered or allowed 

to deteriorate. 

This brief summary of Mt Tabor Park is intended to update readers on the initial investment the 

citizens of Portland have already made both financially and for preservation. 

Recently Mayor Hales stated that he was going to begin a "public process" to determine what should 

happen to the 51 acres that hold our reservoirs in Mt Tabor Park. Since the PWB has convinced themselves 

and some of the public that decommissioning the reservoirs, burying them and building a UV plant is the 

only solution to a purported problem. So what plans do they have for the reservoir land-land that we 



As the struggle to identify the best use of the land managed by Po1tland Parks and Recreation (PPR), 

the Portland Water Bureau (PWB) and the City, surrounding Mt. Tabor Park1l, it is important to remember 

that the land already belongs to the people of Po1tland. 

!n 1903 landscape architect John Charles Olmsted and Frederick Law Olmsted, Jr. recommended the 

city obtain the first of an eventual 196 acres of land for Mt. Tabor Park. Even though he wrote his wife 

saying," ... as much as the landscape is fine and the possibilities for parks, as far as land is concerned, are 

excellent. But I fear the money will be deficient." 

The people of Portland proved him wrong thanks to their civic pride and vision of perpetuity. The 

Portland water board had already purchased land on Mt. Tabor for Reservoirs 1 and 2 in 1888. In 1909 

they passed a bond to buy approximately forty lots on Mt Tabor for $366,000. Prior to this bond issue a 

measure was passed to procure funds to build two additional reservoirs on Mount Tabor and, at the same 

time to purchase additional land for creation of a public park. 

(Building the four reservoirs began during the great depression of 1893-1894, lmvyers, doctors, 

dentists, accounta~ts and all working class men were employed as day laborers working on the reservoirs 

at $1.50 per day. And gladfor it.) 

One of the key features in the John Charles Olmstead and Emanuel Tillman Mishe21 vision of Mt. 

Tabor Park design was integrating the reservoirs into the landscape features. The plan proposed using the 

reservoirs of Mt Tabor as a park and connecting parks with landscaped boulevards. The parks the 

Olmstead brothers designed in Portland served as the model for many young U.S. city's development. 

Olmstead also noted the park" ... must be kept from the hands of politicians." 

During this time there was a lot of front running where politicians and high ranking business people 

heard of the Olmstead plans and Mt. Tabor park development and bought the land up cheap and sold it to 

the City for obscene profits. Property prices paid by the city ranged from $1 paid to the Commercial Trust 

Company, to $37,500 paid to land speculator Henry L. Pittock, owner of the daily newspaper, the 

Oregonian. 

Mishe was made parks director but resigned in 1913 due to politicians moving responsibility from the 

original group to a new board who had a different view than Olmsted I Mishe and they were influenced by 

other agendas 
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United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 

CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section Page 

OMB No. 1024-00 i8 

Mount Tabor Reservoirs Historic District 
Multnomah County, Oregon 

The covered storage tank, on the north slope of Mount Tabor, is in a mowed clearing surrounded by a mature 
grove of Douglas firs Pseudotsuga menziesii and big leaf maples Acer macrophyllum. From this site, through 
the trees, is a view down the forested slope to the Reservoir Loop Road, the play ground, picnic shelter, and 
main parking lot of Mount Tabor Park. 

The Mount Tabor Park Reservoirs remain today largely intact and in as~built condition. While the basins have 
been relined numerous times, the character-defining elements such as deep open water, parapet walls, iron 
fences, and gatehouses exist today without modification or inappropriate adjacent development General 
deferred maintenance of the concrete and metal is needed on all of the resources. The Reservoir 1 site has 
been the most neglected with con-osion of the fence and spalling along the parapet walls and basins being 
most notable. The buildings at Reservoir l need some restoration in places where the reinforcing metal bars 
have been exposed. Although modem modifications such as full hollow-core metal doors have not been 
sensitive to the architecture, the Reservoirs significantly retain their Romanesque styling. The 1980s era 
alumim.Jm light fixtures surrounding the basins do not match the period, yet their illumination and reflection in 
the water after dark provides a connection with the original design that included light fixtures. Tue period 
lampposts should be refurbished and used to provide lighting. Also, the interiors of the buildings are 
predominately intact including the mechanical equipment 

Though the Reservoirs are l 09 and 94 years old, they continue to function as a primary water source for 
Portland. Protection of the watershed coupled with a wen designed distribution system has given Portland 
high grade water since 1895 when it first flowed to the city's faucets. Tue following remarks are taken from 
recent reports on the district and offer a good overview of the resource: 

No waterborne disease outbreak or water quality incident of public significance has ever been recorded in 

connection with Portland's open reservoirs ... 1 All features in good condition. ..,a detailed maintenance 
program could extend the usefal life of the open reservoirs to the year 2050.2 

1 Montgomery Watson Harza. Open Reservoir Study: Phase I Summary Report. City of Portland, Jarmary, 2002. 

2 Montgomery Watson Harza. Open Reservoir Study, Draft TM 5.7 Facilities Evaluation, City of Portland. August, 
2001. 
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United States Department of the Interior 
National Park Service 
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 

CONTINUATION SHEET 

Section Page 

OMB No. 1024-0018 

Mount Tabor Reservoirs Historic District 
Multnomah County, Oregon 

The covered storage tank, on the north slope of Mount Tabor, is in a mowed clearing surrounded by a mature 
gTove of Douglas firs Pseudotsuga menziesii and big leaf maples Acer macrophyllum. From tlris site, through 
the trees, is a view down the forested slope to the Reservoir Loop Road, the play ground, picnic shelter, and 
main parking lot of Mount Tabor Park. 

Summmry Statement of fotegirity 

The Mount Tabor Park Reservoirs remain today largely intact and in as-built condition. While the basins have 
been relined numerous times, the character-defming elements such as deep open water, parapet walls, iron 
fences, and gatehouses exist today without modification or inappropriate adjacent development General 
deferred maintenance of the concrete and metal is needed on all of the :resources. The Reservoir 1 site has 
been the most neglected with corrosion of the fence and spalling along the parapet walls and basins being 
most notable. The buildings at Reservoir 1 need some restoration in places where the reinforcing metal bars 
have been exposed. Although modem modifications such as full hollow-core metal doors have not bt>,en 
sensitive to the architecture, the Reservoirs significantly retain their Romanesque styling. The 1980s era 
aluminum light fixtures surrounding the basins do not match the period, yet their illumination and reflection in 
the water after dark provides a connection with the original design that included light fixtures. The period 
lampposts should be refurbished and used to provide lighting. Also, the interiors of the buildings are 
predominately intact including the mechanical equipment. 

Though the Reservoirs are l 09 and 94 years old, they continue to function as a primary water source for 
Portland. Protection of the watershed couple,d with a wen designed distribution system has given Portland 
high grade water since 1895 when it first flowed to the city's faucets. The following remarks are taken from 
recent reports on the district and offer a good overview of the resource: 

No waterborne disease outbreak or water quality incident of public significance has ever been recorded in 

connection with Portland's open reservoirs'"' 1 All features in good condition. . .. a detailed maintenance 
program could extend the useful life of the open reservoirs to the year 2050.2 

1 Montgomery Watson Harza. Open Reservoir Study: Phase I Summary Report. City of Portland, January, 2002. 

2 Montgomery Watson Harza. Open Reservoir Study, Draft 1M 5.7 Facilities Evaluation., City of Portland. August, 
2001. 
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Subject: RE: land swap details 
From: "Kovatch, Ty" <tkovatch@ci.portland.or.us> 
Date: Thu, 12 Feb 2009 09:51 :32 -0800 
To: 'Mark Bartlett' <bartlett.m@comcast.net>, "Kovatch, Ty" <tkovatch@ci.portland.or.us>, cascade 
<cag@easystreet.net>, shannon <Shannonmloch@aol.com>, John Laursen <john@press-22.net>, 
"Kennedy-Wong, Elizabeth" <Elizabeth.Kennedy-Wong@ci.portland.or.us>, "Argentina, Eileen" 
<eileen.argentina@ci.portland.or.us>, "Kuhn, Hannah" <hannah.kuhn@ci.portland.or.us>, "Leonard, 
Randy" <rleonard@ci.portland.or.us>, "Petrocine, Sara" <spetrocine@ci.portland.or.us>, "Shaff, David" 
<dshaff@water.ci.portland.or. us> 

Mark, 
My answers in red below. 
TK 

-----Original Message-----
From: Mark Bartlett [mailto:bartlett. m@comcast. net] 
Sent: Thursday, February 12, 2009 8:43 AM 
To: Kovatch, Ty; cascade; shannon; John Laursen; Kennedy-Wong, Elizabeth; Argentina, Eileen; Kuhn, Hannah 
Subject: land swap details 

Hi Ty, 
Can you provide more detai Is on the proposed swap for the l .8 acres of 
water property at Mt Tabor for the waterfront land. 

Would it actually be a title swap of a parcel for another? Yes 

What is the zoning for the proposed swap property? You can check www.portlandmaps.com for the zoning of the two 
parcels. 

What were the appraised values of both properties? I do not know. 

Specifically how the ratepayers will fare if that land were leased for 
$I to a money losing organization. Since the ratepayers are not paying Parks for the property, but rather exchanging 
properties, the ratepayers will not incur a cost for the purchase of the property. The Rose Festival Association will be 
incurring the costs of improvements to the facility. Further, once the Rose Festival's financial situation becomes more 
stable, it is understood that a more standard lease arrangement will occur. 

In that Randy says McCalls has always been a commercial failure, why 
does he think this is a good deal for rate payers? Because the Water Bureau is not a commercial entity, but a public 
entity. The McCall's site is a valuable and historic public resource regardless of its commercial history. 

Would the City's liability for subsidy to this organization change if 
this swap is made? How? I don't understand your question. We don't have a liability. The City's first participation in 
supporting the Rose Festival in many years occurred last year, and it was to situate bathrooms on the parade route 
along with seating and parking for disabled citizens. 

I would appreciate any elaboration on the considerations. 
Thank you, 
Mark 

5/28/2015 6:02 AM 
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-·-·--·-----··-Information from ESET Smart Security, version of virus signature database 3849 
(20090212) -------------

The message was checked by ESET Smart Security. 

5/28/2015 6:02 AM 



ORDINANCE No. [assigned by Clerk's office} 
Establish management responsibilities for parcels in Mt. Tabor Park, including the Mt. 

Tabor Yard, Nursery and Long blocks.(Ordinance; ) 

The City of Portland ordains: 
Section 1. The Council finds: 

1. 
Parcels of land within Mt. Tabor Park, including the Mt. Tabor Yard, Nursery and Long 
Blocks have been acquired over time through a variety of means and have served at times 
under the management authority of the Water Bureau and Portland Parks and Recreation. 

2. 
It is in the best interest of the City of Portland to clearly establish management authority 
and correctly update all City of Portland Maps and request that the County tax assessment 
maps be revised accordingly. 

3. 
The map provided with this ordinance accurately reflects management authority agreed 
upon by the Water Bmeau and Portland Parks and Recreation. 

4. 
The 1.8 acre parcel purchased with the intention to be a Water Bureau asset, but has in 
fact, evolved as a property managed by Portland Parks & Recreation, Council shall grant 
management authority to Portland Parks & Recreation until such time as a mutually 

= agreeable solution is identified. Until such time, said asset shall remain in trust of the 
Water Bureau. 

5. 
Portland Parks & Recreation will be responsible for all improvements and work involving 
this 1.8 acre parcel. 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Council directs: 
a. 

That the 1.8 acre parcel is assigned to Portland Parks & Recreation with the 
understanding that Portland Parks & Recreation will work out a means to ensure that the 
Water Bureau is reasonable accommodated for the value of the property. 

b. 
The map attached to this ordinance is accepted as the primary document 
reflecting management of Mt. Tabor Park, including the Mt. Tabor Yard, 
Nursery and Long Block. 

Passed by the Council: [dated by Clerk's 
office} 

Commissioner [Name] 
Prepared by: [Your Name] 

Date Prepared: [Date] 

GARY BLACKMER 
Auditor of the City of 

Portland 
By [signed by Clerk's office] 

Deputy 

Cf o 
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* Designate and assign cerlafo City··owned Water Bureau properly in Mt. Tabor Park, 
as street the future widening of SE 60th Avenue and 
SE Street. 

City Portland ordains: 

Section 1. The 

1. City crwns a parcel of land adjacent SE Avenue 
Division Street, which is a portion of Mt. Tabor Park. 

property was used operation and maintenance Tabor 
Reservoir #2 which now been abandoned. 

That allow ·widening and im.p.rovements of SE 60th Avenue and 
SE Division Street, foot wide and twenty foot wide strips of land, 
respectively, must be designated as public street right-of-way. 

widening of SE Avenue and SE Division Street will 
the public convenience; therefore, the following described 

designated and assigned as public street right-of-way. 

THEREFORE, the Council directs: 

a. following described City owned p:ropert,y is hereby designated and 
assign.ed as public right-of-way: 

#4641-1 (SE Ave.) 

ur:aut:a of the Southeast Quarter of Section 6, Township 1 
...,..,~·w~, Range 2 East, Willamette Meridian, Multnomah County, Oregon, 
more particularly described as follows: 

Commencing the corner of the D.D. Prettyman Donation Land 
(OoL.C.); thence 01°04'00" W a distance 330.00 feet along the 

of the D.D. Prettyman D.L.C. ; thence N 89°47'54" E a distance 
feet the Point of Beginning. 

89°47'54" E a distance of 10.00 feet; thence 
feet; thence S 89°4 7'54" a distance 

1 {) 00 fp.pt· t'hs:>nC'"' N (rl O(iJ.'flO" tV <> rl7<:th::mr>a nf ')$'<()fl() foot f-n 1·'ha lj'\.,.a; p,....;.,..t 



Sections 5 and 6, Township 1 South, Range 2 
Multnomah County, Oregon, more parlic 

the southwest corner the D.D. Prettyman Donation 
thence 01°04'00" a distance of 30.00 feet along 
Prettyman D.L.C.; thence 89°47'54" E a distance 

the True Beginning. 

Beginning N 89°47'54" E a distance of 1,295.0( 
a distance of 20.00 feet; thence S 89°47'54'' 

thence S E a distance of 20.00 f 

above legal description being the bearing 
Prettyman D.L.C. as shown on the recorded plat 

ADDITION, Multnomah County, Oregon, and on E 
6, 1988 in the Multnomah County Survey Re 

n<:>••N:.i described above, also being Tract of Partition Plat No. 
recorded August 1990, Multnomah County Records, contains 

square feet (0.595 more or less. 

have a certified copy of this Ordinance recon 
Records, and return one recorded copy 

Section, Bureau Transportation Engine 
Assessor. 

Section The declares an emergency exists because a delay in assi 
and designating the property as public street :right~of-way could cause a de 
development of adjacent property; therefore, this ordinance shall be in fore 
effect from after its passage by the Council. 



' Jntitltod 6/!6/04 2:16 PM 

Agency 

Documents are listed in chronologic3J order by category with the most recent document.,;; at the 

e lirrrmpienl!llel!lltJ11tllol!ll ~ Pn·@pa»sed 
September, 2002 (September, 2002, Prepared by Murray, and m 

uv0'v"'";JJ,"''lJ'" with CH2Mflill and Integrated Utilities Group, describes phases of this project 
o 1I'llnt Pmpose:d BllllH Rimm Drillllkiing W~delf Agency Polky Steerillllg Comnrniitte1e Meetimig Minllllte§~ 

0 

0 

N@vemlt»er 2002 (PDF posted 12/4/02) contain feedback on implementation plan from 
paruc1patmg agencies. 
;:~lllitt»fiJJil1em•f!llltt No. ]. to the Implementation Plan for Formation of a Proposed Bun Run Regional 

Water Agency Phase H, October, 2002 
UllJllt§lt:ll!!fil@m~ ""'m'"""" Wllllnte November 6, 2002 

1}•'1tl\!Ml"H'1llllll£11 City 2002: 
from C@mmissfo1Jiter Saltzm~n, Proposed Regional Bull Run DrinkingWaterAgency 

Next Steps, November 1, 2002 (PDF) 
~i VV oirlk Ses§iiol!ll 0Drvelf from Mort Anoushiravani 
@ Regional Public Issues: Principle issues by citizens, efforts thus to address the issues, 

and future actions.(PDF', 60KB) 
o P11ese!lllt:llltnol!ll to City CoulillcH at Work Session, (PDF, 1.5 MB) 

r0 IP'llu!lste .U DcH!!Mme,!illtS ir.tBated to p!U!blic meetiugs (llll@tice§9 agend~s ~inrud! meeting Jlualll!d!<i!lllllt§) 
@ Drinkhig Age!lllcy Pollky Steerriiing Meetimig 

Milmlllutte~ ll.4, 2002 (PDF posted 12/4/02) 
o Flimrnall lli!gend~ of Policy Steering Committe Meeting ofNovember 14, 2002 (Posted 1118/02) 
o lP'llllbHc Mleetiirng N®tifi.fatfolill Pll"illltedurres Phase H'" Mairdln =September 2002 
@ Mb:lllll!tes of 1U1le Pollicy Steerillllg Cl!llmmi!ttee Mei.e®:mig of Septeml!M~n· 26, 2002, (PDF posted 11/ 

8/02) 
o .A.geillld:!!l foil' IP'ubBk HeaJlrilillg f®ir Aaagu§t 22, 2002 (PDF); 
o Notie® <t.llf Pufuitik He~irfog ®llll Plfim:ipires of A.grt(c:eme!Illt on August 22, 2002 (PD,F) 
© Agell1ld21 forr ~JJully 25, 2002 (PDF) · 
© JPrnpostetrl! Ru1U Rllllllll Drinking Water /Ji,1JJJ1~i1u':w P@Uhty §teerilillg Committe~ Medilll1lg Mlllnilllltll';§ 

fo1r Jf11ure.e 27, 2002 (PDF) 
© P@Milfy Commiittetl:! ~1!'?:!ll!©!~ for June 27, 2002 (PDF) 
© IfDtr!f!!JfJHosed Diriinking Agency PoHicy Stee!l'ilillg Committee MediDg l\lfiml!te;s; 

May 23, 2002 (PDF) 
o Age!llld~ (PDF) and document..:; from the Policy Steering Committee of May 23, 2002 

!ill V~Iltl!lnng Asset-FlffiH .Apprn§!'l$ll~, Greg DiLo:reto, Tualatin VaUey Water 
District, May 1 2002 (PDF) 
lf"'1"«h"'11fb'-"""lfll BlIBU RegfonuuH Dll'l\lllllking W ateir Agelllli.ty Ro!esi Rt:$lf.ll<IJJ!lllsilhimti;:i;§ 
"-"°'"'"·w Steelfiing Committee T~dmk~d AdvilsoJ.t-y Committee Approved the 

Committee on 25, 2002 (PDF) 
OF BUJLL R.UN 

JD1R1INKJING 
25, 2002 (PDF) 

.AGENCY Approved by Policy Steering Committee 

o 1\1Iedil!rng N@te§ Of till~ tP'lll\Hn•·w Stt~eril!!lg Commnttte~ April 25, 2002 (PDF) 
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Filling in the blank per your earlier request 

Subject: l'illing in the blank per your earlier request 
From: "Kate & Chris" <samsa@pacificr.com> 
Dntc: Thu, 26 l'cb 201) 1:1:28:59 -0800 
To: HStcphanie Stewart" <slt.;wartstclair«Dgrnail.com>, "Mark l~artlctt" <bartlctt.m~ljcomcast.nct> 
(.'(:: uJohnny Dwork" <jollnnydwork~-~grnail.com·:·, iri·:ilccn Brady" <cilcenG~)journcy'.? I .com··, "Stcvcn\VaxnndKat\1\ecnl falcy 11 ···Jm!cywax1~ljcoincasLrict: ·, "Ro.scfvlaric ()pp" 
<hudcchrvmc(i1)gmail.com>, "Dau Berger" <drdan@pcakc~pcricncc.cc>, "Ryan Stroud" <wolfStroud@grnail.com>, <floy21@msn.corn>, "!)ec White" 
<dcewhitcl1ljmindspring.com>, 11.fohn l.aurscn 11 <john(fl)press~22.net>, "Dawnt! <vclvetharnmcrOO@)hotmail.com> 

Mark is correct. It appears that PCC 33.730(C)(1) and (2) are the correct citations to fill in the blank per 
your earlier e-mail. So I've attached a revised Assignment of Error w/ appropriate changes highlighted to 
Section l. And for the bare-bones list of code sections I'd change the blank item #1 as highlighted in the 
following: 

i di t' ( {l// ( 

L Improper approval of an application that was not complete in all particulars delineated under PCC 33.730C(1) 
and (2) regarding identification of all true owners, and all current and proposed uses. 
2. Failure to ensure applicant followed proper procedure under 33.815J)30, 33.81 SJMO, 33.100.220, 
33.258 or first obtaining use determination then applying approval criteria and cornpleting requisite Type 
III conditional use hearings for changes to use and development of an existing nonconforming use that has 
automatic conditional use status, more specifically: 

a. Failure to require conditions of 33.815.040(B)(l)(d) be met re change> 1500 sq ft to development of 
current use 

c. Failure to require conditions of 33.815.040(A)( 4)(b) be met re >90% change to amount or current use 
via fill levels and daily flow 
3. Failure to ensure applicant followed proper procedure under 33.815.030, 33.815.040, 33.100.220, 
33.258 of first obtaining use determination then applying approval criteria and completing requisite Type 
III conditional use hearings for addition of new nonconforming use per 33.920.030(B) to areas not 
currently enjoying automatic conditional use status, more specifically: 

a. Failure to require conditions of 33.815.040(A)(2)(b) be met re nonconforming basic utility use 
requiring conditional use per 33. 100.rnO(C) where that use replaces current use for areas currently zoned 
only tor park/recreational 

b. Failure to require conditions of 33.815J)40(A)(3)(b) be met re nonconforming basic utility use 
requiring conditional use per 33. mo. lOO(C) where that use is being added to current use in areas currently 
zoned only for park/recreational 
4. Failure 1o ensure compliance with the appropriate historic review approval conditions under 
33.846.060(G): 

a. Failure to ensure that historic character is preserved and removal of historic features is avoided under 
33.846.060(G)(l). 

b. Failure to ensure that planned changes preserve resource as a record of its time under 
33.846J)60{G)(2). 

c. Failure to ensure that fr)rm and integrity are preserved under 33.846.060(G)(9) 
d. Failure to note plan's violation of approval subsections (1), (2) and (9) due to plan's irreversibility 

under 33.815.050. 
5. Failure to require applicant to meet 33.800.()60 burden of proof in all cases listed above. 

K 
Content-Type: appl ication/vncl.openxm I fon 

2015-02-27 llraft Appeal to City Council of llLC Huling for !\'lTNA--Completc with ownership changes highlightc1l.!lon (' . . 
1 .ontent-I1~ncodmg: ba.sc6t 

I 

l of l 5/12/2015 12:38 PM 
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[mttaborpdx] reservoir update 
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Subject: [mttaborpdx] reservoir update 
From: "Stephanie Stewart" <stewartstclair@gmail.com> 
Date: 5/7/2013 4:51 PM 
To: <mttaborpdx@lists.riseup.net> 

Sounding the alarm 
As we speak, the Portland Water Bureau is digging in preparation to disconnect the Tabor reservoirs. This 
is unexpected, and sooner than ca)led for, and it is a move that unequivocally forces the citizens to accept 
Water Bureau's push to close the open reservoirs and launch expensive new building projects. Friends of 
the Reservoirs sounded an alarm late yesterday, broadcasting the news of this move. If you are invested 
in the effort to keep Portland's drinking water clean, affordable, and out of the hands of expensive 
consultants then you need to call or write your city council and Mayor Hales in the next 24 hours, requesting 
that they stop the work on Mt. Tabor. 

Not a Federal Mandate Anymore 
What is between Portland and a sensible water system? For years local officials have affirmed, along with 
a majority of citizens, that they believe the scientific data showing our water is some of the purest in the 
country. They've stated the mandate to cover our reservoirs was from the Feds, not from anyone that 
actually knows our water system. Together we've bemoaned the incredible waste of scarce public monies 
this rule represents. 

But this isn't a Federal mandate anymore. The Feds are allowing states to decide for themselves how to 
structure and enforce their LT2 compliance. States can allow a city (and they have) to defer all 
construction projects required by this rule, for years and years. They've allowed New York to permit 
Rochester a deferral of all construction spending for a decade; that decade will prove very valuable, as this 
rule will in all likelihood be revised in this next decade to contain a mitigation option that allows cities like 
Portland to test their way into compliance. I recently asked EPA officials why the LT2 rule has been so 
inconsistent in its application across the nation; producing such different rulings in two cities (Portland and 
Rochester) with such similar economies, debt and most importantly, finished water storage facilities. In 
fact, all of Rochester's case is even stronger here - we're in more debt, we have a worse economy, we've 
got cleaner water coming into our system to begin with (Bull Run is recognized for its purity and protected 
watershed). EPA's answer was pretty simple: it isn't us that decides this anymore, it's your state officials. 
If you are invested in the effort to keep Portland's drinking water clean, affordable, and out of the hands of 
expensive consultants then you need to call or write Governor Kitzhaber this week, asking him to prioritize 
this issue by setting a meeting with the Oregon Health Authority. Insist local stakeholders like the Friends 
of the Reservoirs are at this meeting, to provide the decades of research they've put into this issue. OHA 
has for the second time denied Portland's request for a project timeline delay, and this is unacceptable. 
OHA's stated reasons are weak and illogical; at one point they cite our unfiltered Bull Run water as the 
reason they won't allow the reservoirs to stay open, when they are the same body that declared our 
unfiltered Bull Run water safe enough for its own LT2 variance. 

So why are Portland's unnecessary and expensive reservoir replacement plans continuing? Because the 
people who make money on massive projects are better connected than we are. Unless you stop and 
write. 

Contacts: 

Mayor Charlie Hales, 
503 823-4120 
Noah Siegel, Water Bureau Liason, noah.siegel@portlandoregon.gov 

/O~ 
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Commissioners: Amanda Fritz,amanda@portlandoregon.gov 
503 823-3008 
Patti Howard, Patti.Howard@portlandoregon.gov 

Steve Novick, commissioner-novick@portlandoregon.gov 
503 823-4682 
Chris Warner, chris .warner@portlandoregon.gov 

Dan Saltzman dan@portlandoregon.gov 503-823-4151 
Matt Grumm, Matt.Grumm@portlandoregon.gov 

Nick Fish nick@portlandoregon.gov 503-823-3589 

Stephanie Stewart 
Mt. Tabor Neighborhood Association Land Use Chair 
stewartstclair@gmail.com 
www.mtna-landuse.blogspot.com 

_____ Information from ESET Smart Security, version of virus signature database 8307 
(20130507) ----
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