600 NE Grand Ave, www.oregonmetro.gov
Portland, OR 97232-2736

Metro | Making a great place

June 9, 2016

Mayor Charlie Hales
Portland City Councilors
City of Portland, City Hall
1221 SW Fourth Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

RE: Comprehensive plan update: compliance with regional requirements

Dear Mayor Hales and City Councilors:

Portland is a crucial partner for protecting quality of life in the region for decades to come. | would
like to thank the City of Portland, especially Bureau of Planning and Sustainability staff for working
consistently and proactively with Metro over the last several years to ensure that regional
requirements are reflected in the city’s proposal for updating its comprehensive plan.

Certain aspects of City land use regulations and transportation system plan must comply with
regional requirements. The proposed Comprehensive Plan update is a thoughtful document that
advances and balances many regional, city and community objectives. This letter comments on how
the proposed Comprehensive Plan would comply with applicable Metro code sections. Please enter

this letter into the record.

Urban Growth Management Functional Plan compliance

The Urban Growth Management Functional Plan provides direction to cities and counties for the
elements that must be included in their comprehensive plans and zoning. As described below, there
are several Functional Plan sections that are relevant to the proposed Comprehensive Plan.

Title 1 — Housing Capacity

To reinforce cities and maintain a compact urban form, Title 1 of the Functional Plan generally
requires cities to maintain or increase their zoned housing capacity. Because the City is considering
amendments to its comprehensive plan designations, not to its zoning map or code, Metro Title 1
does not apply. We appreciate that city staff has worked closely with Metro to consider downstream
implications for compliance with Title 1 in implementing the comprehensive plan in City’s zoning
code. We look forward to continued coordination on this topic as the city begins considering possible

amendments to its zoning.

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3368 1



Title 4 — Industrial and Other Employment Areas

Title 4 seeks to support the region’s economy by limiting some non-industrial uses in areas depicted
on the Employment and Industrial Areas Map (Title 4 Map). As noted in the City’s draft Findings of
Fact and Conclusions of Law, some of the city zones that correspond to proposed Comprehensive
Plan designations (in Title 4 areas) would not comply with Title 4. Metro staff suggests that the city
either amend the list of corresponding zones to exclude zones that wouldn’t comply with Title 4 or
add code language to ensure that future zone changes are only made if Title 4 Map amendment
criteria can be met (to remove or change their Title 4 designation). We understand that the City may
be requesting several Title 4 Map amendments and expect that Portland staff will continue
coordinating with us to ensure that the applicable Title 4 Map amendment criteria can be met.

Title 6 — Centers, Corridors, Station Communities, and Main Streets

Title 6 recognizes centers, corridors, station communities and main streets as the principal locations
of urban life and calls for actions and investments that enhance that role. Title 6 is largely voluntary
and the city has worked diligently to achieve the activity levels recommended in Title 6. We
commend the city proposal to adopt official boundaries for centers in Portland as that is one of the
requirements for eligibility for future regional investments (as defined in the Functional Plan).

Title 7- Housing Choice

Title 7 is intended to increase the region’s supply of affordable housing. We suggest that the city’s
Findings should note the strategies, actions and implementation measures that the proposed
comprehensive plan includes for ensuring a diverse range of housing types and maintaining and
increasing opportunities for affordable housing (please see Metro Code section 3.07.730).

Regional Transportation Functional Plan (Metro Code, Chapter 3.08) compliance

The Regional Transportation Functional Plan (RTFP) implements the Goals and Objectives in section
2.3 of the RTP and the policies of the RTP and its constituent freight, high-capacity transit and
transportation system management and operations plans which cities and counties of the region will
carry out in their comprehensive plans, transportation system plans (TSPs), other land use regulations
and transportation project development. As described below, there are several RTFP sections that
are relevant to the proposed Comprehensive Plan. Through its Further Findings of Fact, the City has
demonstrated that it is in compliance with all of the relevant sections of the RTFP.

Title 1- Transportation System Design

Title 1 addresses street, transit, freight, bicycle and pedestrian system design, green street design,
street connectivity, bicycle and pedestrian connections to the transit system, modal plans, and
system management. The City has provided findings that demonstrate that it meets and is in
compliance with Title 1 of the RTFP.

Title 2 — Development and Update of Transportation System Plans

Title 2 describes certain elements that must be included and standards that apply when a city
updates its Transportation System Plan (TSP). The City has provided findings that demonstrate that it
meets and is in compliance with Title 1 of the RTFP.
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Title 3 — Transportation Project Development

Title 3 requires the City to identify the location and general description/parameters of planned
facilities. The 2035 Comprehensive Plan and TSP is consistent with this title because the project list
has been mapped, and includes project descriptions/parameters, estimated costs, and timeframes.

Title 4 - Regional Parking Management

Title 4 requires cities to establish parking ratios within a specified range (minimums and maximums)
in their development codes. This title also requires that cities establish minimum bicycle parking
requirements, and requires certain design standards for large parking areas. The title also requires
parking management plans and policies in centers and station communities. The City has provided
findings that demonstrate that it meets and is in compliance with Title 1 of the RTFP.

Title 5 — Amendment of Comprehensive Plans

Title 5 requires cities to consider certain strategies, including, transportation system management,
transportation demand management, transit improvements, bike improvements, pedestrian
improvements, traffic calming, land use, connectivity, and capacity. The City has provided findings
demonstrating that these strategies have been incorporated into the plan and is therefore in
compliance with Title 5 of the RTFP.

Title 6 — Compliance Procedures
Title 6 describes procedures a city must follow to be in compliance with the RTFP. The City has
fulfilled these procedures and is in compliance with Title 6 of the RTFP.

Metro thanks you for the opportunity to participate in this process and looks forward to our
continued partnership.

Respectfully,

AL

Martha Bennett
Chief Operating Officer

Ce: Roger Alfred, Metro
Tom Armstrong, Portland BPS
Kathleen Brennan-Hunter, Metro
Al Burns, Portland BPS
Eric Engstrom, Portland BPS
Elissa Gertler, Metro
Lake McTighe, Metro
Ted Reid, Metro
Gary Shepherd, Metro
John Williams, Metro
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Date: ‘V // 2016 SR TTOR B0 00 aniErEd

To Whom It May Concemn,

This document serves as a written testimony to ask that the mayor and city council to NOT apgrove the Comprehensive
Plan proposed amendment #M35 and deny the request of Brummell Enterprises for a change to the zoning stipufated for
the properties localed at 1623, 1624, 16286, 1653, 1663, 1674, and 1735 SE Sherrett St. Brummell Enterprises (head
quarterad in Alaska) is seeking to change the zoning from R2.5ad {o R1d, from R2ad to CM2, and from R2ad and Rid to
R1d and CM2 (multi unit housing - allowing up to 4-story structures).

For the following reasons the mayor and the city council should NOT approve amendment 35;

= TRAFFIC: The service consideralions described by BPS staff are understated, and they make anyone living in
this area question the validity of the BPS data source and analysis {(which is not cited). On the 17th Ave. corridor
South of Tacoma, traffic /s currently a capacity issue as it is extremely congested during rush hours in the
morning and evening due to local residential and Clackamas County traffic headed fo the Seilwood or Ross Istand
bridges. This seclion is ALWAYS difficult for pedesirians lo cross during the day.
The construction of a new apariment building (on Umatila — a few blocks away) is o add another 44 aparimenls.
Another large apartment building was added last year one btock west of 17" and Tacoma. A new apariment
development is also planned one block east of 17" and Tacoma. ‘
Per the Bureau of Transportation study on parking concerns with CM1 housing developments 88% of residents
in these type buildings own 1 or more cars, More residents are and will be driving on 17" street to work, and for
routine {rips. The “mitigating factor” BPS staff suggests is under-researched at best. This area is not within an
easy walk to the LRT Tacoma stop — it is about 1 mile away from Sherrett st. Residents wanting to lake the LRT
will and do DRIVE on 17" to the Tacoma Stop and park — if no parking is found, which is frequently the case, or
if they want a more secure area to park, they will travel further to the Bybes LRT stop and park in the
Eastmoreland area — THIS 1S HAPPENING NOW.

(

To state biking on the Springwater Corridor Trail is a mitigating factor is also an overstatement. Based on City
Transportation Bureau data on bicycle count locations in 2014 during weekday peek times, this trail had
approximately 1,400 to 2,160 people from the entire Sellwood-Morsiand and nearby neighborhoods {over 11,200
people total) using it to commute during peak weekday hours in non-winler months. A 12% to 18% bike commuter
papulation is hardly a mitigaling factor. For example, this means that the new residenis of the new 44 unit apartment
building may have 5-6 people who will be bikers who maybe will bike all year round {o work (weekend biking drops
nearly in haif).

e Existing CM1 zoning on 17" strest properties owned by Brummelt Enterpnse in this arga already allows them to
further increase dens;ly resulling in more housing and more cars on the 17" corridor. This capacily issueis a
reality now — there is no need to further exacerbale this problem {and cause others) by changing zoning on non-
corridor facing properties that are near or in the middie of the block on Sherrett St

+ The Brummell Enterprises proposal is not about conforming lo the comprehensive ptan's ideal of focusing
development in corridors and centers. It's about pushing high density into an already dense residential area
{Sellwood is now 1.5 times more dense than the average Portland neighborhiood) and maximizing their profil at
the expense of neighbors in the surrounding area. Their request also does not conform with other
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies such as: Pelicy 4.11 Access to light and air, Policy 4.12 Privacy and

“solar access, Policy 4.18 Compact single-family options, Goal 5.B: Equitable access to housing, Policy
§.14 Gentrification/displacement risk, Goal 5.A: Housing diversity, Policy 4.89 Growing food, Policy 4.67
Design with nature, Policy 4.71 Hazards to wildlife, Policy 4.45 Historic and cultural resource protection

— »  Mulli-story buildings at these logations would adversely impact the neighbors on Sherrett St.,, Clatsop st. and on

L Harney St (between 16™ and 17"). They would reduce privacy, and the sunlight, which is necessary to maintain
the gardens and prevent the death of the many plants many neighbors have established- using ecologically
sound and pesticide-free gardening techniques {one is a National Wildlife Federation Backyard Habitat). The
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many irees that have been planted to encourage a healihy ecosystem and watershed for all plants and animals
would suffer or die. Residents on Sherreit St., Harney and Clatsop streels already suffered a reduction of
tivability and solar access when the Brummell company built the 4 story retirement home (1674 SE Sherrett st)
on the South side of 17™& Sherrett St. It would be devastating to further decrease lhe neighbors ability lo enjoy
their homes, gardens, and the wildiife that have been encouraged to share it.

Many residents throughout this area frequently protest the removal of the old homes.The historically significant
homes on Sherrett st. (many over 100 years old) add {o the character of Sellwood and any reduction by
demotlition would diminish that fact.

Per their previous wrilten testimony fo the Bureau of Planning, Brummell Enterprises inlends to create a "south
gateway node into Portland” on 17"& SE Sherrett St. This would enable them to demolish existing renter
occupied homes. However, Sherrett St. is a very narrow street that boarders Sellwood Middle School with
abundant traffic and parking issues as itis. In fact, because of is narrowness, Sherrett 8t. has signs on il placed
by the city to not allow large trucks to iravel on it. They simply do not need 1o destroy any more homes, damage
gardens, creale parking problems and reduce livability for their staled “opportunities”. Also the city recently
designated the intersection of 13%& Tacoma as a historic node — this is a far more appropriate gateway location
io the south side of the Sellwood-Moreland neighborhood.

Seliwood-Moreland is rapidly losing single family rental units. This Is making it very difficull for people who do not
have the ability 1o buy homes {0 obtain encugh space for gardening that can reduce their cost of living, and a

play area for children. This results in further gentrification, a fack of diversity and a forced exodus of families who
have fived in the neighborhood for many years. The city needs to pay altention to this problem and praserve the

current zoning for these houses.
Sincerely, ; -

Name

SARAL [ _aprua ]

Address (900 SE (aop AVE
[Ozfﬂ7 LA, D2
g 79-r7£
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Date; . 2016 AUBTTOR  gae 1546 gretm

To Whom it May Concern,

This document serves as a written testimony to ask that the mayar and city council to NOT approve the Comprehensive
Plan proposed amendment #M35 and deny the request of Brummell Enterprises for a change to the zoning stipulated for
the properties located at 1623, 1624, 1626, 1653, 1663, 1674, and 1735 SE Sherrett St., 1668 SE Nehalem St and 1665
SE Spokane St. Brummell Enterprises (head quartered in Alaska) is seeking to change the zoning from R2.5ad fo R1d,
from R2ad to CM2, and from R2ad and R1d to R1d and CM2 (multi unit housing - allowing up to 4-story structures).

For the following reasons the mayor and the city councit should NOT approve amendment 35

» TRAFFIC: The service considerations described by BPS staff are understated, and they make anyone living in
this area question the validity of the BPS dafa source and analysis (which is not cited). On the 17th Ave. corridor
South of Tacoma, traffic is currently a capacily issue as it is exiremely congested during rush hours in the
morning and evening due to local residential and Clackamas County traffic headed to the Sellwood or Ross island
bridges. This section is ALWAYS difficult for pedestrians to cross during the day.
The construction of a new apartment building (on Umalilla - a few blocks away) is to add another 44 apartments.
Another large apartment building was added last year one block west of 17™ and Tacoma. A new apartment
development is also planned one block east of 17" and Tacoma.
Per the Bureau of Transportation study on parking concerns with CM1 housing developments, 88% of residents
in these type buildings own 1 or more cars. More residents are and will be driving on 17" street to work, and for
routine trips. The “mitigating factor” BPS staff suggests is under-researched at best. This area is not within an
easy walk to the LRT Tacoma stop — it is about 1 mile away from Sherrett st. Residents wanting to take the LRT
o will and do DRIVE on 17" to the Tacoma Stop and park — if no parking is found, which is frequently the case, or
(;E; if they want a more secure area to park, they will iravel further to the Bybee LRT stop and park in the
== Fastmoreland area — THIS IS HAPPENING NOW.

To state biking on the Springwater Corridor Trail is a mitigating factor is also an overstatement. Based on City
Transportation Bureau data on bicycle count tocations in 2014 during weekday peek times, this trait had
approximately 1,400 to 2,160 people from the entire Sellwood-Moreland and nearby neighborhoods {over 11,200
people total) using it to commute during peak weekday hours in non-winter months. A 12% to 18% bike commuter
population is hardly a mitigating factor. For example, this means that the new residents of the new 44 unit apartment
building may have 5-6 people who will be bikers who maybe will bike all year round to work {(weekend biking drops

nearly in haif).

»  Existing CM1 zoning on 17" street properties owned by Brummell Enterprise in this area already allows them to
further increase density resulting in more housing and more cars on the 17" corridor. This capacity issue is a
reality now — there is no need to further exacerbate this problem (and cause others) by changing zoning on pon-
corridor facing properties that are near or in the middle of the block on Sherrett St.

+ The Brummell Enterprises proposal is not about conforming to the comprehensive plan’s ideal of focusing
development in corridors and centers. It's about pushing high density into an already dense residential area
{Seliwood is now 1.5 fimes more dense than the average Portland neighborhood) and maximizing their profit at
the expense of neighbors in the surrounding area. Their request also doas not conform with other
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies such as: Policy 4.11 Access to light and air, Policy 4.12 Privacy and
solar access, Policy 4.18 Compact single-family options, Goal 5.B: Equitable access to housing, Policy
5.14 Gentrification/displacement risk, Goal §.A: Housing diversity, Policy 4.81 Growing food, Policy 4.67
Design with nature, Policy 4.71 Hazards to wildlife, Policy 4.45 Historic and cultural resource protection

(7 o Multi-story buildings at these locations would adversely impact the neighbors on Sherrett St., Clatsop st. and on

= Harney St (between 16™ and 17™). They would reduce privacy, and the sunlight, which is necessary to maintain
the gardens and prevent the death of the many plants many neighbors have established- using ecologically
sound and pesticide-free gardening techniques (one is a National Wildlife Federation Backyard Habitat). The
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many trees that have been planted to encourage a healthy ecosystem and watershed for alf plants and animals
would suffer or die. Residents on Sherrett St., Harney and Clatsop streels already suffered a reduction of
livability and solar access when the Brummell company built the 4 story retirement home (1674 SE Sherrettst) . _
on the South side of 17"& Sherrett St. It would be devastating to further decrease the neighbors ability to enjoy ©__
their homes, gardens, and the wildlife that have been encouraged to share it.

Many residents throughout this area fréquently protest the removal of the old homes. The historically significant
homes on Sherrett st. (many over 100 years old) add to the character of Sellwood and any reduction by
demolition would diminish that fact.

Per their previous written testimony to the Bureau of Planning, Brummell Enterprises intends to create a "south
gateway node into Portland” on 17"& SE Sherrett St. This would enable them to demolish existing renter
occupied homes, However, Sherrett St. is a very narrow street that boarders Seliwood Middle School with
abundant traffic and parking issues as itis. In fact, because of is narrowness, Sherrett St. has signs on it placed
by the city to not allow large trucks to travel on it. They simply do not need to destroy any more homes, damage
gardens, create parking problems and reduce livability for their stated "opportunitiss”. Also the city recently
designated the intersection of 13"& Tacoma as a historic node - this is a far more appropriate gateway location
to the south side of the Sellwood-Moreland neighborhood.

Sellwood-Moreland is rapidly losing single family rental units. This is making it very difficult for people who do not
have the ability to buy homes to obtain enough space for gardening that can reduce their cost of living, and a

play area for children. This results in further gentrification, a fack of diversity and a forced exodus of families who
have lived in the neighborhood for many years. The city needs to pay attention to this problem and preserve the

Sincerely, - _ —

Name

Mall e My e

current zoning for these houses.

Address

b2 5 5@()\Lw\€ Sy

M Ad O
Tor-¥\and A
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Date: A()f[ [0 , 2016

To Whom It May Concern,

This document serves as a written testimony to ask that the mayor and city council to NOT approve the Comprehensive
Plan proposed amendment #M35 and deny the request of Brummell Enterprises for a change to the zoning stipulated for
the properties located at 1623, 1624, 1626, 1653, 1663, 1674, and 1735 SE Sherrett St,, 1668 SE Nehalem St and 1665
SE Spokane St. Brummell Enterprises (head quartered in Alaska) is seeking to change the zoning from R2.5ad to R1d,
frormn R2ad to CM2, and from R2ad and R1d to Rid and CM2 (multi unit housing - allowing up to 4-story structures).

For the following reasons the mayor and the city council should NOT approve amendment 35:

« TRAFFIC: The service considerations described by BPS staff are understated, and they make anyone living in
this area question the valldlty of the BPS data source and analysis {which is not cited). On the 17th Ave. carridor
South of Tacoma, traffic js currently a capacity issue as it is extremely congested during rush hours in the
morning and evening due to local residential and Clackamas County traffic headed to the Sellwood or Ross Island
bridges. This section is ALWAYS difficult for pedestrians to ¢ross during the day
The construction of a new apariment building (on Umatilia — a few blocks away) is to add another 44 apartments.
Another large apartment buifding was added last year one block west of 17" and Tacoma. A new apartment
development is also planned one block east of 17" and Tacoma.
Per the Bureau of Transportation study on parking concerns with CM1 housing devefopments 88% of rasidents
in these type buildings own 1 or more cars. More residents are and will be driving on 17" street to work, and for
routine trips. The “mifigating factor” BPS staff suggests is under-researched at best. This area is not within an
easy walk fo the LRT Tacoma stop — it is about 1 mile away from Sherrett st. Residents wanting to take the LRT
P will and do DRIVE on 17™ to the Tacoma Stop and park — if no parking is found, which is frequently the case, or
LE; if they want a more secure area to park, they will travel further to the Bybee LRT stop and park in the
- Eastmoreland area ~ THIS 1S HAPPENING NOW.

To state biking on the Springwater Corridor Trail is a mitigating factor is also an overstatement. Based on Cily
Transportation Bureau data on bicycle count locations in 2014 during weekday peek times, this trail had
approximately 1,400 to 2,160 people from the entire Sellwood-Moreland and nearby neighborhoods (over 11,200
peopls total) using it to commute during peak weekday hours in non-winter months. A 12% to 18% bike commuter
population is hardly a mitigating factor. For example, this means that the new residents of the new 44 unit apartment
building may have 5-8 people who will be bikers who maybe will bike all year round to work {weekend biking drops
neatly in haif).

s  Existing CM1 zoning on 1 7" street properties owned by Brummel Enterprlse in this area already allows them to
further increase density resulting in more housing and more cars on the 17" cortidor. This capacity issue is a
reality now — there is no need to further exacerbate this problem (and cause others) by changing zoning on non-
corridor facing properties that are near or in the middle of the block on Sherrett St.

» The Brummell Enterprisas proposal is not about conforming to the comprehensive plan’s ideal of focusing
devefopment in corridors and centers. It's about pushing high density into an already dense residential area
(Seliwood is now 1.5 times more dense than the average Portland neighberhood) and maximizing their profit at
the expense of neighbors in the surrounding area. Their request also does not conform with other
Comprehensive Plan goals and policies such as: Policy 4.11 Access to light and air, Policy 4.12 Privacy and
solar access, Policy 4.18 Compact single-family options, Goal 5.B: Equitable access to housing, Policy
5.14 Gentrification/displacement risk, Goal 5.A: Housing diversity, Policy 4.81 Growing food, Policy 4.67
Design with nature, Policy 4.71 Hazards to wildlife, Policy 4.45 Historic and cultural resource protection

f E »  Muiti-story buildings at these locations would adversely impact the neighbors on Sherrett St,, Clatsop st. and on

- Harney St (between 16" and 17™. They would reduce privacy, and the sunlight, which is necessary to maintain
the gardens and prevent the death of the many plants many neighbors have established- using ecologically
sound and pesticide-free gardening techniques {one is a National Wildlife Federation Backyard Habitat). The
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many trees that have been planted to encourage a healthy ecasystem and watershed for all plants and animals
would suffer or die. Residents on Sherreit St., Harney and Clatsop streets already suffered a reduction of
livability and solar access when the Brummelt company built the 4 story retirement home (1674 SE Sherrett st) /.. -
on the South side of 17"& Sherrett St. It would be devastating to further decrease the neighbors ability to enjoy =
their homes, gardens, and the wildlife that have been encouraged to share it

Many residents throughout this area frequently protest the removal of the old homes. The historically significant
homes on Sherrett st. (many over 100 years old) add to the character of Sellwood and any reduction by
demolition would diminish that fact.

Per their previous written testimony to the Bureau of Pianning, Brummell Enterprises intends to create a "south
gateway node into Portiand” on 17"& SE Sherrett St. This would enable them to demolish existing renter
occupied homes. However, Sherrett St. is a very narrow street that boarders Sellwood Middle School with
abundant traffic and parking issues as itis. In fact, because of is narrowness, Sherrett St. has signs on it placed
by the city to not allow large trucks to travel on it. They simply do not need to destroy any more homes, damage
gardens, create parking problems and reduce livability for their stated “opportunities”. Also the city recently
designated the intersection of 13"8 Tacoma as a historic node ~ this is a far more appropriate gateway location
to the south side of the Seilwood-Moreland neighborhoaod.

Sellwocd-Morelfand is rapidly losing single farnily rental units. This is making it very difficult for people who do not
have the ability to buy homes to obtain enough space for gardening that can reduce their cost of living, and a

play area for children. This results in further gentrification, a lack of diversity and a forced exodus of families who
have lived in the neighborhood for many years. The city needs to pay attenfion to this problem and preserve the

current zoning for these houses,
Sincerely,
WL

Name JGL’!/\ P\ . &[{.a"bfﬁ

Address légb SE( ‘%fgﬁﬂ"}é S+
foct\and o, {7702-k704
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Arevalo, Nora

R R R Ve it T ]

===irom: Parsons, Susan
"~ Sent: Tuesday, May 03, 2016 2:23 PM

To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Arevalo, Nora

Subject: 4-27 testimony at Council - Tamara DeRidder

Attachments: 04-27-16 DeRidder Testimony Portland’s Toxic Air.pptx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Completed

Nora,

This is a powerpoint from Tamara DeRidder, given as part of her testimony last week. Please add to your
record. Thank you!

Susan Parsons
Assistant Council Clerk
City of Portland

susan.parsons@portlandoregon.gov
503.823.4085

T T——
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Arevalo, Nora

Eimore-Trummer, Camille 7

Monday, May 02, 2016 9:27 AM

: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: . FW: CUB Testimony - Open Data / Digital Incuision

Attachments: CUB_Testimony_Comp_Amendments_042716.pdf
Follow Up Flag:’ Followup

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you,

Camille E. Trummer

Policy Advisor

Office of Mayor Charlie Hales

Email: camille. trummer@portlandoregon.aov
Direct; 503-823-4045

Mobile: 503-823-8082
www.portlandoreqgon.gov/imayor

From: Samuel Pastrick [mailto:samuel@oregoncub.org] . ‘ -
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 3:45 PM 7
To: Elmore-Trummer, Camille <Camille. Trummer@portlandoregon.govs
@bject: Re: CUB Testimony - Open Data / Digital inculsion ‘

Camille,
Apologies - please use the version attached (I noticed a typo in the other and I hate typos).
Best,

Sam

On Wed, Apr 27, 2016 at 3:17 PM, Samuel Pastrick <samuel@oregoncub.ore> wrote:
'~ Camille, ' ‘

- Thanks for pulling me aside after my testimony this afternoon. Please find my/CUB's remarks attached.

And just to be crystal clear: CUB strongly opposes proposed amendments P11, P68, and P85. Conversely,
- CUB strongly supports the original PSC language around polices 2.11, 8,117, and 8.118.

. Please be in touch with any questions or concerns.

Cheers,

Cam | ﬁ
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: Samuel Pastrick
: Development Associate + Telecom Advocate

Citizens' Utility Board of Oregon
: CUB Policy Center
. CUB Connects

samuel@oregoncub.org
503-227-1984 x19

. http://www.oregoncub.org
¢ hitp://'www.cubpolicycenter.org
; http:/ivvww.cubconnects.org

Samuel Pastrick
Development Associate + Telecom Advocate

Citizens' Utility Board of Oregon
CUB Policy Center’
CUB Connects

samuel@oregoncub.org
503-227-1984 x19

http:/iwww.oregoncub.org
hitp ://Aww.cubpolicycenter.org
hitp://www.cubconnects.org
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" Citizens’ Utility Board |

of Oregom

April 27, 2016

To: Portland City Council
Re: Comprehensive Plan Amendments

My Name is Sam Pastrick, and I’m with the Citizens’ Utlity Board (CUB) of Oregon. CUB oppuoses
proposed amendments P11, P68, and P85.

While the City’s Cormprehensive Plan is, at its core, a land-use plan — it’s also so much more. That’s to say,

ensuting urban and neighborhood vitality relies on so much more than solving “land-use” issues.

The Comp Plan is also a framework to inform innovative decision-making for the benefit of City residents
over the long-term — and in policy arenas once thought to have less to do with land-use and more to do with,
well; transportation - for instance. This connection is now a given, but that wasn’t always the case.

Ubiquitous broadband access, and fair and transparent inclusion in the digital world, has become essential to
daily life. Connecting disparate communities with disparate services requires clear and pioneeting policy
around transportation. This same idea is true for open data and digital inclusion,

Thetefore, tying land-use to open date and digital inclusion is, in CUB’s opinion, akin to tying land-use to

* transportation.

Specifically, while private utilities, internet service, and technology companies provide commupication
services and facilities to Portlanders, the City does regulate some aspects of those setvices — such as the siting
of those facilities. And through past Broadband Adoption Plags, and now the Digital Equity Action Plan
(DEAP) Resolution, the City has displayed a strong track-record of promoting fair and affordable access to
emerging technology and communications services for all Portland residents.

More specifically, by removing key language from policy 2.11 around open data — and also from policies
8.117 and 8.118 around broadband adoption and encouragiag regulatory investments in technology and
communications infrastructure — neither the City's Comprehensive Plan (as it concerns digital inclusion), nor
the DEAP Resolution catry the needed “teeth”, '

We can’t know precisely what Portland, or the world for that matter, will look like in 10 ox 20 years. Butit’s a
safe bet that the internet and data-driven decision making will play a feature role in building healthier, more
vibrant, and equitable communiies.

Knowing this, City Council has an opportunity to either lead the charge or bring up the rear on Open Data
and Digital Inclusion policy. CUB opposes amendments P11, P68 and P85, so urges a no vote. -

Thank you.

Samuel Pastrick
Citizens’ Utility Board of Oregon
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Arevalo, Nora

S m:; Elmore-Trummer, Camille

“sent; Monday, May 02, 2016 9:25 AM

To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan Testimony: S 20, 521, S22 and P45
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Thank you,

Camille E. Trummer

Policy Advisor

Office of Mayor Charlie Hales

Email: camille.trummer@portlandoregon.gov
Direct; 503-823-4045

Maobile: 503-823-8062
www.porttandaregon,.gov/imayor

From Imdsays@pdx edu [mallto Imdsays@pdx edu]
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 7:23 PM
To: Elmore-Trummer, Camille <Camille. Trummer@portlandoregon.gov>
Cri Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portiandoregon.gov>

ject Fwd: Comprehensive Plan Testimony: S 20, 521, $§22 and P45
Hi Camille,
Good chatting with you today!

Here is my written testlmony I submitted later this afternoon. Hopefully it is a bit more articulate than my oral
testimony as I was coming from work....and hadn't had lunch!

When I sent this, I was in a meeting at the work and seem to have left you out and misspelled the Mayor's
name.

So hear it is...see below.

Ilook fofward to meeting with you further as this all evolves.
Thank you,

Susan

Sent from my iPad

(\_gm forwarded message:
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From: Susan Lindsay <lindsays@pdx.cdu>

Date: April 27,2016 at 4:56:13 PM PDT

To: "pdxcompplan@portlandoregon.gov" <pdxcompplan@portlandoregon.gov>

Ce: Hales Charlie <MayorHayes@portlandoregon.gov>, Commissioner Fritz
<amanda@portlandoregon.gov>, Steve Novick <Novick@portlandoregon.gov>, Nick Fish
<nick@portlandoregon.gov>, Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>, "Grumm,
Matt" <matt.erumm{@portlandoregon.gov>, "Shriver, Katie" 5
<Katie.Shriver@portlandoregon.gov>, Jamie Dunphy <jamie.dunphy@portlandoregon.gov>,
"Adamsick, Claire" <claire.adamsick@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony: S 20, S21, S22 and P45

To the Honorable Mayor Hales and Commissioners Novick, Saltzman, Fritz and Fish,
I write to urge your support of Corap Plan amendments S20, 521, and 822,

While there were many zoning changes proposed for the Buckman neighborhood, these three
amendments were specially requested and supported by many neighbors concerned about the
potential devastating consequences brought by the proposed map changes put in place by the
original BPS plan.

Buckman is an historic, eclectic neighborhood, low to medium income neighborhood with
beautiful houses and trees which underwent large-scale and sweeping demolitions in the 1970's.

At that time and watching Portland's oldest eastside neighborhood being bulldozed for apartment
buildings, dedicated activists got busy and worked to protect the neighborhood from further -
destruction and {o save the houses and trees

The map changes proposed by planning threaten those hard fought protections and should be
rejected.

S21 and $22 are both in an area which has recently undergone and passed the rigorous workup
for a historic district and was approved for inclusion by the National Register body. Concerns
within the neighborhood about design review fees caused the application to be withdrawn,..but
all is in place for this process to resume. S21 and S22 protect that path and the important historic

resources in the proposed district.

Keeping the existing zoning in place is supported by a letter submitted from the Portland Historic
Landmarks Commission which calls upon this area to remain R-35.

Regarding S20. We are so pleased to have this support and ask for it to continue! This very
important "bridge" area ..the heart of our residential area...between Colonel Summers Park and
Buckman Elementary should be preserved with existing zoning. BPS one sentence response that
this area is all commercial is completely incorrect.

The importance of $20 cannot be underscored. The new developments being currently built are
large and filled will very small, very expensive studio apartments. The existing R1 and R2.5 in
this area will allow other housing types to be developed so that couples and families with
children can find room in Buckman all within walking distance to the park and school.
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This area contains many turn of the century homes which provide affordable rental opportunities
with unit sizes that accommodate families. When this arca builds out, we *want* it to include
more family-size housing.

Regarding P45, This strategy is interesting, but already in place in working class Buckman. Any
"middle housing" proposal for the city needs much more vetting.....and absolutely needs to be
looked at city-wide..or at least city-wide west of 82nd Avenue on the east side, and east of -
Skyline Blvd. on the west side.

Thete are many close in neighborhoods on both sides of the Willamette which could lend
themselves to a middle housing look...such as Sellwood, Laurelhurst, Grant Park, Irvington, The
SW and NW Hills, and Alameda. As a matter of equity, density should not be increased only in
the areas already doing their share, and opening alternative housing options city wide opens up
more affordable housing types in neighborhoods with good schools and amenities,

Finally, I am only slightly aware of a memo issue April 14th regarding protecting the houses in
521 while increasing the density to R1. While [ appreciate the effort to protect these important
resources, I would oppose this at this time as there has been no process or notification ...no one
knows anything about this...and the density increase suggestion is too high.

A better approach might be examining the allowing of ADUs in duplexes city-wide.

Again, thank you for your sponsoring of amendments S20, S21 and S22. We ate so grateful and
ask for your continued support.

Buckman is a wonderful neighborhood with many housing types, We do not want you lose our
heart, which we have fought so hard to preserve.

Thank you, .
Susan Lindsay

625 SE 17th Avenue
Portland, OR 97214

Susan Lindsay
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Arevalo, Nora
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Washington, Mustafa

sent:

Monday, May 02, 2016 8:36 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Comprehensive Plan and "Missing Middle" [scale] Housing
Follow Up Flag: Foliow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Please accept this testimony, is was submitted to us prior to 5pm, | was out of the office and unable to forward emails.

Mustafa

From: Rob Wilcox [mailto: rebwi]coxjr@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 4:49 PM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>; Commtssaoner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: Comprehensive Plan and "Missing Middle" [scale] Housing

Mavyor, and Commissioners,

. 1am following up in the Portland Tribune article http://portlandtribune.com/pt/9-news/302840-180514-portlanders-

st-on-missing-middle-housing.
lagree "'Missing Middie" housing is worth exploring.

I believe it should *not* be added to the comprehensive plan now, but should have a period of study with public
involvement of no more than a year.

Ultimately | believe | would support it strongly.
In this note | would like to:
| Expand upon my thinking on the "Missing Middle"

Hl Suggest the Bureau of Development Services investigate expanded code and enforcement scrutiny of water and the
- building envelope

| "Missing Middle”

Builders have formulas of lot cost, lot size, building types, finish and more. Building to a set of formulas housing that is in
demand minimizes their risk, and homebuilding is a business risk. For these to work, the City would need to consult with
regional builders to see if these are being built today and what are the parameters of the mode! based on land price,
selling price and cost of capital that make them feasible.

— Jarallel the neighbors and the public need to participate and ultimately support whatever rule makmg is adopted.

| believe that Portland has to balance two factors:
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1. Avoid unnecessarily inflating housing prices as has happened by NIMBY development limits limiting supply.
2. Avoid replacing every affordable "used” home with new construction which *always™* results in a higher cost per
square foot for renters and buyers.

Displacing an individual from a "used" home they rent can be devastating economically.

Maintaining "used" housing is *always* more sustainable than building new. In almost every case, the "used"
construction is much more durable as well. This is amply demonstrated by the construction defects in even high cost
Pear! District projects. Construction defects in my circle extend over multi-family and single family homes.

They will extend into the "Missing Middle" new construction.

Il Improving the building envelope in BDS

Many personal friends have had failures in the building envelope because of water infiltration or failure of the sheathing

material.
They have had improperly installed flashing that directed water into the wall cavity. That was found when an AIDS

patient in the building exhibited a sensitivity to fungus. Several friends have had wholesale siding or window
replacements. | was at a party in a new Tudor in Beaverton when water started dripping from the celling of the kitchen
onto the island. :

if you know Stewart Brand's book "How Buildings Learn" you know the theory of the rehabilitation of buildings: that the
skin is replaced several times in the building life. t believe the skin of my house was replaced about 30-50 years ago after
an about 40-60 year initial life. Some of the original old growth fir sheathing is still solid.

The roof sheathing was replaced once, but many Portland homes have 100 year old roof sheathing.

We have strong energy law in the Northwest from Senator Henry "Scoop"
Jackson's NW Power Act of 1980. So skin replacements have added economic value.

| propose a review of building shell best practices with respect to water infiltration in similar climates and their code.
The study would include plan review, inspection protocol and BDS costs.

I believe on new construction or remodeling the value to the home buyer or renter is much larger than issues with
plumbing and wiring.

Best regards,

Rob Wilcox
SW Portland
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—am: Washington, Mustafa
aent: Monday, May 02, 2016 8:32 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: FW: Emailing - Middle Scale Housing City Council.pdf
Attachments: Middle Scale Housing City Council.pdf; ATT0000L.htm
Follow Up Flag: Foliow up
Flag Status: Flagged

From: Richard Potestio [mailto:rick@potestiostudio.com]

Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 5:35 PM

To: Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Novick <novick@portiandoregon.gov>

Subject: Emailing - Middle Scale Housing City Council.pdf

Dear Mayor Hales and Commissioners,

- Attached please find revised testimony in support of Commissioner Novick’s and Commissioner Salesman’s
~eoposed amendment regarding Middle Scale Housing.

—==mc constraints last week set my testimony over to today, however my own business obligations precluded by
" ability to present in person.

‘T hope that you will accept this testimony and read it in complete detail.
Yours,

Rick Potestio
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April 19, with revision, April 27 in red for emphasis.
To: The Portland City Council and Mayor Hales

Testimony in Support of Novick and Saltzman Proposed
Amendment P45 to the Comp Plan.

By Richard Potestio, 2211 SW Park Place, no. 502, Portland.

[ am here to support Commissioners Novick's and Saltzman'’s
Proposed Amendment to the Comp Plan supporting Middle
Scale Housing.

Portland is experiencing a housing crisis, aspects of which
include Affordability, Equity, Gentrification and Demolition.
This crisis is in part a result of our zoning, which mandates
single dwellings on about 70 percent of our land area. Thisisa
de-facto Urban Anti-Growth Boundary. Restricting the
opportunity to add new housing in this huge area creates an
ongoing shortage of housing where people want to live—in our
cherished vintage neighborhoods.

MIDDLE SCALE HOUSING PROVIDES A SOLUTION TO THIS
CRISIS, ASIT IS AFFORDABLE HOUSING FOR A DIVERSE
POPULATION THAT CAN BE BUILT ON ANY BLOCK IN ANY
NEIGHBORHOOD.

Because Middle scale housing is modest in size, it will be
affordable for small, local developers and may not require
public subsidy or large-scale investment. Because it increases
density, it will be affordable for buyers as land costs are
distributed to more units. And rents may be more affordable

- because the landlords are likely to be members of our

community and sensitive to our means.
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MIDDLE SCALE HOUSING FITS NEIGHBORHOODS WHERE
PEOPLE WANT TO LIVE

Portland’s neighborhoods are filled with well-integrated
examples of Middle Scale housing adjacent to both lower and
higher density housing types. New Middle Scale housing
integrated in the same manner, will give residents the
opportunity to raise families and retire in their same
neighborhood.

MIDDLE SCALE HOUSING WILL ADDRESS SEGREGATION AND
BUILD COMMUNITY

As Portland refined its zoning map over the decades, it
segregated the city into areas of distinct housing types. This in
turn has segregated our population into areas defined by socio-
economic means. Portland has been discovered, and the
resulting rise in prices has caused gentrification and relocation
of individuals and communities.

Middle Scale Housing integrates a mix of housing types and
thereby ensures that people of all ages, incomes, relationships
and backgrounds can coexist in neighborhoods. Thus Middle
Scale housing may be the basis for truly diverse and healthy
communities.
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MIDDLE SCALE HOUSING MUST BE INTEGRATED

Therefore, you, our leaders, cannot undermine the benefits of
Middle Scale Housing by directing our planners to grab a new
color to fill in the zoning map where political opposition is the
weakest,

Middle Scale housing cannot be isolated on the periphery of
neighborhoods or sequestered along high density Corridors
and Centers. It cannot be restricted in size by artificial zoning
constraints or located on the basis of size or number of units.
Middle Scale housing is not a transitional buffer between zones
of different densities.

For Middle Scale housing to work, it mustbe integrated
anywhere in all neighborhoods. It must be designed on the
basis of appropriate unit sizes, unit mixes and unit numbers
corresponding to programmatic requirements and normal
residential room and unit sizes. It should not be built solely for
singles, but must be built for middle-sized families of middle-
income means.

If over the course of 25 years every demolished house was
required to be replaced with Middle Scale housing containing a
minimum of 4 units, this would capitalize on a change of 12
per-cent of the existing housing stock by creating a 37 per-cent
increase in units per block. At this rate, Portland could fit
222,000 of its 260,000new residents in affordable housing in
neighborhoods where they would like to be.
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704 SE 29"

Year built: 1910 _
Description: single-family
residential

Current zoning: RS
Proposed zoning R1

2924 SE Alder St

Year built: 1912
Description: single-family
residential

Current zoning: R5
Proposed zoning: R1

2926 SE Washington

Year built: 1909

Description: single family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1

614 SE 29"

Year built: 1911

Description: single-family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1
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737 SE 30" Ave

Year built: 1888

Description: single-family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1

804 SE 29™ Ave

Year built: 1911

Description: single family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1

2921 and 2927 SE Morrison
Year built: 1907

Use: single family residential
Cutrent zoning: R2.5
Proposed zoning: R1

) i
..31.,...--.,... R
frr(n‘rr(v r.’,'r-'. L 'c' ——

613 SE 30"

Year built; 1907

Description: single family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: ¥857 g"]
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2746 SE Stark St

Year built; 1910

Description; single family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: Rass xS (

2736 SE Stark St

Year built: 1906

Description: single-family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1

517 SE 28" Ave

Year built; 1910

Description; single-family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1

800 SE 26"

Year built: 1886

Description single family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1

520 SE 27"

Year built; 1884

Description: single family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1
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2716 SE Washington

Year built; 1913

Description: single family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1

2704 SE Washington

Year built; 1928

Description: single family residential
Current zoning: R2.5

Proposed zoning: R1

Single-family residential changing to Multi-family R2

624 SE 26" Ave
710 SE 26" Ave
716 SE 26 Ave
728 SE 26™ Ave
802 SE 27™ Ave
734 SE 27" Ave
724 SE 27" Ave
725 SE 28™ Ave
706 SE 28" Ave
807 SE 28™ Ave
808 SE 28" Ave
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My name is Brian Richardson and I am testifying in support of Commissioner Novick's
amendment 2 in a memo dated April 12% to previous amendments $21 and $22 that
would result in maintaining existing single-family RS + R2.5 zoning in the areas between
SE 26™ and 30™ Avenues and Belmont and Stark Streets. The changes proposed by the
Comprehensive Plan to multifamily R1 and R2 are very specific to this 4x4 block area
while leaving surrounding areas of southeast Portland with nearly identical housing stock
unchanged. We would have all of our single family homes convert to R2 or R1, which I
have included as information in the packet I gave you.

Many of us seem to agree on the need for middle-density housing, but we shouid face
these challenges and changes together throughout inner southeast Portland. Rental

housing in our neighborhood is actually relatively affordable due to our mix of single-
family homes, duplex, triplexes, and small apartment buildings. So rather than just trying
to bring even more density to our tiny area, with the potential for 45-foot-tall, 4-story
apartment buildings next to (or replacing) single-family homes, we should instead bring
our mixed, mosaic model to the nearby residential neighborhoods.

This area is not appropriate for this proposed density increase, We are certainly not a
commercial center; we don't have any grocery stores. Stark St. to the north is nota
commercial corridor in the way that Burnside or Hawthorne are - it is largely residential
and doesn't have a bus line. Belmont to the south is also notably undeveloped and
residential through this section.

The Sunnyside Neighborhood Association opposes the changes to our zoning, as do my %
neighbors that I have spoken to. We aren't afraid of growth or density, both of which

already exist in our neighborhood. We know the city is changing. However, we feel

singled out for large changes to our neighborhood while not asking the rest of the area to

chip in,

I ask for your support in maintaining the existing single-family zoning in my area while
working on more fair and forward thinking policies on middle-density housing that
include more neighborhoods, Thank you very much for listening,
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Gary Miniszewski 8343 SW 57th Ave. Portland April 20, 2016
A ﬁ/’"’{) 2:/ z0/

Testimony to City Council regarding provision of more opportunities for
development of "Middle Housing” and affordable housing in Portland.

Also, proposai to protect sunlight access for existing dwellings ?
R O e a’(%

This testimony references three documents that are attached E 5
1. The first document is the Feb 2, 2016 memo to Mayor Hales from  (XgAf5 54y
Principal Planner Engstrom. On page 4 of this document five options  vu £y -
are suggested to the Mayor for Council consideration. | recommend %
that the first 2 approaches be further pursued with adequate T8
community input. Those are re-evaluate zoning in inner SE PDX,
and evaluate R 2.5 comp Plan areas not yet zoned R2.5. In
addition to the staff suggestions, | recommend that the Council have
Planning staff further evaluate the potential for additional land area in
the city to be designated R-1, R 2. and R-2.5. If the City Council
thinks more opportunities are needed for the development of middle
housing, designating more vacant and/or underdeveloped land as
R-1, R-2 or R-2.5 is a more legally viable process than hastily
changing the comp plan and zoning code to allow for additional
density {middle housing )in fully developed single family residential
neighborhoods presently zoned for that use. Housing structures
built at R-1, R-2 and R 2.5 densities are qualitatively different in
mass and height (development intensity) than those structures built
at R-5, R-7 or R-10 densities.

The owners of homes in existing low-density residential zones bought
those properties with the underlying understanding that their
neighborhoods would not appreciably change. This understanding is
based on city land use designations as proscribed at the time of
acquisition. The provision of owner certainty for how intensely land
adjacent to their property can be developed through zoning regulation
is a major principle in the practice of land use planning.

2.  The second document is the city planning definitions of muilti-dwelling
residential zones. To provide for more land area suitable {o be zoned
for R-1, R-2 and R-3 (R-2.57) basic, rational fand planning criteria
for where those zones should be located has been highlighted.
Examples of those criteria are: If near low residential zones, have
multi-family zones be applied to large sites (1 acre +) or groups of
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Gary Miniszewski 8343 SW 57th Ave. Portland April 20, 2016

sites; Have multi-family zones be applied near major streets and
supportive public and commercial services. As stated in the
Engstrom staff report, high density residential zones should only be-
located in areas that are physically suitable and where adequate
infrastructure is fully developed.

3.  The third document is an e-mail [ sent to the Mayor and Council in
early February of this year. It basically appeals to you to not have the
subject of low-income housing be addressed in the comprehensive
plan process. My argument was and still is as follows. Providing
opportunities for low cost housing is not a simple matter of supply-

~demand economics. Providing more land zoned for moderate density
housing, thus more residential units built than the projected need, will
not alone reduce the costs of those units. The e-mail includes an
opinion paper written by Brian Cambell. He basically states that
the Portland 20 year fand supply proposed in the new comp plan for
additional housing is adequate. The pMe C{ggl estate market,
however, determines the mix)aﬁd quality.of w(ha@ets built. Without
government affecting change in how this market functions, we will not
be able to appreciably address the needs of those who cannot afford
market-rate housing. The City Council needs to develop a 21st-
century mix of economic inducements, incentives and requirements
to engage the housing development industry in providing for a more
broad range of affordable housing. Inclusionary zoning is one
example of an incentive that can be used by the City.

Lastly, | request that the City Council develop a policy (and implementing
ordinances) protecting existing home owner’s right to sunlight. This policy
and implementing codes should affect all forms of new housing
development in all the moderate to low density residential zones, whether it
be for middle housing or single family residential infill. Existing home
owners in these zones have a right to the sunlight they presently access:
sunlight on rooftops that presently have solar panels installed or have high
potential for solar energy production; sunlight to their yards, especially rear
yards; and sunlight to their dwelling windows. The burden of proof would
be on all new residential developments, showing that the above sunlight
policy and code regulations are met through planning and/or building code
review.
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BRIDGETON NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION

Portland City Council
1221 S.W. Fourth Avenue
Portland Oregon 97201 .

Bridgeton Neighborhood Association officially requests the City of Portland
amend the proposed Portland Comprehensive Plan to change the designation
of Bridgeton Neighborhood from Mixed-Use - Dispersed to Mixed Use -
Neighborhood.

The Mixed-Use Neighborhood designation would create zoning that matches the
existing scale of the buildings that have been built in our river neighborhood since
the adoption of the Albina Community Plan, The Mixed Use Neighborhood
designation also is consistent with the adopted Bridgeton Neighborhood Plan’s
spirit of creating a vibrant dense village along the Columbia River.

One important thing to understand about our topography is that our neighborhood
is built along the Columbia River Levee. The Levee makes most of Bridgeton have a
14 feet elevation change from the Top to the Toe of the Levee.

The Designation Mixed Use Neighborhood and the CM2 zoning enabled by that
designation allow that elevation change to be used in a better way. For instance, the
elevation change allows tuck-under parking on the backside of the building while
still enabling a delightful pedestrian orjentation to the front of the homes along

Bridgeton Road.
We also feel strongly that the best way for Bridgeton to foster a sustainable village
of local services, in partnership with the Hayden Island Community, is for us to

continue with the same development density we have now, which is Mixed-Use
Neighborhood

Please adopt this change to the Portland Comprehensive Plan,

Respectfully,

Walter Valenta, Bridgeton Neighborhood Land-use Chair

Adopted by the Bridgeton Neighborhood Board

Karen Kane. Bridgeton Neighborhood Chair  Leslie Sawyer Scott Niesen

Nancy MacGregor Bill Coffman Brian Stipak Ann Neuenschwander
Matt Whitney Kim Swenson Bridget Bayer
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Portland City Council
1221 S.\W. Fourth Avenue

Portland Oregon
Re: Written Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Testimony

Dear Members of the Portiand City Council,

This testimony applies to the triangular shaped vacant 2.57 acres located at the west end of Hayden
Island with property 1D R323354 Map 1N1E28 100. Specifically, this is the last privately owned property
at the west end of Hayden Island Drive and is adjacent to the large Multnomah County ownership that
was considered for the industrial terminal. The property generally has at its northerly boundary the
Columbia River, the southerly boundary the elevated raiiroad bridge, and the easterly boundary the
private Schooner Creek ownership zoned 1G2.

Currently, the property has three (3) zones which are portrayed on the attached exhibit. The southerly
zone encompasses about one-third of the property along Hayden Island Drive and is RF Residential Farm
and Forest, This is the same zone designation as the Multnomah County terminal land had before it was
recently changed to industrial. The northerly zone encompasses about two-thirds of the property
adjacent to the Columbia River and is R2 Residential 2000. The very most easterly corner has a miniscule
area under the guidelines of General industrial 2 and is zoned 1G2, This small area abuts the neighbor
zone of IG2 that is currently Schooner Creek,

The property, for the following reasons, needs to be zoned 1G2 which is the same as the surrounding
properties and needs to have a COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CHANGE ALLOWING 1G2 ZONING.

1. The location between the railroad bridge and the existing industrial properties certainly does
not lend itseif to a residential use.

2. The existing zones were basically “remnant” zones from the past. These zones make no sense
as to the reasonable uitimate use of the property and a predictable development,

3. The property is better zoned compatible to its neighbors which is 1G2.

4, The conversion of this unique property to 1G2 industrial adds needed industrial property to
the City of Portland’s industrial land inventory.

5. One of the goals of the City in reviewing the existing the Comprehensive

in conclusion, the Portland City Council is reviewing the existing Comprehensive Plan and Zone for
properties within the City to simplify and enhance development that are beneficial to long range
strategies. One of the goals is to eliminate “split” zoning on City properties, This is a prime property
needing a common sense Comprehensive Plan and Zone change eliminating the “split” zone and adding

valuable industrial land for development.

Thank You on behalf of property owners SDP LLC and Steve Stanich
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Portland City Council
1221 S.W. Fourth Avenue

Portiand Oregon
Re: Comprehensive Plan and Zone Testimony

Dear Members of the Portland City Council,

This testimony applies to the property at 4934 N Vancouver Avenue in Portland Oregon with Property ID
R308868 Map 1N1E22AC 1500. The owner of the property is Douglas McCabe of the McCabe Group.

Currently the property carries a Neighborhood Commercial 2 (CN2) commercial zone.

The new proposed Comprehensive Plan designation is Mixed Use Neighborhood. This designation is
acceptable to the property owner with the assumption that the new zone for the property becomes
COMMERCIAL MIXED USE 2 (Ci2).

The new Comprehensive Plan and zones proposed by the City will be in place for a long time. The City’s
progressive development attitude benefits the trend to live “close in” to take advantage of the resulting
commercial amenities and transit. Project values, project loan criteria, and the market will be important

to determine the development for new projects.

This specific 5740 Sq.ft. property fronts N. Vancouver Avenue which is a major north south Avenue that
has experienced tremendous development lately. Many of the buildings on Vancouver Avenue and
nearby are 4-6 stories in height with high density. The abilities of the CM2 zone allow for similar height
and density as other properties in the area.

A letter from adjacent property owner Jackie Strong {114 and 106 Alberta Street) will be submitting a
similar request for his 18,000 SqFt. of property located east,

In conclusion, Douglas McCabe feels the resource of his 5740 Sq.Ft. property at this location is best
suited to the MIXED USE NEIGHBORHOOD COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION WITH A CM2 ZONE.

Thank you very much for your consideration,

Douglas McCabe POBox 14593 Scottsdale Arizona phone 503-314-3331
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Portland City Council
1221 S.W. Fourth Avepue

Portland Oregon
Re: Written Comprehensive Plan and Zoning Testimony

Dear Members of the Portland City Council,

This testimony applies to the triangular shaped vacant 2.57 acres located at the west end of Hayden
tsland with property 1D R323354 Map 1N1£28 100. Specifically, this is the last privately owned property
at the west end of Hayden Island Drive and is adjacent to the large Multnomah County ownership that
was considered for the Industrial terminal. The property generally has at its northerly boundary the
Columbia River, the southerly boundary the elevated railroad bridge, and the easterly boundary the
private Schooner Creek ownership zoned 1G2.

Currently, the property has three (3} zones which are portrayed on the attached exhibit. The southerly
zone encompasses about one-third of the property along Hayden Island Drive and is RF Residential Farm
and Forest. This Is the same zone designation as the Multnomah County terminal land had before it was
recently changed to industrial. The northerly zone encompasses about two-thirds of the property
adjacent to the Columbia River and is R2 Residential 2000. The very most easterly corner has a miniscule
area under the guidelines of General Industrial 2 and is zoned 1G2. This small area abuts the neighbor
zone of 1G2 that is currently Schooner Creek. :

The property, for the following reasons, heeds to be zoned 1G2 which Is the same as the surrounding
properties and needs to have a COMPREHENSIVE PLAN CHANGE ALLOWING 1G2 ZONING.

1. The location between the railroad bridge and the existing industrial properties certainly does
not lend itself to a residential use.

2. The existing zones were basically “remnant” zones from the past. These zones make no sense
as to the reasonable ultimate use of the property and a predictable development.

3. The property is better zoned compatible to its neighbors which is 1G2.

4. The conversion of this unique property to I1G2 Industrial adds needed industrial property to
the City of Portland’s industrial land inventory.

5. One of the goals of the City in reviewing the existing the Comprehensive

In conclusfon, the Portland City Council is reviewing the existing Comprehensive Plan and Zone for
properties within the City to simplify and enhance development that are beneficial to long range
strategies. One of the goals is to eliminate “split” zoning on City properties. This is a prime property
needing a common sense Comprehensive Plan and Zone change eliminating the “split” zone and adding

valuable industrial land for development.

Thank You on behalf of property owners SDP LLC and Steve Stanich
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Joseph Meyer & Christine Yun %+ 1915 SE Alder St. < Portland, OR 87214

Aprit 17, 2016

Members of Portland City Council

Re: proposed amendments to the Comprehensive Plan

Dear Mayor and City Commissioners:

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of citizen testimony on proposed
Comprehensive Plan changes that will dictate the direction Portland will take over the

next 20 years.

We would like first to express support for the following amendments:

P20 Distinct identities — distinct neighborhood character is what
makes Portland unigue.
P21 Diverse residential areas — diverse residential areas ensure

that residents are exposed to diversity of neighbors and thus
cultivate empathy and understanding for different life paths

P39 i Preservation equity — prioritizing preservation in working class
neighborhoods ensures that the story of working class people
is an important part of the story of building Portland.

P42 Deconstruction — deconstruction is important to keeping
valuable resources out of the landfiil and to ensure that
embodied energy going into fine wood carvings or artisan
glass is not thrown away.

P44 Grocery stores & markets in centers — a city does not consist
of housing alone. People have to eat, buy clothes and
supplies and recreate. | support the development of everyday
businesses throughout the city as well as places to recreate.

P53 Central city industrial districts — industrial districts are important
to Portland’s history and to ensuring a diversity of jobs and
workers. Support minimizing conflicts between industrial areas
and neighboring residential areas.

We do not support amendment P45, Middle Housing. This amendment covers territory,
which was not part of the extensive public input process during the Comprehensive
Plan. While an atiractive planning concept, there is not enough detail on how the public
will be able to submit input on where this additional density occurs, what form it takes
and what the timeline would be for the implementation. In addition, none of the affected
_ property owners have received notice of proposed zoning changes resulting from this
6L amendment, seemingly counter to state land use law.
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Joseph Meyer & Christing Yun  «+ 1915 SE Alder St. & Poddiand, OR 97214

The following amendments merit more in-depth discussion due to BPS’s response to
the amendments.

$20 - elimination of proposed comprehensive plan change #62, which changes
zoning in the blocks from 16™ to 19" along Belmont and Morrison from R-1 and
R2.5 to mixed-use. .

BPS's response is that all of these properties are commercial uses, which is incorrect.
The amendment correctly deletes upzoning to mixed use commercial on those
properties which are truly residential uses with the exception of the SE corner of 16" &
Morrison and the SW corner of 20" & Morrison, which are both new apartment buildings
with all-residential uses.

$21 — elimination of proposed comprehensive plan change #348, which changes
zoning in a 6-1/2 block area from R5 to R2.5.

BPS's response is that existing structures are built predominately to R2.5 standards.
This is a blanket statement which unfairly simplifies what the existing conditions are. Of
63 lots, 11 are multifamily structures larger than duplexes. There are 5 properties with 6-
12 units on lots larger than 5000 SF. The zoning change will result in a loss of densily
on these non-conforming properties if these properties are re-developed.

All single family houses on lots larger than 3200 SF are at risk of teardowns, since the
minimum lot size for R2.5 is 1600 SF. This would impact 13 single family homes and
not the 6 mentioned in the Mayor's memo of Aprif 11th.

As mentioned in previous testimony, this area received a Determination of Eligibility to
be on the National Register of Historic Places. To encourage teardowns by changing
the zoning would be to discourage historic preservation in this working class
neighborhood. :

The Mayor’s proposal to allow density up to R1 standards on lots on certain lots with
structures less than 75 years old is in effect putting an R1 overlay on an R5 property.
This is confusing and will lead to contested development on the part of neighbors who
have not been notified of this proposed change. A more palatable way to increase
density would be to allow an ADU to be built on a property that is a duplex.

S22 — elimination of proposed comprehensive plan change #92, which changes
zoning in a half-block area from R5 to R1 (not R2 as stated in the amendments
list).

BPS'’s response is that the area is already developed to the multifamily standard and
allows opportunities for affordable housing, The property, which is already built to the
R1 standard is already affordable housing owned by the Housing Authority of Portland.
The other 2 properties, a duplex and a quadriplex, already provide 6 units on a 5000 SF
lot. Change to the R1 zoning would only result in teardowns and construction of more
expensive housing with a net loss in the number of units.
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Joseph Meyer & Chiisting Yun 1915 SE Alder St % Portland, OR 97214

Amendments §20, S21 and 822 in their original form support the objectives of
amendments of P20, P21 and P39. We hope that you will pass these amendments so
that the Comprehensive Plan is truly a cohesive document.

Sincerely,
Christine Yun and Joe Meyer

1915 SE Alder St.
Portland, OR 97214
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Portiand, OR 97209-4128 PerkinsCoiecom

April 27,2016 Michael C. Robinson
MRaobinson@perkinscoi¢.com

n. +1.503.727.2264

P +1.503,346.2264

VIA EMAIL

Charlie Hales, Mayor

Portland City Counci}

{221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

Re: Testimony by Providence Health & Services—Oregon (“Providence”) Concerning
Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan; March 18 and April 11, 2016 Amendments

Dear Mayor Hales and Members of the Portland City Council:

This office represents Providence Health & Services—Oregon {“Providence”). I am writing this
letter on behalf of Providence concerning the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan City Council
Amendments contained in the March 18 and April 11, 2016 list of amendments.

L. Map Amendment #M67 (page 60 of March 18,2016 Amendment List).

Providence supports proposed Map Amendment #M67 at 4609-4615 NE Hoyt Street.
Maintaining the current multi-dwelling zone assures that the existing multi-family dwellings will
remain at conforming use. The Bureau of Planning and Sustainability ("BPS”) recommends that

the City Council support the proposed map amendment.
2. Policy Amendments (page 29 of March 18, 2016 Amendment List).

Providence supports Policy Amendment #P58, Policy 6.57. Providence appreciates the proposed
Policy amendment because it formalizes the concept of collaboration between Providence

Portland Medical Center and its neighbors.

3 Additional Policies Requested.

Providence would appreciate the opportunity to continue to work with City Council and Staff on
Plan policies that will shape the transportation regulations in the forthcoming Campus Institution
land use regulations and Transportation System Plan. The regulations and policies related to
Transportation Demand Management (“TDM”) measures should be efficient and workable while
striving to meet the 2035 Climate Action Plan, Providence encourages the City Council to
consider the Policy previously suggested by Providence in its January 7, 2016 letter.
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Ak 1

Charlie Hales, Mayor
April 27, 2016
Page 2

Providence appreciates the City Council’s support and the time that Staff has spent on these

matters,
Very truly yours,

Midwacd @ BN
Michael C. Robinson
MCRursr

cc:  Ms. Michelle Bernard (via email)
Mr. Jeff West (via email)
Ms. Karen Weylandt (via email)
Ms. Dana White (via email)
Mr. David Bodine {via email)
Ms. Krista Farnham (via email)

VR RAEAET

DV R W GBI D
SUALE LS OLLE SNV
&% BITRY

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3415




Thank you City Council. My name is Mia Reback and | am here today to speak on
behalf of 350PDX, The Center for the Sustainable Economy, and the Climate Action
Coalition in support of amendments #P43 and #P56 to add policies to reduce carbon
emissions and limit fossil fuel distribution to the comprehensive plan.

#P43: New policy after 4.63
Reduce carbon emissions, Encourage a development pattern that reduces

carbon emissions.

#P56: New policy after 6.48
Fossil fuel distribution. Limit fossil fuel distribution and storage facilities to
those necessary to serve the regional market.

Last November, Portland once again set itself apart as a climate leader by passing the
nation's strongest and most comprehensive ban on fossil fuel infrastructure, on the
grounds that ALL fossil fuels are unsafe and unhealthy for our communities and to
ensure we meet our climate action plan goals.

-~

Thank you all for voting yes on the fossil fuel resolution and for your commitments to
implementing the policy in the strongest way possible. Adding the principles of the fossil
fuel policy into the Comprehensive Plan is a critical step to incorporating our climate
goals into other aspects of our City Planning.

While the challenge of addressing climate change is great, there is also so much to gain
by the radical transformation the climate crisis demands of us.

This is exemplified by Policy 6.6 in the plan: Low carbon economy. But we can do.more
with this policy to help set the stage for our renewable energy future by amending the
policy to a “low carbon and renewable energy economy” and list “the production of
renewable energy” as an employment opportunity associated with this policy.

Diverse, expanding city economy.
6.6. Low-carbon econhomy.

Amend title to add “and renewable energy”
New title: "Low-carbon and renewable energy economy.

Amend text to add “the production of renewable energy’
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New text: Align plans and investments with efforts to improve energy
efficiency and reduce lifecycle carbon emissions from business
operations. Promote employment opportunities associated with the
production of renewable energy, energy efficiency projects, waste
reduction, production of more durable goods, and recycling.”

350PDX is working for climate justice and to ensure that those who have been
historically left out of the fossil fuel economy are the first to benefit during the transition
to a renewable energy economy and post-fossil fuel era.

This is just one of many reasons why we are supporting The Anti-Displacement PDX
Coalition and support their stance on amendments and measures including opposing
downzones in high opportunity neighborhoods. 350PDX is committed to addressing the
housing crisis and ensuring that our green city is affordable for ali Portlanders.

I'd like to close by thanking Mayor Hales for proposing these amendments, and Michael
Armsirong and others at the Bureau of Planning and Sustainability for their work on
policies to reduce carbon emissions, limit fossil fuel infrastructure, reduce local demand
for fossil fuels, and to build a robust clean energy economy in Portland.

We previously submitted supplemental written testimony on behalf of 350PDX and the
Center for Sustainable Economy in support of these amendments, prepared by former

Corvallis land use planner Patricia Weber.

Thank you all for your time and please vole yes to add P43 and P56 to the
Comprehensive Plan.
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April 27, 2016 (Transmitted this day to the e-mails cited)

City of Portland

City Council - cctestimony@portlandoregon.gov
1221 SW 4th Avenue, Room 130

Portland, OR 97204

CC: Susan Anderson, BPS Director, Susan.Anderson@PortlandCregon.gov
Leah Treat, PBOT Director, Leah.Treat@portiandoregon.gov '
Joe Zehnder, Long Range Planning Manager, Joe.Zehnder@portlandoregon.gov
Eric Engstrom, Comprehensive Plan Manager, Eric. Engstrom@portlandoregon.gov
. Nan Stark, BPS NE District Liaison, nan.stark@portlandoregon.gov
Alison Stoll, Executive Director Central NE Neighbors, alisons@cnncoalition.org

"C%_ubject: RCPNA Recommends Comp. Plan Amendment to p45 Middle Housing

B Honorable Mayor Charlie Hales and fellow Commissioners:

“Thank you for the opportunity to testify on the Recommended Comprehensive Plan. On April 21st,
2016 the RCPNA LU & TC met and recommended the following amendment to Plan policy p45:

* ¥ .
N s
ah'sa¥atal- - - o

“Middle Housing. Enable and encourage development of middle housing. Fhis-includes-multi-

The Committee's reason for this recommendation includes:

1. Lack of Public Notice. Lack of public naotice to the neighberhoods and the opportunity for the
majority of the neighborhood associations to make a comment. This policy first was published
on April 11th, 2016, as a possible amendment to the Comprehensive Plan and the final public
hearing on this Plan is scheduled for April 27th, 2016.

2. Locational Equity. The detail contained in this policy fails to meet the locational equity that is
required by the Plan. By isolating the middle housing in a banded form around Centers (that
did NOT not had a defined boundary until the April 5th, 2016 Residential Infill Project meeting)
it forms a banded ghetto of sorts. The assumption of making this implementation form a
priority through its inclusion totally precludes numerous, more equitable options that may
emerge through public involvement.
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3. Property Notification. The language, as is written in the last sentence, serves as a directive for
rezoning land and therefore is in violation of the public notification requirements outlined by
ORS 197.047. This Statute requires public notification fo all properties affected by this
policy/comprehensive plan zone amendment.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

My best,
W@%‘/&%ﬁzy

Tamara DeRidder, AICP
Chair, RCPNA
Co-Chair, LU & TC

1707 NE 527 Ave,
Portland, OR 87213
503-706-5804

Note: The RCPNA LU & TC has the authority to make recommendations on behalf of their Board
when there are time sensitive planning decisions to be made, as in this case.

RCPNA Testimony Page 2 of 2 | April 27, 2016
Recommended Comprehensive Plan
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April 20%, 2016 Portland City Council Testimony on the Comprehensive Plan Update

* v’ly Name: Tamara DeRidder, 1707 NE 52™ Ave. Portland, OR 97213

| have 4 items -
First, | am representing myself as a professional land use planner as Principal of TDR

& Associates. It is my ethical obligation to inform that the Oregon Land Use Laws are
broken when it comes to air quality. The planning form we are using in the
Comprehensive Plan places our most disadvantaged population in high density
residential next to high volume toxic air corridors. '

The OAR on Goal 6- Air Quality, 660-015-0000(6) states that land use planning
“should include” air quality and carrying capacity. But, very little is included in this Plan
that considers DEQ’s air quality data.

My testimony proposes policies that agree with the PSC's 2009 decision on the
Portland Plan not to reverse our planning form — but to mitigate for the issue of toxic
air. This proposed language and maps set policies by which the city may take action
to mitigate for these toxic air corridors through vegetation, designs, and construction
materials as well as indoor ventilation. In addition to the 3 policies | propose the
addition of 2 DEQ maps, one of diesel and the other of benzene emissions. The

——aclusion of these policies together with the DEQ maps provide a foundation for

“““fransparency where city officials can act to protect its residents and children from these
and other toxins in our community.

Now | am testifying on behalf of RCPNA as their Chairman on 4 key items
1. We concur with the Comp Plan Map with the exceptions:
a. Euclid Heights should be down-zoned to R5, not R2.5, because it contains
numerous steep slopes
b. New Deal, corner of Halsey and NE 52" should remain R5 — pre-existing
non-conforming to continue allowing our neighborhood monitoring powers
rather than to open it up to unlimited commercial uses.

2. Plan Text: :
a. Recommend a TSP Blue Ribbon Committee to be formed to vet the Plan

and TSP's Implementation Assumptions to reduce SOV to 25% of all trips
by 2045. The success of this Plan hinges on the reduction of traffic
volume. Transportation Demand Management is an unproven methodology
at the scale being proposed. We strongly urge you to get this
implementation policy right in this plan or the city and our communities will
be shouldering this failure.
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b. Policy p45 should be reduced to just the first sentence. Please remove the |
remaining language as it conflicts with locational equity requirements of the
Pian.
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520 SW Yamhill St

HathaWay Koback Suite 235
Connors e Portland, OR 97204

E. Michael Connors
503-205-8400 main
503-205-8401 direct

mikeconors@hkglip.com

April 20, 2016

VIA EMAIL & HAND DELIVERY

City Council

City of Portland

¢/o Bureau of Planning & Sustainability
1900 SW 4™ Avenue, Suite 7100
Portland, OR 97201

Re: 2035 Comprehensive Plan Amendments
Pliska Investments LLC & Space Age Fuel, Inc,

Dear Mayor and Commissioners:

This firin represents Pliska Investments LLC and Space Age Fuel, Inc. ("Space Age Fuel™).
Pliska Investments LLC owns several properties in which Space Age Fuel operates gas
stations/convenience stores/service garages throughout the City. The proposed 2035
Comprehensive Plan amendments propose to change the Comprehensive Plan designation of
several of Space Age Fuel’s properties. Space Age Fuel previously submitted testimony and
written comments, dated December 3, 2015, objecting to the City’s adoption of these
Comprehensive Plan designations until after the City Council considered the Mixed Use Zones
Project due to concerns that new mixed use zoning standards would prohibit or significantly
restrict the redevelopment or modemization of these types of facilities.

Based on our review of the draft Mixed Use Zones Project and Mayor Hales’ proposed Policy
Amendment # P32, Space Age Fuel is even more concerned about the City Council’s adoption of
the 2035 Comprehensive Plan amendments and imposition of these Comprehensive Plan
designations on its propertics. On behalf of Space Age Fuel, we are submitting the following
comments and concerns regarding the 2035 Comprehensive Plan amendments.

A, Space Age Fuel objects to the City’s adoption of the 2035 Comprehensive
Plan amendments and/or imposition of the Mixed Use Comprehensive Plan
designations on its properties. '

The recommended 2035 Comprehensive Plan proposes to change the Comprehensive Plan
designation of the following Space Age Fuel properties: (1) 16431 SE Foster Rd. (from General
Commercial to Mixed Use Civic Corridor); (2) 12920 SE Stark St. (from General Commercial to
Mixed Use Civic Corridor); (3) 11214 SE Powell Blvd. (from Neighborhood Commercial to
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Mixed Use Neighborhood); (3) 8410 SE Foster Rd. (from Central Employment to Mixed Use
Urban Center). Space Age Fuel operates gas service stations, convenient storcs and service
garages on these propetties.

Space Age Fuel had previously objected to the adoption of the 2035 Comprehensive Plan
amendments until the City Council considered the mixed use zone standards as part of the
separate Mixed Use Zones Project process. Since the City Council does not appear to be willing’
to postpone the adoption of the 2035 Comprehensive Plan amendments and the draft Mixed Use
Zones Project amendments will significantly restrict the redevelopment or modernization of its
gas service stations, Space Age Fuel objects to the imposition of mixed use Comprehensive Plan
designations that will significantly impact the existing uses and the value of its properties.

The current draft of the Mixed Use Zones Project proposes several unreasonable prohibitions and
restrictions on gas stations/convenience stores/service garages in the new mixed use zones that
will significantly impact Space Age Fuel’s business. Service stations qualify as “Quick Vehicle
Servicing” uses under the PCC. PCC 33.920.220(A). Quick Vehicle Servicing and vehicle
repair uses would be prohibited in the new CM1 zone under the cwrent draft of the Mixed Use
Zones Project and would not allow the redevelopment of this site with a new gas station or
vehicle repair shop. Space Age Fuel has an existing gas station and convenience store located at
11214 SE Powell Blvd. which is proposed to be zoned CM1. This proposed mixed use zone
restriction would render this use a nonconforming use and prohibit my clients from redeveloping
and/or modernizing this facility.

The current draft of the Mixed Use Zones Project also proposes to prohibit new Quick Vehicle
Servicing in the CM2 and CM3 zones, but allow for certain facilities to redevelop subject to new
development standards. One of the new standards is a minimum Floor to Area Ratio (FAR) of
1:1, a standard which would be very difficult for a gas station to satisfy. Space Age Fuel has an
cxisting gas station located at 12920 SE Stark St. which is proposed to be zoned CM2 and an
exisfing gas station and vehicle repair shop located at 8410 SE Foster Rd. which is proposed to
be zoned CMS3. These proposed mixed use zone restrictions would render these uses
nonconforming and make it extremely difficult for my clients to redevelop and/or modernize

these facilities,

Additionally, the proposed mixed usc Comprehensive Plan designations for Space Age Fuel's
properties are inappropriate for these areas. For example, the proposed Mixed Use Civic
Corridor designation for the 16431 SE Foster Rd. property applies to only three properties and is
out of character with the Mixed Use Civic Corridor characteristics. The Mixed Use Civic
Corridor designation is designed for “areas along major corridors where urban public services
are available or planned including access to high-capacity transit, frequent bus service, or
streetcar service” and “some of the City’s busiest, widest, and most prominent streets.” None of
those characteristics apply to this area at the intersection of SE Forester Rd and SE Jenne Rd.
The 12920 SE Stark St. property is at the eastern edge of a larger Mixed Use Civic Corridor
designation and should be removed due to the negative impacts on the existing gas service
stations located on this property. The Mixed Use Neighborhood designation for the 11214 SE
Powell Blvd, property applies to a small area that includes a number of auto oriented uses (Space
Age Fuel, Battery Specialist, Leather’s Qil) even though this designation is supposed to apply to
areas that are “generally pedestrian-oriented.”
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The . City should not impose ncw mixed use zoning standards in a way that causes a select
category of existing uses to become nonconforming and effectively prohibits the redevelopment
or modernization of these types of facilities. The City needs to ensure that gas stations and
vehicle repair shops are reasonably accessible to the public and should not adopt new mixed use
zones that will jeopardize these types of uses or discourage their redevelopment and
modernization. Nor should the City adopt new standards that undermine existing uses and
substantially reduce the value of these properties.

B. Space Age Fuel obhjects to proposed Policy Amendment # P32,

Space Age Fuel objects to Mayor Hales’ proposed Policy Amendment # P32 because it proposes
to prohibit and/or restrict drive through facilities, Policy Amendment # P32 proposes to prohibit
drive through facilities in the Cenfral City area and limit them in centers and corridors, Gas
service stations qualify as drive through facilities, so this policy amendment would apply to
Space Age Fuel’s existing and future proposed gas service stations.

The City Council should not adopt a policy amendment that singles out and prohibits/restricts a
specific type of use. The City has stated throughout this process that the new Mixed Use
Comprehensive Plan designations and zones are not intended to adversely impact existing uses
and property values. Policy Amendment # P32 is inconsistent with this previous assurance and
seeks to treat a particular type of use inequitably. The City Council should not endorse this type
of disparate treatment of particular types of uses.

Nor is there any justification or evidentiary support for this policy amendment. This policy
amendment appears to have been proposed by Mayor Hales without any supporting studies or
evidence of its need or impact. At a minimum, the City should study the impacts of such a
policy before adopting such a radical change that will have significant impacts on several
existing businesses throughout the City.

There is still a substantial public need for drive through facilities, particularly gas service
stations, throughout the City. Automobiles are still the primary mode of transportation for the
vast majority of Portland residents and will continue to be so for many years to come. Therefore,
Portland residents are going to need easy access to gas service stations. Prohibiting gas service
stations in the entire Central City area and significantly limiting them in the centers and corridors
will deprive residents living in these areas to reasonable access fo this crifical service. As
previously noted, the City needs to ensure that gas service stations are reasonably accessible to
the public and should not adopt new mixed use policies that will jeopardize these types of uses or
discourage their redevelopment and modernization.
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Conclusion

Please be advised that Space Age Fuel strenuously object to any wholesale changes in the use
and development standards that will undermine their existing facilities and will be forced to
challenge the Comprehensive Plan amendments and Mixed Use Zones Project if these concerns
are not adequately addressed. We appreciate your consideration of our comments. We ook
forward to working with the City further on this matter. A

Very truly yours,

HATHAWAY KOBACK CONNORS LLP

5, ’&\

; P
(‘é‘ . }/ﬁac}f,dé(‘él{f &Q'l: -1y

5

E. Michael Connors

EMC/pl
cc: Clients
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City council members,

My name is Gabe Adoff, | live on NE 8" Ave between Knott and Brazee, and | am testifying to urge
you o oppose TSP amendment 401186, which would designate NE 7th as a Greenway, and would
result in traffic diverters being installed at several points along 7% Ave.

According to Transportation Bureau estimates from two years ago, 5500 cars a day travel on NE
7 Ave. The Greenway designation requires 1500. This means 4000 cars a day will be diverted!
This could dramatically increase traffic on nearby streets, which, from 8" through 14t" are all
single-lane and half as wide as 7. They're also home to many families and kids who, like mine,
waik and bike to nearby schools, such as Irvington.

PBOT has said the proposed diverters would direct cars to Martin Luther Jr Blvd. (MLK), but those of
us who live near the construction site at NE Russel and 7" know first-hand how determined drivers
are to avoid MLK. When 7" is closed due to construction, even with detour signs at the ends of our
block, we stili get dangerous levels of cut-through traffic. Last week during a strest closure on 7th, a
neighbor counted 5 cars a minute at non-peak times on 8%, which, as | said is single-lane. it's hard to
imagine those drivers will suddenly be happy to take MLK once the closures are permanent.

7th Ave does need safety improvements, but not at the expense of nearby sfreets.

] urge the council to make NE 9th Ave the Greenway, which was the plan prior to amendment 401186.
A 8th Ave Greenway improves access to beautiful Irving park. North of the park, it gives riders a
straight shot all the way to Woodlawn. And, best of all, it aiready has the low level of {raffic to
accommodate a greenway so it doesn't push dangerous levels of {raffic onto adjacent streets,

Finally, I know that 7" Ave Greenway supporters have cited support by neighborhood associations
and the BTA ~ | think these groups have done a great job listening to people who live on 7" and a
very poor job listening to the folks who live on adjacent streets. On my street alone, we collected
about 80 signatures of neighbors who oppose a Greenway with traffic diverters on 7', Albina Head
Start, and director Ron Herndon, also oppose the Greenway on 7™ as do many residents of the side
streets between MLK and 7% near Irving park because it would limit access to their streets.

Thank you for your fime. -

Gabe Adoff
2533 NE 81" Ave
Portland, OR 97212
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More poihts to consider:

A Greenway designation on NE 7" would limit the use of an important N-S corridor that already has
traffic lights at key intersections, as welf as commercial uses at Broadway, Knott, Fremont, and
Alberta, and now, a 70-unit apartment building going up at Russel. With density increasing
throughout the neighborhoods along NE 7% why limit access to it when gh Ave offers an alternative
for cyclists, and doesn’t impact the safety of the neighborhood?

Some residents on the side strests between NE 7% and Martin Luther King Jr. BLVD have indicated
that by limiting access to those streets, traffic diverters on 7" could make it difficult for first
responders to access those streets in a timely manner.

The BTA's complaints about NE 9" seem to involve the grade of the incline, and the fact that Irving
park would slow the commute. Apart from ignoring the effect of traffic on nearby streets, they're
stance doesn’t take into account the many riders who deliberately choose quieter streets to ride on —
these folks already bike on NE 8" and 9™, And many of them are families who would be thrilled to
have a dedicated bike lane that takes them directly to irving Park. '

PBOT has indicated that their cost estimates are “very rough and preliminary.”
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Summary of Traffic/Safety Concerns of NE 8th Neighbors {between Knott & Brazee)
Due to Apartment Building Construction on NE 7th & Proposed Greenway

Concern #1.
We are experiencing significant traffic impacts on NE 8th (between NE Brazee & Knott) due to the 6-story building

under construction by Dan Neal (Paradigm Properties) at NE 7th & Russell.

*» During the week an increasing number of cars are speeding up and down NE 8th St. to avoid delays and
diversions faking place on NE 7ih because of the canstruction, especially during the morning and evening
rush hours. Cars are lined up on NE 7th for blocks at times and out of delays and frustrations, drivers are
cutting over to 8th to use as a north/south thruway. Cars are speeding down our block, posing serious
danger to pedestrians, children headed to school and pets.

« Project flaggers have been erroneously diverting traffic to NE 8th, rather than to NE MLK Blvd., which is in
the traffic mitigation plan.

+ Because NE 8th Ave is narrower than NE 7th Ave, it has substantially less capacity to safely allow overflow
traffic.

Requested Action:

We request assistance from the city/PBOT to slow traffic down on NE 8th immediately.

Construction will be taking place for the next & months and we expect the city to ensure that project managers &
flaggers move traffic to MLK Bivd. instead of 8th.

We request to be informed of any options available to hlock off or divert traffic from using NE 8th as a
through-way such as:

+ install °No Thru Traffic” signs at NE 8th and Knott and NE 8th and Brazee, and have neighbors and police
enforce this. :

+ Put up bollards or any other type of temporary or permanent lhrough-traffic barrier to block off NE 8th at
Knott (south side) to keep through traffic from going infout at this point. Residents will be able to
enterfexit the strest from Brazee, but not Knott. Bicycle and pedestrian traffic, which already makes heavy
use of NE 8ty Ave because of the problems on NE 7th and direct connection to Irving Park, would also
benefit from this closure.

Concern #2:
We are very concerned about the proposed "Greenway” on NE 7th because we believe that, if implemented, it will

slow down traffic on NE 7th enough to cause drivers to use NE 8th as a northisouth thruway on a long-term,
ongoing basis. If the Greenway includes a "Bikeway”, this will further slow traffic on NE 7th and push cars to find
alternate north/south thruways. While neighbors on NE 7th, the Eliot Neighborhood Assaciation, and some
members of the Irvington Neighborhood Association may support a Greenway & Bikeway on NE 7th, neighbors
on 8th believe it will have long-term, pegative impacts on our street.

Requested Action:
We request that the city/PBOT provide all available information (the specific proposals and design plans

for the Tth Street Greenway & Bikeway) ASAF and include our citizens in any public meetings regarding
this pian before it is finalized,

* Neighbors do not have the specific, proposed plans to review, though this concept has been talked about
for years. We have no idea what the proposal is or how it might affect teaffic and safety on NE 7th or the

surrounding streets.
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* We would like to know how the proposed plan includes measures to protect surrounding streets,

specifically NE 8th Ave,

from negative impacts.

* We have heard rumors that the Greenway may include the Installation of traffic diveriers on NE 7th,

actually pushing cars over to NE 8th, which is unacceptable. Any plans that increase car traffic on NE 8th
need to be mitigated through a long-term, permanent measure (could be extension of the bollards or

bartier as proposed above.)

Sincerely, neighbors on NE 8th between Brazee & Knott:
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o We would like ic know how the proposed plan includes measures o protsct surrounding strests,
spacifically NE 8th Ave, from negative impagis.

s We have-heard rumors thai the Greenway may include the instaltation of iraffic divertars on NE 7ih,
actually pushing cars over fo NE 8th, which is unacceptable. Any plans that Increase car iatfic on NE 8th
nesdio be mitzgated fhreugh-a fong-term, permanent measure (could ba exiension of the tollards or

barrier as proposed above.)

Sincarsly, nelghbors on NE 8th batwsen Brazes & Knoft:
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NARME ADDRESS

/'79'{7(/ Uf:é :’g ﬁ(ﬁ;;é_ 27/ NVE S i F 2RI

Al imBaset] SOOI N 21k 7730

e Sened 2900 N8 e G170

A w//ﬁ% 2133 AT %‘\fi‘v Ave ?2?2 '
A b Bl | F3F NE vadt  SF

E’ Jpctsen2 2150 g .

C/’nwlu,/ﬂ lrv k,sq/- H

Sepdhoy Pyanesn D1z, NE S N a1212.
’l[: kf\hﬁt/%?w H I

\“\ww MRS W | 14

e G MET FT72¢
%&u 79 \Ou,/zL 6OOL( e KM L\Uz 3)( ZENP)

il o~ @) 2ok BE § A DD TI31e-
[ DD~ Q RFQL ML T he Pod Pl
U I

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3433




Sincerely, Neighbors on NE

January/February 2016
8th Ave,
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Ron Ebersole

HiNoon Brd Member & Land Use Chair
11630 N island Cove Ln

Portland 97217

Hayden Island Moving Forward

» Restoring Neighborhood Center is Great Idea
« Consistent with the character of the Island
« Needs significant work to turn it into actual center

» Extension of Light Rail to Hayden Island would help
tremendously

 Hayden Island Plan should be Updated or Redone
« Previous plan was based on CRC, improved I5 access, and
substantial development that CRC would support

¢ A simple dotted line on the plan calling for a future bike path
has been turned into 30’ wide Bicycle FREEWAY destroying 112 -
units of low-cost housing!

A new or updated plan should reflect the Neighborhood Center
designation and encourage appropriate development.

* Reset Height Limits to 45 Feet
« 4 parcels with 75 to 120 foot limits set in HIP should be reset to
previous 45 foot limit.
e Consistent with Neighborhood Center designation
« Reflects the character of the Island
e Consistent with actual infrastructure

* Local Bridge to Marine Drive is Bad ldea
« Significant truck traffic on Marine Drive would use local bridge
as a shortcut to I5
» Hayden Island would become an onramp to 15 North during
? evening rush hour!
» Replace with extension of Light Rail to Hayden Island
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Public Hearing 2 p.m. April 27, 2016
City Hall Council Chambers

Re: Amendment M74 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Portiand City Council:

My name is Steve Kilduff and | have lived at 3735 SE Lambert Strest for 15 years. My
house is within the area under consideration of this amendment. | am here o address
Amendment M47 to the Portland Comprehensive Plan. Allowing rezoning to R7 west of
SE 36th street will put ever increasing pressure on property East of 36th Street to be
divided into smaller parcels. | therefore recommend that the zoning change NOT be
made.

These houses East of SE 36th Street are some of the most affordable houses in the
area. To illustrate this point: In the last 2 weeks |, personally, have received unsolicited
letters from 7 development companies asking if | would sell them my house. These '
companies know that they can buy my house, demolish it and replace it with one or two
new, more expensive houses.

If Eastmoreland proper is designated R7 the pressure to demolish houses east of SE

36th will only increase. There will be more new houses built but they will all be more B
expensive than those that were replaced. It is also likely that the demolition of houses %4
in Eastmoreland proper will continue with the only change being that the new structures .
will be larger and more expensive still. A couple of examples: Senator Maurine

Neuberger's house (in Eastmareland) was demolished because it did not fulfill the

desires of today's home buyers. Only a couple of years ago Senator Ron Wyden

bought a large house (in Eastmoreland) that replaced a much smaller house that sat on

the same lot. In each case the neighbors were not thrilled with the change. If a profit

can be made by demolishing an existing structure to be replaced by a newer home it will

happen. Zoning will not change that reality.

I think that we can all agree.

MARKET VALUE will determine what happens to the existing structures in this

area.

Changing Eastmoreland proper’s zoning will only increase the pressure on houses East
of SE 36th to be destroyed and their lots split. Existing houses will continue to be
demolished in Eastmoreland. Construction after destruction will continue.

Having been a U.S. History teacher and a Principal in Oregon Secondary schools for
over 30 years, | have every confidence in the system of government that exists in our
wonderful city. 1 hope that the decision made concerning this zoning question wilt be
made in favor of the middle income earners in our region. | hope that your decision will
allow more of the modest homes that now exist in my neighborhood to continue to exist
as long as possible and NOT be even more quickly destroyed so as to continue to
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provide shelter to middle income families that they have so marvelously provided in the
past.

| appreciate the time | have been given today to address the City Council.

3735 SE Lambert St
Portiand, Oregon
97202

(503)775-9714
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Sullivan’s Guleh Trail Now

Safe routes to school? Why not safe routes to work, home, store and recreation? Better yet, live
or work in a building above the safe route.

After six years of work by an ad hoc committee, supported by over a dozen neighborhoods,
$250,000 was secured to develop the Concept Plan for Sullivan’s Gulch Trail (SGT), which is on
the blackberry-infested northern bank of the 1-84 corridor. The Plan was approved by the
Portland City Council on July 25, 2012.

Recent efforts by citizens to partner with the Portland Bureau of Planning (PBOT) to secure
private and public funds for Sullivan’s Gulch Trail’s much needed engineering have been
ignored by both PBOT and Commissioner Steve Novick. PBOT bike czar, Roger Gellér's,
attempts to increase bike-riding percentages by painting bike lanes on dangerous, high-volume
streets such as NE Broadway, Weidler and Sandy Boulevard with vehicle speed limits over 25
mph. These are available to the young and old, but only used by those road warriors who don’t
mind risking their bodies being hit by distracted drivers in protected vehicles of steel with
airbags. :

A better way for PBOT to increase bike usage is to create safe bike-riding corridors that
emphasize greenways on side streets that are designed so bicyclists stop only at major
intersections and avoid crossing I-5, I-84 and 1-205 entrances and exits. An even safer corridor
for all ages of riders, an off-street bike corridor such as Sullivan's Gulch Trail acts as a main
artery connecting all intersecting veins of bike corridors, These intersections, mostly at
bridgeheads over I-84, are prime sites for market-rate and affordable housing, These bike-
oriented development sites should all be connected, like a “string of pearls,” in a new urban
renewal district along I-84 to NE 181* with tax-increment financing to pay for trail constructlon
and other improvements.

Popularity of the SGT will eventually lead to connecting existing Lewis & Clark, Delta and
Rooster Rock State Parks along I-84 in the Columbia Gorge to Multnomah Falls, a flatter and
much safer corridor along the Columbia River that can later connect the less congested Columbia
River Hi ighway and trail past Multnomah Falls.

A more appropriately named Rose Quarter to Gorge Trail, connecting our two greatest rivers, for
bike commuters and pleasure seckers who wish to live above where they ride is what this great
State of Oregon is all about; living to enjoy a healthier lifestyle that helps the environment.

Brad Perkins
cascadiahighspeedrail.com
perkinsrealty@comecast.net
503-317-6455
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perkinsrealty@comeast.net

XFIRITY Connect
- Font Size

Fwd: Suflivan's Gulch

From 3 perkinsceaity@conmcast.net Yed, Mar 30, 2016 03:50 Pit

Subject : Fwd: Suffivan's Guich
To ¢ danlelpirofsky <dantelpirofsky@comeast.net>, John Frewing <gkifrewing@gmad.com>

Daniel, Jack, A start, but SGT stiil begs for engineering money and a plan for construction financing. Peace, Brad

From: "Jillian Detweiler” <dillian.Detweiler@portlandoregon.gov>
To: "Brad Perkins" <perkinsrealty@comcast.net>

Sent: Tuesday, March 29, 2016 1:56:53 PM

Subject: FW: Sullivan's Guich

Hi Brad-
Here is the infarmation [ receivad from Timur. 1 think this encouraging information.
Points regarding Sullivan’s Guich:

PeOT is a finalist in an uocoming funding epporiunily from the Siate of Cregon. We have a “high confidence” we will
receive the award to construct the segment that goes under 1-205 and connects to Gateway. We will be 100% sure by
this summer.

PBOT. is working on designing a bridge across 1-84 al NE 7 or g% into Lioyd. Funding could come from URA funds,
SDCs. and other funds. This bridge would be part of the green loop and couid connect to Sullivan's gulch trail.

We have made some changes to our TSP so that the timeline for the Sulfivan’s gulch trail is socner than originally
seheduled. We have also divided the projects into bite-size segments so that we can accomplish paris at a time. One of
the segments is entirely within PBOT right of way (not UP railroad). We hops to focus on this after the segment under
[-205 is compieted. :

Further, some development is going in slong NE Lloyd. PBOT staff has negoliated with the developer so that when the
trail & built near {heir property, the developer would be on the heok for funding the trail segment through its groperty and
sireet Ieva! connections to the trail. Legally, this is the most we cen require of the developers at this time,

{ hope that is heipful.

Thanks,
Timuy

When he referances URA funds_, he means the existing Convention Canter URA,

Regards,

P

Aillian Detweller

Policy Director

Office of Mayor Charlie Hales
City of Portland

{313)823-4290

From: Detweiler, Jillian

Sent: Thuresday, March 24, 2016 5:01 PM

To: Ender, Timur <7 inur. Engder@nortdandersenn. ooy
Subject: Sullivan's Gulch

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3439
4/8/2016 3:00 PM




NE Residents,

Let the fight for safe bike trails begin. Neither Commissioner Steve Novick nor the Portland
Bureau of Transportation (PBOT) gets it. It has been nearly four years since the Portland City
Council voted unanimously in favor of the Sullivan’s Guich Trail Concept Plan. Six years of
work by NE neighborhood representatives to get us to City Council approval, and nothing has
happened since.

It is now time to roll up our collective NE neighborhood representative’s sleeves and work on a
financial action plan that js basically an offer the City can’t refuse.

Basically, the needed financial plan will be proaciive in two ways:

1. Engineering: $2.5 million first phase from the Willamette River to the Hollywood Transit
Station. $1.25 million will be privately raised via Nike, Addidas, etc. and the City of
Portland matching it with existing Convention Center Urban Renewal District funds.

2. Engineering: $2.5 million second phase from the Hollywood Transit Station to Gateway
Green. $1.25 million from Providence Hospital, Legacy, etc. and the City of Portland
matching it. '

3. Construction: $33 million derived from new urban renewal district funds.*

*The question is, “Do the neighborhoods along I-84 wish to have a continuous, safe bikeway
between the Willamette River and Mulinomah Falls?* This new trail concept should be called
the Rose Quarter to Gorge Trail (RQGT) because it would historically connect two rivers via the
approximate path of an old Indian trail. If we encourage Mayor Hales to create a new urban
renewal district from NE 16" Avenue to the eastern City limits of Portland, we create our own
financial payment plan for RQGT development and other NE neighborhood improvements.
Think of it as a string of pearls, with the pearls being the bridgeheads across 1-84 where
development is enticed to occur with a freeway for bike riders: recreational riders to Multnomah
Falls and commuters to Providence, Lloyd Center and downtown Portland. With development
plans already in the works for NE 21%, 33" and 42™ Avenues, why not capture the tax increment
funds that are going to occur from these projects? This is 2 “no brainer” without taxing existing
properties as a Limited Improvement District (LID) would.

If you are interested in making a trail for the next 100 years a reality, meet us at noon on April
29™ at McMennamin’s east private room on NE 15" and Broadway.

Peace,
Brad,

Questions: perkinsrealty@comcast.net or call 503-317-6455
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Arevalo, Nora

customwoodworking@msn.com on behalf of James Peterson <mnalanduse@swni.org>
Thursday, April 28, 2016 11:57 AM _
Jim.rue@state.or.us; Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish;
Commissioner Novick; Commissioner Saltzman; BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony;
Planning and Sustainability Commission

Cc: mnachair@gmail.com; Jim Redden
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Mixed Use Project
Attachments: Mixed Use 4.28.16.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: ' Flagged

The PSC hearings for the Mixed Use Project need to be postponed until 45 days after the Comprehensive Plan
Policies have been adopted and needed information has been provided. :

Piease add the attachment to the record
James Peterson

Mulnomah
Land use Chair
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DLCD
Director Jim Rue, jim.rue(@state.or.us

"Portland City Council

Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharlichales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, Amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov

Council Clerk , cputestimony(@portlandoregon.gov
1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

Chair PSC Katherine Schultz, psc@portlandoreqon.qoy

Planning and Sustainability Commission, psc@portlandoregon.goyv
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 7100,

Portland, OR 87201

RE: 2035 Comprehensive Plan
PSC Hearings Mixed Use Project

The Portland Planning and Sustainability Commission hearings on the 2035 Comprehensive Mixed
Use Project needs to be postponed at least 45 days until after the City Council adopts the 2035
Comprehensive Plan Policies and Mixed Use Project staff provides the citizens with the basic
required information needed to analyze the effect of the project on their neighborhoods. Projections
made over a year ago by the BPS staff on the changes the Mixed use Project would have on
Multnomah Neighborhood showed a 28 % increase in capacity. The Mixed Use Project has
significantly changed since the projections were made and the Multnomah Neighborhood
Association has not received needed information to determine the effect of the Mixed Use Project
will have on the neighborhood. Below is an email exchange showing that needed information will
ot be available until after City Council adopts the Comprehensive Plan Policies. The hearings for
the Comprehensive Plan have been put on a fast track, basic information is not being provided and
there is not enough time for citizens, neighborhood associations and neighborhood coalitions to
respond to plan for the long term future growth of the city. The PSC hearing for the Mixed Use
Project is now scheduled for May 10, 2016 and public testimony on the Comprehensive Plan
Policies is closing today April 28, 2016. Provisions of Goal 1, Metro’s citizen involvement polices,
the existing Comprehensive Plan and the city code are not being followed.

Please add these to the record.

Thank you,

James F. Peterson
Multnomah

Land Use Chair

2502 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, Oregon 97219

cc: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, LaVonne@portlandoregon.gov
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From: Barry.Manning@portlandoregon.gov

To: mnalanduse@swni.org

CC: Joan.Frederiksen@portlandoregon.gov; Eric.Engstrom@portlandoregon.gov
Subject: RE: Mixed Use Project

Date: Fri, 8 Apr 2016 19:02:24 +0000

Hi Mr. Peterson:

BPS has not yet finalized capacity modeling on the proposed zoning. We will be doing that soon, but are
waiting on final City Council plan amendment outcomes before we do so. it will probably be May before
this happens. | will follow up when we have that information and will also look back at my meeting notes
regarding any additional analysis/information we have for Multnomah Village.

On the topic of the Low-rise Storefront Area proposal that led to CM1 zoning in selected neighborhood
centers, please refer to the Proposed Draft {https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/70425), specifically
pages 40, 41 (building scale issues), 43, and implementing code on pages 228-229. For additional
background you should also review the slideshow we presented to the Project Advisory Committee in
January, as well as the notes from that meeting

1/20/16 PAC Meeting Presentation: https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/article/562090

1/20/16 PAC Meeting Notes: http://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/article/572097

Please give me a call if you wish to discuss the Mixed Use Zones Proposed Draft

{https://www.portlandoregon.gov/bps/70425); | will follow up with additional information on the

modeling (or work with Joan on this}) as soon as we have that information.

Thanks.

Barry
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Barry Manning | Senior Planner
Portland Bureau of Planning and Sustainability

4800 SW 4th Avenue #7100, Portland, OR 97201

502.823.7965 {p} | 503.823.7800 {f)

barry.mannin ortlandoregon.qov

From: customwoodworking@msn.com [mailto:customwoodworking@ msn.com] On Behalf Of James
Peterson '

Sent: Thursday, April 07, 2016 1:24 PM

To: Manning, Barry <Barry.Manning@portlandoregon.gov> ,

Cc: mnachair@gmail.com; martie sucec <martie.sucec@gmail.com>; Claire Coleman-Evan
<eclaire27@comcast.net>; Michael Miliucci <michaelmcterry@hotmail.com>; Jan Wilson
<jannett.wilson@gmail.com>; Frederiksen, loan <Joan.Frederiksen@portlandoregon.gov>; Jim Redden
<jredden@portlandtribune.com>; anne.debhaut@state,or.us

Subject: Mixed Use Project

Hi Barry

You were going to forward the analysis of the increase in capacity that is the outcome of the
Mixed Use Project. Now that the project is going to the planning commission the numbers shouid
have changed from the early analysis that Joan provided us some time ago.

Some members of the MNA were at one of your recent meetings and it was stated that there had
been some analysis of the Mixed Use Zones in the village. Piease forward this is information

Some of the CM2 in the village was change to CM1 please forward the policies and the analysis of
staff that resulted in these changes. :

Thank you of your attention to this matter

James Peterson
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Please add these to the record.,
Thank you,

James F. Peterson
2502 SW Mulinomah Blvd.
Portland, Oregon 97219

ce: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, LaVonne@portlandoregon.gov
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Arevalo, Nora

Schwab Mary Ann <e33maschwab@gmail.com>
Thursday, Aprit 28, 2016 11:49 AM
BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: mas response to Comprehensive Plan 2035 Testimony
Follow Up Flag: Foliow up

Flag Status: Flagged

April 28, 2016

Submitted by:

Mary Ann Schwab, Community Advocate
605 SE 38th Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97214-3203

Mayor Hales and Commissioners Fish, Fritz, Novick, Saltzman:

Regarding the proposed Council Amendments (March 18, 2016) to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan about what
troubles me. Like SWNI, SE Uplift found it impossible to respond to X# Comp Plan amendments within 41
calendar days, when ONI 95 neighborhood associations guidelines required 60-days fo notify their
constituents that an action will be taken during the next meeting. As for the City of Portland Public
— TInyolvement Principles Adopted by the City of Portland, Oregon on August 4, 2010 reads well; however, it
“heks enforcement when dishonored.

Like SWNI, SE Uplift found it impossible to respond to X# Comp Plan amendments within 41 calendar days,
when ONI 95 neighborhood associations guidelines required 60-days to notify their constituents that an action
will be taken during the next meeting. As for the City of Portland Public Involvement Principles Adopted by
the City of Portland, Oregon on August 4, 2010 reads well; however, it lacks enforcement when

dishonored, Furthermore, the clock is ticking too fast even for SE Uplift Board of Directors meeting today at
noon -- to consider responding to lack of enforcement within Goal 1 public involvement, when ignored by
elected officials and bureau directors.

Take these cases for example where a SWNI volunteer is alerting SE Uplift volunteers that "These loopholes
need to be fixed! Otherwise What's the point of a even having a historical registry? This so called process is
working against us in every way shape and form. Who side is the city on anyway... It's preity clear they don't
want citizen input...or involvement. Goal 1 not being addressed vet again. http://restoreoregon.org/historic-no-
more/  Like SWNI, this 2013 Spirit of Portland Award recipient wants know why aren't more older homes
under this ordinance? It's too darn easy to remove homes from the historical register. Homes need better
protection. Removal of the 120 day delay has done nothing but given the green

light. httn://www.portlandc}n'onicle.com/historic-1925-kenton—home-demoIition—trig,qers-120-dav-delay/it To
be perfectly honest, I have not been paying close attention to this 120-day-delay notification demolition time-
line issue - until the Grinch stepped in to steal Christmas on Peacock Lane. ...too busy to respond to the
property owners attempt to meet with him. As for if he did finally meet -- like you -- I'm clueless.  So stay

. tuned... .

" Portland Oregon - Peacock Lane - History - 1925 American Builder Magazine - 1920s It breaks my heart,
knowing no one living in the Sunnyside ever thought about declaring Peacock Lane "historic" until learning that
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buyer was the same Developer who also attempted to cut-down three sequoias in Eastmoreland. I'm

guessing without his hammer hitting a two-penny nail, drove laughing to the bank. Property owners are feeling
anxious when hearing that he has no plans to demolish her house; in that someone's someone's in-laws-will be
living in her beautiful tutor-style house, on Peacock Lane's largest lot. Developers “by-right” continue to
access turn-of-the-century lot lines... .  Lastly, be sure to read this article on Peacock Lane!! Tt's not looking
good for 522 SE Peacock Lane, hitp://www.antiquehomestyle.com/primary-sources/american-builder/peacock-
lane.htm

Portland Nursery, 5050 SE Stark Street, Portland, OR 97215.

I support Mt. Tabor Neighborhood Association and Planning Sustainability Commissionet's recommendations
that Portland Nursery, the 'back half' of their property in residential zoning should stay a conditional use. Albeit
troubling was when hearing rumors that Commissioner Dan Saltzman's supports up-zoing the "back half" of
their property, which means we must lobby City Council until we find the Mayor and three City Commissioner
to vote in opposition.

Regarding #P15 in general, like Jeff Cole, I urge Council to remove the currently proposed “Public Benefit”
bonus provisions for FAR and Height from the MUZ zone CM2. Instead, use the Comprehensive Plan process
to set a clear definition of rights with a 45 foot height limit and an 2.5 FAR limit. The bonus provisions
proposed were devised prior to passage of SB1533 which enables several incentives that can be employed in
lieu or in addition to bonus density incentives. Further, MUZ proposed bonus densities offered are higher by a
factor of 2-3 times compared to other cities that have inclusionary zoning programs. I recommend introducing
bonus provisions outside the Comprehensive Plan process as a Task 5 option after SB1533 has been fully
studied. Because bonus densities are not a limit in terms of right, they do not require Measure 56

notification, Any bonus density programs should have a definitive start and end date and require re-evaluation
prior to renewal.

Now as for HB 4133 MFI 60%, when reaching the Senate, SB 1533 MFI 80%, plus egregiously harmful
Developer's inclusionary "by-right" inclusionary bonus needs debate during the next Legislative Session. 1
appreciate, Commissioner Dan Saltzman's effort to cap rent increased at 5% and property owners giving tenants
90-day no cause eviction notices. These are socio-economic equity issues when parents are forced to transfer
schools -- regardless of the school calendar. Juniors moving during winter-break, take semester exams
scheduled late January, often grades effects their GPA and SAT scores.

In closing, the time has come for City Planners to wake up, start thinking about placing schools within their
PDC URAs, Hoyt, Broadway Improvement, Centennial Mills. Did I fail to mention South Waterfront $15.1
million on a path to no where? Albeit, like the "phoenix” rising from the ashes, today's Developers will
continue to access turn-of-the-century lot lines; i.e., 522 SE Peacock Lane.

Best regards,

Mary Ann Schwab, Community Advocate
605 SE 38th Avenue

Portland, Oregon 97214-3203
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Arevalo, Nora

Eric Bohne <diggabone@gmail.com>
Thursday, April 28, 2016 11:11 AM
BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
zoning testimony Eric Bohne

! Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged
g Hello,
j My name is Eric Bohne. I recently purchased three lots located in the 42nd Ave business district. Two of the

lots are going to change zoning from R7 to CM1. The third lot is not included in the change. I believe it makes
sense to include the third lot since they have been part of the same property for many years and will be
redeveloped together. It will save costly and laborious rezoning or having to create two different developments
at the same time. It really just makes sense when you see the property and the potential for the

neighborhood. Please consider this and reach out with any questions and follow up. Thank you,

The 2 lots included in the new plan are: 1. 4311-4313 NE Prescott St 2. 4323 NE Prescott St.
The 1 lot not included is: 4337 NE Prescott.

&l
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Portiand City Council
1221 S.W. Fourth Avenue

Portland Oregon
Re: Comprehensive Plan and Zone Testimony

Dear Members of the Portland City Council,

This testimony applies to the property at 4946 N, Vancouver Avenue in Portland Oregon with Property
ID 308870 Map IN1E22AC 1400. The owner of the property is Ernest and Sonya Hill,

Currently the property carry a Neighborhood Commercial 2 {CN2) commercial zone.

The new proposed Comprehensive Plan designation Is Mixed Use Neighborhood. This designation Is
acceptable to the property owner with the assumption that the new zone for the property becomes
COMMERCIAL MIXED USE 2 {CM2).

The new Comprehensive Plan and zones praposed by the City will be in place for a long time. The City's
progressive development attitude benefits the trend to live “close in” to take advantage of the resulting
commercial amenities and transit. Project values, project loan criteria, and the market will be important
to determine the development for new projects.

The specific 3080 Sq.Ft. property Is a corner location and fronts both N. Vancouver Ave, and N. Alberta
Street both of which are significant traffic carriers that have experienced numerous developments
lately. Many of the buildings nearby on Vancouver Avenue and MLK Ave. are 4-6 stories in height with
high density. The abilities of the CM2 zone on this property allow for similar height and density as other
properties in the area. '

A letter from adjacent property owners Douglas McCabe (4934 N. Vancouver Ave.) and Jackie Strong
{106 and 114 N. Alberta St.) will be submitted to request a similar zone for their properties.

In conclusion, Ernest and Sonya Hill feel the resource of their 3080 Sq.Ft. property at this location is
best suited to the MIXED USE NEIGHBORHOOD COMPREHENSIVE PLAN DESIGNATION WITH A CM2
ZONE.

Thank you very much for your consideration,

Ernest and Sonya Hill 4946 N. Vancouver Ave Portland Ore
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Subject:
Attachments:

Fellow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Dear Council Clerk;

Dave Malcolm <dmall.shna@comcast.net>

Thursday, April 28, 2016 10:59 AM
BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Commissioner Novick; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Fish; Hales, Mayor;

Commissicner Saltzman
comp plan testimony
6141canyon.ltr.dm.160428. pdf

Follow up
Flagged

Please add my attached letter to the Comp Plan testimony and confirm receipt of this email: Thank you.

Sincerely,
Dave Malcolm
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Dave Malcolm
1511 SW Skyline Blvd, Portland, OR 987221

April 28, 2016

Comprehensive Plan Testimony, Council Clerk
1221 SW 4™ Avenue #130
Portland, OR 97204

RE: Objection to Novick Comp Plan Amendment N-14

Dear Council Clerk:

At the end of last year, the Sylvan-Highiands Neighborhood Assaciation ("SHNA") supported the zoning changes for
our neighborhood area as stated in the August 2015 draft Comp Plan. Neighbors responded to the issue with tetiers,
online commenis and personal testimony. We appreciated the opportunity to participate in the process and felt
listened to. We complimented City staff, the Mayor and Commissioners on the then current Comp Plan version.

Two months later in February, Commissioner Novick proposed an amendment {N-14) chahging the zoning for a
single property located at 6141 SW Canyon Court. SHNA objected to this amendment and urged the City Council to
direct the property owner to follow the standard process for a zone change. | agree and stand with SHNA in this
matter.

SHNA was told that the property owner’s team of lawyers, consultants and architects employed had no effect on the
Commissioner Novick's decision. That's hard to believe.

Commissioner Novick’s staff explained that he cherry-picked a zoning change for this property {o forward his goals of
urban density and affordable housing. This amendment will increase density but will certainly not create affordable
housing. Earlier this month at a public SHNA meeting, the property owner told us that he plans to build 11 luxury
condominiums on the property.

Commissioner Novick's goal of replacing the missing middle homes is generally a reasonable and good goal. in this
case, it seems like the goal was applied in a one-size-fits-all manner, If one looks deeper than the surface it's clear
that the goal cannot apply in all situations and certainly not with this property. This amendment will {(a) work against
affordable housing, (b) increase private vehicular use to the detriment of public transit and alternative transportation
and (c) degrade the neighborhood’s tivability due to its substandard transportation infrastructure. These and other
reasons are why the City staff rejected the zone change. The BPS Recommendation was “No change, Support PSC
recommendation. This lacation is nof near services and has poor transit access.” The BPS recommendation fs
based upon facts and common sense,

This arnendment N-14 undermines the public process and good staff work done on the Comp Plan updats. It's an
affront to the public in that it ignores public input and avoids the public process. |t stinks like a back room deal to
benefit the property owner. It's hard to say who will benefit from this amendment other than the property owner.

{ respactfully request that Commissioner Novick withdraw the amendment or the City Council vote against the
amendment.

Sincerely,
Dave Malcolm

"SHNA resident

ce: Mayor Hales
Commissioner Fish
Commissioner Fritz
Commissionar Novick
Commissioner Saltzman
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Arevalo, Nora

Evan Heidtmann <evan.heidtmann@gmail.com>

Thursday, Aprif 28, 2016 10:32 AM

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Hales, Mayor; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner
Fritz, Commissioner Saltzman; Commissioner Novick

Cc: Transportation System Plan
; Subject: Neighborhood support of TSP amendment 40116 -- Greenway on NE 7th
Attachments: comments_1461863093.pdf; Signatures.xlsx

Mayor and Commissioners,

Rl i el

Thanks for allowing testimony on the Comp Plan amendments through this morning. I've testified before in
support of amendment 40116 and today 1 want to share the results of a petition posted by my neighbors
yesterday morning.

This online petition, titled "Please support NE 7th Greenway," was posted on the NextDoor pages for Irvington,
King, and Eliot neighborhoods yesterday morning. It's also been circulated on a few other channels.

Today, about 24 hours later, it has gained 354 signatures in support. I'm personally floored at the volume of
support!

- I'm well aware that we haven't yet reached all constituents with this limited effort, but 1 think the support for
___this petition should indicate that there is significant support from neighbors both on and off 7th. I'm looking
=rward to the project design phase, if and when the Greenway is funded, when we'll be able to hear from more
" people who might be affected by the changes.

I've copied the text of the petition below and attached the comments and a list of the signers we've received so
far on the petition. The online version of the petition can be found here: https:/www.change.org/p/mayor-
_charlie-hales-please-support-ne-7th-greenway-pdx/c

Thanks again for your time.

Best,
Evan Heidtmann (and associated neighbors in support of a NE 7th Greenway)

Petition text below:

We strongly support the proposed Greenway on NE 7th from Lioyd Ave to Sumner St. We believe that a
Greenway on 7th will dramatically improve Portland’s bikeway network, improve the safety of people using
and crossing the street, and restore 7th to its original function as a local neighborhood street.

For many years neighbors on 7th Avenue have seen a lot of unsafe traffic behaviors mainly from frustrated
~ commuters avoiding MLK. They are cutting through the neighborhood using 7th Avenue as their route driving
_ster than posted speed limits, refusing to stop for pedestrians and rarely yielding to cyclists. Currently 7th
- Avenue is a de-facto bike route. In addition, hundreds of pedestrians use this street including children that
attend Albina Head Start, King and Irvington Schools and residents walking to take public transportation.
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Keeping all people safe that are using 7th should be a priority.

A Great Bikeway

A Greenway on 7th would be a superior bikeway for one simple reason: it doesn’t require a map to understand.
All the way from 1-84 to Sumner, it’s a straight and direct route with an easy and even grade. This is exactly the
kind of bikeway we need in Portland to make bicycling accessible to more of our neighbors: easy to use, easy to

find, and easy to follow. And every person that uses a bike is one person who’s not using a car, thereby
improving mobility for everyone in the city. :

These are the additional reasons why we believe that NE 7th is a superior choice over NE 9th:
1) Already heavily used by bicyclists and pedesirians to access neighborhood destinations. Used by children
attending Irvington School, King School, Albina Head Start, and people with disabilities. (DaVita, Norco

Medical, Numotion)

2) Through traffic should be using MLK Blvd; vulnerable road users and adjacent residents should not be
overwhelmed by traffic avoiding MLK

3) Connects directly to existing bike infrastructure in the Lloyd and across Broadway/Weidler

4) Most mellow grade, which is key for those unexperienced riders, people with disabilities and elderly
pedestrians .

5) Existing traffic signals at Fremont, Prescott, and Alberta

7) Only a few blocks away from the bike/ped-unfriendly MLK commercial corridor; connects to King School
and King Farmer's Market

8) There are existing traffic calming measures in place on stretches of 7th (improvement is necessary but better
than starting from a blank slate)

9) Future bike/ped bridge over I-84 likely to touch down at 7th on N side of freeway
10) Every cyclist we asked riding on 7th told us that they would not ride on 9th even if a greenway went on it.
12) More direct route, keeps bike traffic out of Irving Park

13) In the Community Outreach event that we held on March 6, 2016, we found out that support from residents
on the street was strong. We have collected 72 signatures from residents from NE 7thAve. Including King, Eliot
and Irvington neighborhoods.

14) The area on 9th between Weidler/ Broadway is challenging and Lloyd District stakeholders objected
strongly to have a greenway there.

15) 9th Ave would require running a path entering by the playground and by the baseball and soccer fields
where young children play, dogs play free and stray soccer and baseballs fly. Or a path forced to skirt around

the park necessitating 4 tight right angle turns for the bike commuter plus the installation of a traffic light on NE ¢
9th and Freemont.
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16) PBOT provided a cost estimate and a greenway on 7th could cost $1 million VS a greenway on 9th could
cost $2 million.

“==he only way the City can reach its ambitious goals laid out in the Bike Plan for 2030 is supporting projects like
—is.

Our city must work quickly to achieve our goal of 60% of trips made on foot, by bike, or by transit in 2030.
Projects like this are necessary to create the safe conditions necessary to get young, elderly, family, and
"interested but concerned"” folks traversing the city on foot and by bike.

Please keep the greenway on NE 7th and protect the hundreds of pedestrians and riders that use NE 7th on a
daily basis!

A greenway on NE 7th Ave is enthusiastically supported by the following organizations:
- Bicycle Transportation Alliance

- Bike_Loud PDX

-Weidler-Broadway Alliance

-King Neighborhood Association

=—Eliot Neighborhood Association

-Irvington Community Association
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change.org

Recipient:

Letter:

Mayor Charlie Hales and City Council of Portland

Greetings,

Please support NE 7th Greenway @ PDX
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Comments

Name

Evan Heidtmann

Pat Shepherd
Allan Rudwick

Mike Warwick

john Ritchay

Steve Cole

Danny Garcia

Locatlon

Portland, OR

Corvallis, OR

Porlland, OR

Portland, CR

portland, OR

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR

Date
20186-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

Comment

This greenway would represent a huge improvement for neighborhood mobility
and is a necessary step towards our long-term goals as a city. Alternative
alignments are inferior; 7th is the only good choicel

My grandchildren live on 7th and  am concerned for their safely - the traffic
moves so fast on that strest

This project will improve safety on NE 7th which 1 use regufarly. And 1It'll
remove those stupid roundabouls.

Traffic volumes and speeds on NE 7th have besn an issue for the Elio
Neighberheod for all of the 40 years 1 have lived on my street. It is dangerous
tor children to cross enroute to Irvington School and park and for wheelchair
bound residents of the Quad Center on Willlams whe use Thompson to get to
Lloyd Centar. Numerous pets have been Killed and cars wrecked dus to
speeding. This needs to be stopped before children are killed. PS The road
diet on Williams made the problem worse, thank you very much:(

7th Ave, was nof intended for what it has become; 7th is a straight shot 1o and
across |-84, therefore a more perfaci route; changing 7th would do more for the
quality of life in this city.

It is essential for tha residents of 7th, the children who cross 7th to attend
school, and the cyclists and drivers who share the street, that 7th be converted
to a bike greenway. It has become far too dangerous a street 1o be allowed to
continue In its present canfiguration,

As a former neighborhood resident, | strongly support the safely and fivability of
this amazing community. | still transit this area by bike and visit my former
neighbors! ’
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Name

Erin Fish

Kee Song

Location

Poriland, OR

Portland, OR

Date
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

Comment

The cumulative changes that the 7th Ave Greenviay proposal could make
should have a significanily posilive impact on the many Porlland
neighborhcods that NE 7th Ave, NE Oth Ave, and MLK Blvd connecl. | have
my personal thoughts and feefings, and although some of them are focused on
my Immediate family, home, streot, and neighborhood, my lestimony does
involve a broader scope with consideration for Ihe patchwork of nelghborhoods
that make up our Poriland communily.

We live on Graham St between MLK & NE 7th Ave. Our streat is often used as
a shorteut for drivers who want to bypass MLK by cuiling over to 7th Ave. ltis
a hazard and a safsty risk to the residents and visitors in our neighberhood.

My 3.5 year old daughter mimics me when speeders zoom by our house, by
yeling "SLOW DOWNI®-

For elongated periods of each day NE 7th Ave becomes a stressful strest to
navigate for autos, bicyclists, and pedestrians alike as the areas in North &
Noriheast Portland bacome mere dense and more commuters try {0 find
alternate roules to MLK.

Many cars seem to be traveling significantly over the spsed limit, sometimes
ignoring slop signs, clipping the round-abouts, coming close 1o hitting parked
cars, as well as people crossing the streel.

It makes sense 10 designate NE 7th Ave as an official greenway with traffic
diverters, especlally south of Fremont, to direct traffic away from the
neighborhood and towards MUK, which fs a designated highway and should be
equipped for higher volumas of traffic.

7th Ave seems to be a more common sense and cost-effeclive placement of
the greenway due 1o its more consistent, slighter slope than Sth, and for the
fact that It continuas on past Irving Park, and that it will connect directly with the
new pedestrian bridge on NE 7th cragsing the 84 freeway.

Furlhermore, 1o mitigate issues from drivers who redirect east of 7th {8ih, 9th,
10th, 11th), as well as on the MLK-bound streets as a result of the diverters,
perhaps speed bumps and other speed reducing siruclures or factics can be
implemented on such streets in order to decrease tha risk to other vehicles,
pedesirians, and residents.

MLK should also be belter equipped to handte a higher volume of vehicles
driving in both directions, perhaps with current, intuitive traffic signais.

{ wish for our family, our nelghbors, our neighboring neighbors, and our visilors
to feel salor on ths strests in our community. Turning NE 7th Ave into an
official designated greemway is & common sense action to take 1o achieve this
goal.

Thank you for the opportunity to speak on this.

Best, Erin

This will help make 7th safer for bicyclists and pedestrians, especially during
rush hour. 1 see bicyclists squeezed out around the traffic calming circles, it is
very concerning.

Please help make NE 7th safer by reducing \raffic.

Thank you.
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Name
Jeanne Stringer

Joseph Albert

Khalid Wahab

craig harlow

Susan Rilchey

Adron Hall
Kiel Johnson

Maria Garcia

David Kennedy

Adrienne Tozier de la
Poterie

andrew shepherd

Betsy Reese

Josh Berezin

Locatlon
Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Portland, OR

porlland, OR

Porllang, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR
Porttand, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

poritand, OR
Poriland, OR

Portland, OR

Date
2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

Comment
My children live on that strest

We don't need bicycles speeding across our beauliful, pedestrian-oriented
neighborhood park (Irving Park).

Lel's face it, cyclisis are already using NE 7th and they wiil likely continue to do
that for a variety of reasons stated in the petitions so why not make the road
they are already using safer, instead of creating a new path where we know the
adoplion may not be high. This will mean that we will still have a high volume
of bike riders and a lot of traffic on 7th, the greenway on another, therefore,
adding no value.

I've a child at Irvington School, [ iive in Irvington and work in the Lioyd District,
and 1 and my four chitdren mainly bicycle for transportation In and through the
neigborhood. NE 7th is a fright, and | don't altow my children to ride on it. 7th
Ave makes the best sense as a bikeway, due to its lower expense cver 3th to
make needed enhancements, it's direct connection through the Lloyd Disirict
and the planned bike/ped bridge over -84, and it's more even and gentle
elevation profile compared to 8th, Aulos currently use 7th as a high-speed
mostly siep-free alternative to MLK, which leaves almost no incentive for
current 7th fraffic to choose other nearby neighborhood strests if restrictions
are placed on 7th. Traffic will redistribute 1o MLK and to NE 15th, aveiding the
stop-signs and obstacles on the other sireets in-beween. It wilt be easy to
model those traffic pattern changes by temporarily diverting 7th autos.

Having a Greanway through NE would be awesoms. 7th Ave Is a mess from
carrying fraffic that should be on MLK

818 8W 3rd Ave 378
I want to be able to safety bike down 7th which is the easiest bike route option

The city of Portland is growing. But with growing comes responsibilities in
proper planning. It makes sense for 7ih 1o become a greenway as it is one
street over from MLK and it has no park cutling it. Keeping alil people in
Portland safe is a responsibliity. | live in Brazee Street between 7th and MLK
and already see how peocple cut through my residential sireel at speeds of 35
MPH info 7th Avenue trying to cut their travel time. There are children playing
in the sireets of this neighborhood. A tragedy is just in the waiting if nothing is
done.

7th is supposed to be a neighborhood street, yet, as it stands, is high-traffic.

Having lived in the neighborhood for almost a decade | use 7th frequently as a
bicyclist and pedestrian. With MLK right there 7th is not a key route for cars,
nor Is it terribly convenient given the roundabouts and spaed bumps. A
greenway sounds great to me.

A greenway on 7th Ave Is a faniastic idea!

To make rouline bicycle commuting attractive for more pecple we need not just
safe, but direct, fast, efficient, and smooth routes. | might meander along on NE
9th on a weekend ride, but a Greenway on NE 7th is what would make
commuting or running errands possible to routinely do by bicycle instead of by
car.

Thanks for considering this option. Improving 7th will benefit neighbors as well
as those who choose to travel around the city by foot and bike.
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Name

David Goodyke

Jason Markantes

Sione Doggett

JEREMY SPENCER

Androos Cherper

Aimee sisco

Mall Hawley

Jefirey Brock
Ben Grylewicz

Doug Klotz

Location

Pgrtland, OR

Porlland, CR
Portiand, OR

PORTLAND, OR

Poriland, OR
Portland, OR

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Poriland, OR

Date
2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2018-04-27
2016-04-27
2016-04-27

Comment

[ support diversion for motorized traffic on 7th to creale a street that is safer lo
bike on and much better to live on. Please also consider adding bike facililies to
Skidmore betwean Michigan and MLK. This missing link would bolster all tha
nearby bike improvements and redevelopment by creating connections
betwesn bike routes on Concord, Interstate, Michigan, Vancouver-Williams, 7th
and Going. Adding bike lanes on Skidmore would creale safe crossings for
bikes by using exisling affic control devices al Interstate, Mississippi,
Vancouver, Williams and MLK. Skidmore also links commaercial streets like
Interstate, Mississippl, Williams and Albertal 7th is very important, but comptete'
the netwark, please also add bike lanes to Skidmore.

3003 SE Schiller St.

As car frafiic increases along with the increasing population in Portland,
residential roads will ses more dangerous through Iraffic unless we take steps
{o protect these roads, NE 7th is a prime example wilh dangerous spill-over
traffic from MLK negatively impacting safely and qualily of fife for pedple who
live on 7th and in this area. Establishing 7th as a greenway wauld greatly
improve cycling and walking access in NE Portland and protect this vibrant
residential area from {urlher encroachment from traffic. My family and |
frequently use 7th for access 1o the park and focal businssses.

Please make NE 7th Ave. a "major cily bikeway.” It's the most togical choice
and will provide the most long-term benefit to the neighborhoods and the city.

| ride [and semetimes drive] all over Easlside, especially NE, all year long and
have done so for almost a decade. As a prime "malor clty bikeway" in the
making, NE 7th makes so much sense. I've ridden the [ength of NE 7th
countless times, and F've always wished it was a cycling stiperhighway [and
also that you didn't have to divert to 121h to cross the Bandield]. NE 7this
ready; it already has speed humps, multiple four-way stops, lights, and lots of
cycling traffic. | have also read that NE 7th would cost $1 million less than the
proposed NE 9th option. (As for the other proposed option of NE 9th, 1 can't
urderstand why the city would even conslder, for example, running a bikeway
thru a park vs. alongside it. Not to mention crossing the park and then crossing
Fremont, sans light, is much slower, and the path thru Irving Park wiggles up,
down, and around past a playground and off-leash area.)

Thank you!
7TH is obviously the best location for the greenway.

f've been nearly hit and screamed at by people going too fast on 7ih. People
live here. It's a residentlat street that has become unusable as such, Getling
out of my car in front of my residence Is now dangercus.

1t would be the best bike route through the area, with a better grade than
alternative routes. Traffic on 7th is dangerous with people driving well over the
speed limit from Fremont 1o Alberta.

t support a 7th Ave Greanway and other safety improvements.
| suppont this 100%!

| often trave! to NE Portland, and use NE 7th. 1 would like improvementis to
reduce the auto lraffic and make it a mare pleasant place 1o ride.
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Name

Collin Zimmerer-Mazza

John Brennan

Dan Leda

Marsha Hanchrow

Rebecca Rapple

Kristin Yates
David Swest

Michelle Gamaer

R. Samuel Hopkins

Emily Leuning

Gerald Fittipaldi
Carl VanderZanden

David Bernal

Mark Carter

Nefl Johnson

Lacation

Portland, OR

Poriland, OR

Partland, OR

Portland, 08

PORTLAND, OR

Partland, OR

Porlland, CR

Poritand, OR

Portland, OR

Poritand, OR

Porfland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Date
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

Comment

As a father of 2 young children living on Brazee between MLK and 7th |
strongly support this and see tvo important connected issues here: choosing a
sireet for the North South bike greenway and the second more important life-
salety tssue of the reduction of speed and volume of auto traffic on 7th,
Designating 7th Ave as the gresnway will slow and reduce autoe traffic creating
a safer environment and bring 7th back o its designed nelghborhood use. in
my mind there really is no choice. Improving life-safety should be the mosl
important gaugs of an infrastruciure project. Desfgnating 7th Ave as a
greenway will drastically increase pedestrian and bike safety. Deslgnating
another sireet as the gréenway would only encourage additional traffic on 7th
driving at high speeds through the nelghborhood further increasing the risk of
an accident. There Is no question that 7th should be the greenway.

Hive in the neighborhood and regularly ride my bike on NE 7th.
I also hold the vision of a NE 7th bike crossing over |-84. This greenway can be
completed earlier and suppart NE 7ih as a strong N/S bike corridor,

This is a direct cycling roule | have used in the past but now avoid due to
increased aulo traftic and aggressive drivers. | would love to use it again!

I ride 7th daily 10 get to work, whenever | have to get 1o Kaiser, and any time
Fm going just about anywhere in N Poriland. | often feel threatened by
headless drivers, and would fove to see it improved.

Biking to work from NE is a key issue.

1 work in the neighborhood and this would be a perfect bike route from norh to
south Portand!

I ide through there often. Ninth is a disaster as a greenway due to bumpy
pavement & pedestrian & dog conflicts in Irving Park.

As aresident of a wide "cohnector‘ street between MLK and NE 7th, | see the
same frustrated, speeding commuters others have noted cutling through to NE

7th and putting my children, neighbors and peis at risk every day. A greenway

would once agaln make NE 7th what it was meant to be: a neighborhood
street. :

| bike commute in this neighborhood and walk 7th frequentiy and the car traffic
is not safe with the heavy bike traffic. This is going to get worse with increased
apariments going in. 7ih is the logical bike route and bikers will favor it over 9th

Hlive in King neighborhood and bike on 7th all the time- safety improvemenis
for people on bikes are needed] A greenway on 7th is much more logical than
aih.

Pm tired of motorists aggressively passing me on NE 7th while I'm hiking.

} live in the neighborhood and agree with these observations about 7th Ave.
We also need better traffic policing.

Using 7th rather than 9th as a greenway just makes more sense - for the cily,
my neighborhood, and the Porfland cycling community.

[ lived in this neighborhood for years and was constanily frustrated by the
aggressive behavior of motorists while attempting 1o ride 7th. This Is a
neighborhood street, not a cut-through for MLK traffic ana I'd love to ses traffic
speeds decreased and cycling encouraged,

7th Avenue would be the perfect route for safety and neighborhood issues.
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Name

Rob Darmour

Adar Espersen

Christine Chen
Phil Richman

couriney miller

Karen Berry
Robert Baskelte

Andrew connelly

Luke Norman

Brian Greer
Tracy Schlapp
Alexis Warwick

Jeff Stringer
Tracy Schlapp

Location

Poriland, OR

Porlland, CR

Porlland, OR

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Ann Arbor, Mi

Poriland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Date

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

Comment

1 belisve this would improve ot anly the quality of the Elliotrvington
neighborhood, but also, the safety and quality of cycling/iwalking the cityas a
whole. The banefit of reduction in cost to the proposed project of $2 million on
9th compared to $1 million on 7th seems fiscally responsible in a city that can't
seam to pave its roads wilhout additional tax proposals and is struggling to
shelter the homeless.

Lastly, as a cyclist, | can say that from first hand experience 9th avenue is &
more difficult road to pedal due to hills and obstacles like the Irvington park. If
we want to encourage more ¢ycling by residents and visitors, aligning
greenways with geographically easy routes is common sense. Additionally,
Ihare are far more businessesifarmers markets along 7th that would benefit
irom the increased bikeffoot traffic and would make thase businesses easfer
destinations for cyclists lo access.

I've seen too many close calls between cars rushing through and
cyclists/pedestrians. Placing a Greenway on 7th would keep MLK as the
primary road for North-South Travel in the area, where traffic tights allow for.
safe crossing of pedesirians and cyclists.

| see the issues on 7th avenue daily and think this proposal makes the most
commen sense, much needed]

The Inner East Side is long overdue for a safe option for Norih/South bike
riding including our children and seniors.

Wa live In this streot and exparience VERY unsate encounters every single
day. Our puppy was hit and killed (wilhout the car stopping) in front of our
children. The car was racing down 7th at a dangerous speed. Please, move
forward with this change.

{ hava 3 very young grandehildren living on 7th Ave and the speed of the traffic
scares me a lot.

flive less than a bleck off NE 7th. With a higher density of pgople in the
neighborhood, NE 7th becomes more dangerous all the time. it's an
unfortunate new reality for this part of town.

i will use this greenway more than the current mess of aggressive drivers

As a new biker, the manageable incline and easy legidility of NE 7th has
opened up the neighborhoods Norih and Northeast Peortland to me. However,
increasing traffic makes than a less safe and Inviting option for the next
generation of new bikers. | support building on the existing investmenl to move
NE 7th from a good bike route to a great greenway

1t will serve the cause of safety for schoolchildren in the area and is the most
fiscally responsible and logical solution

this would be a wonderful improvement for the neighborhood and the many
people of tha city who use rving Park.

}iive off NE 7th Ave and this is necessary for ongoing salety In the
reighborhood

2838 NE 19th Ave

Individual bike commuters, families of cyclisls, pedestrians... iravel daily on our
stretch of 7th avenue near kving Park. During the week days, he car traffic is
increasingly heavy and aggressive — it is often difficult to cross 7th to access
the park. This feels like a smart, forward-thinking fix for the city. A greal way lo
move people from NE {o SE, while also supporling the famities of King
Elementary.
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Name
Ayallo Otika

Lisa Lacy

David Sanchez

Anna Austin

Susan Stringer

Shannon Grzybowski

Eric Maxwell

Jessie Marquez

sabolch horvat

Richard Way

sabolch horvat

Ashley Koger

Tessa Watson

Mike O'Brien
Kurt Nordback

Carl Larson

Margaret Smeakens

chris mecraw

Locatlon
Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Poriland, OR

Portland, OR

Porifand, OR
Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Poriland, OR

chicago, IL

Poritand, OR

chicago, IL

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Portiand, OR
Boulder, CO

Paorilland, OR

San Diego, CA
portfand, OR

Date
2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-27

2018-04-27
2016-04-27

2016-04-27
2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

Comment
Aycllo D. Olika

7th is an important corridor for bicyclists and a street used by many kids who
attend Irvingten,

This would make for a betler neighborhood. 1loved for 10 years near 7th and
Prescott. 7th was my primary bike route

All the unsate fraffic on 7th must stop ! The new GIGANTIC, UNWANTED
building on 7th and Russell will increase traffic which already is so heavy
during rush hour, that I cannot even get out from my driveway! Please do nol
ignore our request for a Greenway!

Everyone who uses NE 7th Ave deserves a safe street,

ilive on NE 7th Ave. Every day, | see numerous cars speeding up and down
the road (in excess of 40mphl) and cyclists nearly hit. My children and | often
wait for 10, 15, 20 or more cars 1o speed by before we can safely cross. It's not
safe as is. Designating NE 7th Ave as a greenway saves the city $1rniltion
instead of 9th, Improved safely with less cost? Yes, pleasse.

because | suppor a greenway on 7th

My family and | live on 7th Ave. We have a small child and know many others
on this street with small children. We worry about thelr safety as many cars
drive very quickly down this sireet. We've chosen not to have pets because we
think the sireet is too dangerous. We hope 7th becomes a bicycle-friendly
street. it would make our lives better!

9th would be a more ideal bike way for cyclists, Expanding cycling safely
should be a priority for our friendly neighborhoed.

Traffic on 7th has become congested and dangerous

Oops, | meant to write that NE 7th ave would be ideal: less detours, a real
connecling route for cyclists, and many great objects to slow traffic in place for
a start on the projects

This is a great idea.

[ bike from Prescott and 7th to Weidler and 7th Monday - Friday so this would
be AMAZING.

| bike!

| support this alignment as a direct and logical route, and the one ihat is most
beneficial to the neighborhoods.

NE 71h is & neighborhood street, not an arterfal. By installing iraffic calming and
diverters as parl of a bikeway project, neighbors will finally get relief from
speeding MLK cut-through traffic and the cily will gain a safe, direct, north-
south bike route on the inner eastside. Ii's a chaaper, betier, more-impactful
route than NE 9th. | strongly support construction of a greenway on NE 71ih,
Neighborhood assoclations and the Bicycle Transportation Alliance {as noted in
their "Blueprint for Woerld Class Bleycling) also support it.

Please halp make 7th Ave a safer streetl

I exclusively bike, and live a few blocks off 7th at Rosa Parks, and would love a
greenway that gets me most of the way northl | use 9th sometimes but it is
prefty non-opiimal, from crappy pavement to park throughway to steep grades,
it's a challenge to navigate with my bike trailer - particularly crossing frement
out of the parkl 7th would be pretty awesome, but has too rmuch high speed
traffic for me now.

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3463




e b

1L

N

Name

Joan Petit

Josh Capps

Gabriel Tiller

Tessa Walker
Fiona Kenshole
David Roth
Thomas Van Raalte

VR

Daron McCaulley

Nathan Schlingmann

Malthew Picio

Alan Gunn
David Ross
Jason Nolin

Adam parsley
Curlis Miller

Zoe Andersen

Dora DeCoursey

Nick Fox

Ovid Boyd

Location

Poriland, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Portland, CR

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Perlland, OR

Portland, OR

Porfland, OR

Porlland, OR

Portiand, OR

Poritand, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Poritand, OR

Poriland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR

Date

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

- 2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

20186-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28

Comment

We need a safer NE 7th, for my kids to get to Irving Park and to use as a norih-
south bike way.

Do the right thing, city council,

Used to be my commute, very scary to ride on but no other efficient N-8 routes
in that area,

Cyclists deserve routes that are straightiorward to find and simple to access.

1 usad to live half a block W of Irving Park and walk to the Lloyd MAX station
evary day. Even as a pedestrian the direct connectivity, existing signal
infrastructure, and adiacency to destinations on 7th was much betler then gth.

Good infrasiructure makes Portland a better, safer place to live. 1t is the bast
mayoral legacy you could wish for.

This makes the most sense, benefiting the most people (pedestians, pels, and
pedallers). The only ones disagresing want to make 7th Ave their own personal
high-speed thoroughfare for cars and trucks.

Need another north souih route

People drive like nutcases down 7th Avenus all the time, | live In this
neighborhood. | have almost been hit both riding my bike and crossing the
stree! as a pedestrian. [t would be super duper to turn 7th into a greenway with
divertors 1o keep the crazy speeders off the street and make 1t a safe place for
tne neighborhood 1o get arcund. Thank youl

I ride’ NE 71h every merning on my bike comimutet This is & topic I'm passionate
about, namaly because 1've been called annoying by a car for traveling on 7th.
Bikers deserve direct routes just as much as cars, Bikes should not be diverted
for the convenience of car traffic. Encourage bikes on 7lh and cars on MLK.

| five on 7th avenue and use 7th avenue to commute by bicycle. Often the
commute feels dangerous for commuting and I've had some near misses. It's
not that the cats are driving aggressively bul when two cars are passing sach
other and your on a bike it's just not wide enough to have a safe passing.

| strongly support and befleve in the 7th bikeway proposal

} used 1o bike this way home 5 years ago. | stopped doing it because it got very
busy. I'd do It agaln these changes were implemented. This would be a great
alt to get home form the Lioyd district with my child.

Llive in the neighborhood and ihis is an important connector.

I bike on 7th every day to and from work, The drivers have become terrifyingly
aggressive. | want 7th to refurn 1o being friendly to cyclists and pedestriansl

| hike on seventh every day!

I's obvious what's coming in our beloved Portland-- poputation explosion. And
It's obvious what our transgortalion priority must be, And it shouldn't be cars.
Bicycles ought lo be lauded and supported over the automobile anyplace and
anylime we possibly can. NE 7ih Is again, an abvious place to do that,

7th Avenue has too much traffic for it's size. 'sa residential street that should
be more for pedestrians, bikers and the local car owners.

[ worry about using 7th now when | bike, but It would be the most direct route o
many places  go, so [ would be happy to see it made safer.

7th Is not as safe as it should be. Fewer cars would be good for my child and
my family.

Strests should be safe
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Name

David Goldstein

Charles Graham
John Weslerman

Eric lverson

Paula Wichienkuer
Sharon Espersen

jere fitterman |

Amber McKenna
Daniel Gebhart
Clint Riley

John Karabaic
Lisa Frank

Michael Tousignant
orika almskaar
Robin Bogert

Kate Marquez

Carolyn Evans

Terrence Dublinski-Milton

Christopher Higgins

Erika Stanley

Rebecca Gundle

Chelsea Petrakis

Location

Portland, OR

" Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Salem, OR
Poritand, OR

Portland, OR
Nashua, NH

Tallahasse'e, FL

Cincinnati, OH
Portland, OR
Pertland, OR
Portland, OR
Partland, OR
Klamath Falls, OR
Poriland, OR

Poriland, OR

Poriland, OR

Portland, OR

Partland, CR
Portland, OR

Date
2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

- Comment

| am signing because the way cars and lrucks use the shortcut between
Prescott and Alberta Sts. is truly a danger to public safety. | live right on that
block, and | routinely see cars gunning it in excess of 50 mph, not even
pausing lo cross Going St., a very popular bicycle route, and then cruise right
by an elementary school.

It's & great ideal
| ride a bicycle and | commute.

How eise will we reduce the incentives 1o drive and reach our bike commuting
goal?

i want safe roads for children and everyone for biking.
| support having safe bicycle troutes and safe residential areas

I'm signing this because | walk and bike there a lot. | live very near. Our
neighborhood kids cross 7th to go o school. | eringe watching them ry cross.

[ wanl my neighborhood to be safe for pedestrians, cyclists and drivers.
Traffic calming is needed now!

| support this endeavor because it will increase pedestrian safety, and will
encourage and support increased bike usage.

1l use this greenway often,

This is the right place AND it's where the community wants it!
Bike infrastructura is one of the most important local issues to me.
I'll feel safer with this greenway!

| want more safe convenlent routes to bike withou! fear.

I'm signing because peaple drive too fast on 7th.

| ride my bike everywhere, often with my child. More green ways would really
help us get around. Thanks!

This would make for a much more robust route than 9 th which we need to
reach our bike mode share goals. It would be open 24 hours as Irving Park

closes at night. MLK is parallel, making 7 th the perfect north-south © Clinton of -

NE™ if built with proper Diversion from the start.

Seventh Avenue is far too dangerous at the moment, for pedestrians molorists
and cyclists. And it's far congested with cars espscially at rush-hour .  There
are children that play on Brazee Street and had around 5 o'clock cars start
ripping through our block, K pasta?

NE 7th was my bike route for years and it should be designated officially so
that we can keep cyclists safer and nsighborhcods guister as densily and
traffic increase.

I'tive in NE and ride my bicycte on 7th regularly. It just makes sensel

I bike on NE 7th a lot in my commute and consistently have felt 'scared off' the
road by drivers moving oo fast, culling too close to me, and driving quickly by
me just before roundabouts and over speadbumps. NE 7th already gets a lot of
bike fraffic and Is clearly the best choice for a greenway running from 1-84
North. ft just doesn't feel safe currenily and it should be. | would love to seeit
proiected more as a Greenway and re-paved in spols so it safe for all
bicyclists!
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Name

Robert Nysirom

Stephanie Noll

Muriel Gueissaz-Teufel
Owen Walz

Lucas Gray

Jeanie Golino
Naomi Campbell
Paul Jeffery
John Dendiuk
andrew vanviack
Katie Weinstein
Tom McTighe

armando funa

Soth Thomas

Andrew Hollz

lan Wolf

John Adamsen

John paul castiaux

Dan & Kirsten Kaufman

Mark Colman

Location

Porlland, OR

Portland, OR
Poritand, OR
Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Perlland, OR
Portland, OR
Portland, OR
astoria, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Poriland, OR

Portland, OR

Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Portiand, OR

Portland, OR

Poritand, OR

‘portland, OR

Date

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2018-04-28

2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

Comment

This would reflect concepts of 'social engineering' - supporting what peopte DO
{cycle & walk 7ih) vs someone else's Idea of what looks good on paper. The
reasons slated are accurate and wise. 1 ride this all the time and agree with the
assessment (and increasing potential prablems).

A 7th Ave bikeway would provide a sate, direct route to take my kids to the
dentist and other places we need 10 go.

| am a resident, a biker, a parent, and an MLK commuter. i agres with the
observalions in the pefition, the need to slow down traffic on 7th while finally
making 7th safe for bikers.

| bike on 7th all the limel

i bike a lot and there are very few easy and safe north-south arteries in
Portland - especially east of MLK. '

This is a good idea and one that will benefit many. Please support this. Too
many people are injured and even killed because we don't have safe routas for
bikes and pedestrians.

It makes sensa for a good bike commute. Also Town a home on 7th and would
lave my children to be able o go near the streel. Right now it's too dangerous. |
do hope | wouldnt lose all of my strest parking though.

| want sensible, convenient, and safe bike roules throughout the cily.

f ride my two boys all around portland and | want sale roads allowing us {o slay
out of our car,

I have used this path daily for bike travel and find itio be a perfect north/south
route,

This communily needs safe, reliable routes for travel. Drivers often try to
bypass traffic on MLK to speed at high rates on 7th. We need designated
routes throughout cur city for non-vehicle travel, PLEASE.

Nelghborhood Greenaways are a key part of smart grovith.

we need to start making eycling and other active transportation oplions a
priority.

I'm signing because | primarily use 7th to bike 1o and from work and itis a
Jarring enough experience with bad car behavior that | often resort o &
clrcultous route using other sireets rathar than simply the siralght shot 7th
would provide bacause 7th does not feel safe.

tride 7th

I live on that streel and have seen a huge increase of traffic causing unsafe
conditions for bikers, walkers, efc....

Myselt and my family commute by bicycle daily up and down seventh avenue
with many other bike ridersfcommuters. It would make it a direct route of safe
travel connacting NE to SE 7th Ave

This Is long overdue and exlremely important to the future of Portland's
livability.

Safe blke routes make for better neighborhoods and a betler city.

Wa strongly support the proposed Greenway on NE 7ih from Lloyd Ave to
Sumner St. We believe that a Greenway on 7th will dramatically improve
Portland’s bikeway network, improve the salety of people using and crossing
the street, and restore 7th to its original function as a local neighborhood street,
Make it s0, Mayor Hales!
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Name

Ben Salzberg

michelle kfine

Carl Alviani

Rex Burkholder
Garth Upshaw

Anita Dilles

Location

Portlang, OR

Periland, OR
Poriland, OR

Porlland, OR
Portland, OR
Portland, OR

Date
2016-04-28

2016-04-28
2016-04-28

2016-04-28

' 2016-04-28

2016-04-28

Comment

Anything to improve cycling through the Lloyd district would be weicome. ltis .
the best route through now but could be vastly improved! -

['want 7th to be a greenway!

I'm signing because { live just 10 blocks away, and regularly bike with my young
son in this area. And while eastiwest connectivity is reasonably good, through
Greenways on Tillameok, Klickitat and Going, heading northYsouth is always
fraught with discomfort and occasionally dangerous car conflict. Returning NE
7th to its original role as a fow-speed, low-stress neighborhood street is the
best way | can see doing it.

2824 SE Yambhill Street
[ use 7th already and would love the exira measures to make it safer. Thanks.

I'm signing because | strengly support 7th as a bike greenway! Cars drive too
fast on that residential slreet, and need 1o be diverted 1o the arterials.
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Name
__ Montserrat Shepherd
s Evan Heidtmann
Stephen Scott
| Susan Stringer
Patricia Shepherd
loan Fodor
Alex Reed
Allan Rudwick
Mike Warwick
Adam Herstein
i Blake Goud
Taylor Murray
John ritchey
Danny Garcia
Steve Cole
Rose Gunn
Erin Fish
Emily Guise
Kee Song
Jeanne Stringer
Collin Zimmerer-Mazza
Joseph Albert
Soren Impey
Khalid Wahab
Swapna Mukhopadhyay
“Sarah Newsum
craig harlow
susan ritchey
Adron Hall
Rob Mumford
kiel johnson
Steven Nelson
Maria A. Garcia
David Kennedy
Carrie Yager
Adrienne Tozier de la Poterle
Alise Munson
andrew shepherd
Betsy Reese
Jonathan Gordon
David Goodyke
Thomas Asturias
, Minh Truong
. losh Berezin
Jason Markantes
Megan Zimmerer-Mazza

&4
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City

Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Mancos
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Poriland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland

~ Portland

Portland
Portiand
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portiand
Partland
Portland
Portland

State
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Colorado
QOregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
QOregon
Oregon
Oragon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Qregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon

Postal Cod Country

United States
97211 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
81328 United States
97212 United States
97206 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97206 United States
97217 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97218 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
7212 United States
97217 United States
97212 United States
97209 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97214 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
§7227 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97204 United States
97202 United States
97232 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97211 United Siates
97232 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97202 United States
97206 United States
97227 United States
97212 United States
§7212 United States
97217 United States
97202 United States
97211 United States
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Jon Newman Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Marisa Flower Portland Oregon  97212-31: United States —
Martin Chasehill Portland Qregon 97212 United States
Angela Fish Portland COregon 97212 United States
Stone Doggett Portland Oregon 97212 United States
JEREMY SPENCER PORTLAND Oregon 97212 United States
Michela McMahon Portland Qregon 97212 United States
Androos Cherper Portland Oregon 97209 United States
aimee sisco Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Gina Newman Portland Oregon 97212 United States
nits benson Portland Oregon 97212 United States
George Weissmann Portland QOregon 97212 United States
Matt Hawley Portland Oregon 97212 United States
leffrey Brock Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Ben Grylewicz Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Noah Flower Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Dylan Stringer Portland Oregon 97202 United States
Nina leibow Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Doug Klotz Portland Oregon 97214 United States
Kristin Gross Portland Oregon 97218 United States
James Grant Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Jennie Cronin Portland Oregon 97212 United States
John Brennan Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Karen Wells Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Dan Loda Portland Oregon 97266 United States =
Marsha Hanchrow Portland Oregon 97214 United States
Jaime Vasquez portland Oregon 97211 United States
Cory Poole Portland Oregon 97215 United States
Rebecca Rapple Portland, OR Oregon  97212-11:United States
Kristin Yates Portland Oregon 97203 United States
David Sweet Portland Oregon 97218 United States
Michelle Garner Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Michael Barrett Portland COregon 97212 United States
leff Aslakson Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Sky Cunningham Portland Oregon 97218 United States
Robert Samuel Hopkins Salem Oregon 97312 United States
teresa megrath porltand Oregon 97212 United States
Emily Leuning Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Jacoh Harris Portland Oregon 4.2E+09 United States
Stephen Dorow Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Anna Leuning Portland ~ Oregon 97215 United States
Gerald Fittipaldi Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Car] VanderZanden Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Karen Crichton Portland Oregon 97203 United States -
Cameron Schnur Portland Oregon 97232 United States i
Steve Bozzone Portland Oregon 97214 United States
David Bernal Portland Oregon 97211 United States
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Tom Schmidt Portland  Qregon 97211 United States

.. Cynthia Chilton Portland Oregon 97212 United States

s Mark Carter Portland Oregon 97202 United States

Nell Johnson Portland Oregon 97211 United States

Angela Espersen Portland .Oregon 97212 United States

Yonit Sharaby Portland Oregon 97210 United States

; Rob Darmour Portland Oregon 97212 United States

! Chris Shaffer Portland Oregon 97214 United States

Sarah Wiebenson ' Portiand Oregon 97227 United States

Adam Espersen Portland Oregon 97212 United States

_ Rebecca Key Portland Oregon 97214 United States

% Christine Chen Portland Oregon 97212 United States

X Adam Weber Hood River Oregon §7031 United States

Tony Hawke Portland Oregon 97214 United States

Jason Templeman Portland’ Oregon 97210 United States

Phil Richman Portland Oregon 97219 United States

Courtney Miiter Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Karen Berry Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Luca Steiner Portland Oregon 97211 United States

- Jeri Stein Portland QOregon 97212 United States
) Robert Baskette Portland Oregon 97212 United States
- Courtney Veraldi Portland QOregon 97212 United States
Betsy Wright Portland Oregon 97210 United States

- Joe Hand Portland Oregon 97232 United States
Mary Senatori Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Gabe Cabatlc Portland QOregon 97212 United States

David Robinson Portland Oregon 97211 United States

Andrew connelly Portland Oregon 97211 United States

Stephen Judkins Portland Oregon 97227 United States

Mark vanderzanden Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Luke Norman Portland Oregon 97232 United States

Julie Forbes Portland Oregon 97212 United States

George Greer Portland Oregon 97212 United States
- Tracy Schlapp Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Alexis Warwick Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Rowena Norman " Portland Oregon 97232 United States

Alexander Gerace Portiand Oregon 97211 United States

John Mermin Portland Oregon 97212 United States

: Eric Wilhelm Portland Oregon 97219 United States
Peter Lacy Portland ~ Oregon 97212 United States

£rica Morris Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Jeff Stringer Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Shaun Soden PORTLAND Oregon 97214 United States

, Steven Howland Portland Oregon 97212 United States

... Abhinav Tripathi Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Mark Hilton Portland Oregon 97202 United States

Avyollo Otika ' Paorttand Oregon 97212 United States
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Celia Beauchamp Portland Oregon 97212 United States

Lisa Lacy Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Katherine Wishart Portland Oregon 87212 United States
Anna Gonsalves ' Portiand Oregon 97217 United States
Marcia Alvar Portiand Oregon 97212 United States
David Sanchez Partland Oregon 97212 United States
Brent Shultz Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Fred Lifton Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Courtney Grace h. Portland Oregon §7212 United States
Spencer Soderlind Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Dave McCabe Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Anna Austin Portland Oregon 97212 United States
sari watnick portland Oregon 97212 United States
Deb Owen Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Cornelia Withington Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Caitlin Arbeiter Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Shannon Grzybowski Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Eric Maxweli Portland QOregon 97211 United States
Jessie Marquez Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Rambod Behnam Portland Oregon 97217 United States
Audra Duran Portland ' Oregon §7211 United States
jody guth portiand - QOregon 47212 United States
Saboich Horvat Portland Qregon 97212 United States
Richard Way Portland Oregon 97212 United States ;
Ashley Koger Portland Oregon 97212 United States ;
Tessa Watson Portltand Oregon 97211 United States
John Sturm Portland Oregon 97211 United States
ivitke O'Brien Portland Oregon 97217 United States
sean pliska Portland -~ QOregon 97266 United States
Kurt Nordback Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Carl Larson Portland Oregon 97214 United States
Nelson Earnshaw Portiand Oregon 97212 United States
Anne Kari Lyshaug Portland Oregon 97232 United States
Skye Macalester Portland Oregon 97212 United States
peggy guth portland, Oregon 97227 United States
Margaret Smeekens Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Zane Ingersoll Portland Qregon 97206 United States
JI Heldmann Portland QOregon 57214 United States
chris mccraw Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Bjorn Warloe Portland Oregon 97218 United States
~ Carolina Pfister Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Romedy Murrow Oregon City Oregon 97045 United States
Richard Dawson Portland Oregon 87204 United States
Joan Petit ~ Portland . Oregon 97212 United States =
Lindsay Adamson Portland Oregon 57212 United States s
Alexis Grant Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Josh Capps Portland Oregon 97213 United States
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Adnan Kadir Portland Oregon 97214 United States

P GABRIEL TILLER Portland Oregon §7214 United States
‘== Jessica Jenkins Portfand Oregon 97232 United States
CJ (Tessa) Walker Portland Oregon 97206 United States
Fiona Kenshole Portland Oregon 97210 United States
David Roth . Portland Oregon  97212-38¢United States
Anne Houran Portland Oregon 97212 United States
THOMAS VAN Raaite Portland Qregon 97202 United States
Scott Mainwaring Portland Oregon 97202 United States
Paul Souders Portland Oregon 97202 United States
Esther Harlow Portland Oregon  97213-65( United States
will Vanlue PORTLAND Oregon 97202 United States
Vanessa Renwick ' Portiand Oregon 97212 United States
Clint Culpepper Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Daron McCaulley Portland Oregon 97212 United States
John Arehart Portland Oregon 97212 United States
~ Kara Dale-Sonners Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Nathan Schlingmann Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Matthew Picio ' Portland Oregon 97206 United States
Elliot Hohn Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Alan Gunn Portland Oregon 97217 United States
Scott Batchelar Portland Oregon  97209-35¢ United States
David Ross Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Jason Nelin Portland Oregon 97218 United States
Christopher Russell Portland Oregon 97212 United States
kate Walker Portland Oregon §7220 United States
Adam parsley Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Lynn Thompson Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Andrew Weller-Gordon - Portland QOregon §7212 United States
Eileen Ryan Portland Oregon 7212 United States
Curtis Milier Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Mary Wahlquist Portiand Oregon 97211 United States
Zoe Anderson © Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Viva Soffian Portland Qregon 97211 United States
Robert Bardel Portland Oregon 97212 United States
lan Shepherd Portland QOregon 97212 United States
Nathan Martin Portland Oregon 97211 United States
Ana Shepherd Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Karla Gostnell Brockiyn New York 11218 United States
Lawrence Boothby Portland QOregon 97212 United States
Lucy Burningham Portland Oregon 97217 United States
Dora DeCoursey Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Brian Martin Portland Qregon 97211 United States
Meghan Keys Portland Oregon 97211 United States
. Nick Fox Portland Oregon 97212 United States
Shannan Cox Portland Oregon 97206 United States
judith lienhard Portland Oregon 97225 United States
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Ovid Boyd
heather hoeringer
David Goldstein
Jonathan Forney
Charles Graham
John Westerman
Elizabeth Borte
Paula Funatake
Lee Tillman
Patrick Hazen
Spencer Bushnell
Eric iverson

Ann zawaski

Paula Wichienkuer
Sharon Espersen
Jere Fitterman

‘Amber McKenna

Daniel Gebhart
Clint LeMoyne Riley
John Karabaic

Ryan Butler
Michael Snow

Lisa Frank

halley weaver
michael tousignant
erika almskaar

Alex Aranda

Bob Kellett

greg lavendar

Eva Danon

Raobin Bogert
Heather Watkins
Kate Marquez
Carolyn Evans
Terrence Dublinski-Milton
Christopher Higgins
Matt Stewart
Andrew Sheie
Corina Overman
Stephan Lindner
Carole Johnson-Smith
Erika Stanley

lan Stude

Dana Hargunant
Russ Van Heorn

Lisa Schonberg
Tony Jordan

Portland
portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portiand
portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Salem
Portland
Portland
Clackamas
Portland
Portland
Partland
Portland
Portland
portland
Portland
Portland
Grosse Pointe
Portiand
portiand
Portland
Portland
Portland
Klamath Falls
Portland
Portland
Portiand
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portiand
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland

Oregon
QOregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregeon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Ohig
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Michigan
Oregon
Oregon
QOregon
Cregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon

97232 United States
97212 United States
97211 United States
97215 United States
97212 United States
§7211 United States
97202 United States
97215 United States
97211 United States
97217 United States
97239 United States
97202 United States
97211 United States
97212 United States
97304 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97015 United States
97212 United States
97202 United States
97213 United States
97212 United States
97210 United States
97217 United States
97202 United States
97217 United States
48230 United States
97214 United States
67211 United States
97212 United States
§7217 United States
97202 United States
97601 United States
97214 United States
97215 United States
97212 United States
97214 United States
97217 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97211 United States
97213 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97217 United States
97215 United States
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Clay Giberson
Grace Marian

— Justin Yuen

Rebecca Gundie
Chelsea Petrakis
Darin Lund
Robert Nystrom
Stephanie Noll

Muriel Gueissaz-Teufel

Owen Walz
Jonathan Maus
Lucas Gray
Geoffrey Earl
Amy Fitzpatrick
Adam McAree
Charis Deutsch
Susan Westby
Jeanie Golino
Alan Kessler
Naomi Campbeli
Paul Jeffery
John Dendiuk

Eli Spevak

Emee Pumarega
David Bartges
Andrew VanVlack

Portland
Portiand
Portland
Portland
portland
Portland
Portland
Portiand
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Oakland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
Portland
portland
Portland

Oregon
Oregon
QOregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
QOregon
Oregon
Oregon
California
QOregon
Oregon
Oregon
QOregon

- Oregon

Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon

97211 United States
97214 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97212 United States
97213 United States
97232 United States
97217 United States
97212 United States
97211 United States
97217 United States
97211 United States
97214 United States
94606 United States
97211 United States
97211 United States
97212 United States
97211 United States
97202 United States
97212 United States
97214 United States
97213 United States
97218 United States
97213 United States
97211 United States
97211 United States
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Arevalo, Nora

Uom: Warwick, Mike <mike.warwick@pnnl.gov>
—sent: Thursday, April 28, 2016 10:03 AM
i To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
i Subject: RE: Residential Zoning testimony

As the Comp Plan lead for the Eliot Neighborhood Association Land Use Committee, | have been submitting comments
on the Comp Plan, including proposed zone changes per the comment schedule. The recent revisions of the Map App
had me confused, so { reached out to Planning staff for an explanation. The specific question | posed was why 435 NE
Stanton and the adjacent lot R101963 are shown as R1 zoning in the Comp Plan map, but the Residential map shows “no
i zoning change proposed.” We concurred with the change to the R1 zone for the reasons noted on the Comp Plan map
] and wish to have that zone change implemented.

To recap, Eliot initially proposed almost neighborhood-wide rezoning to be consistent with the Comp Plan goal of
protecting existing “residential” neighborhoods and facilitating deveiopment in “centers” and along
“corridors.” Planning staff revised our proposal to restrict our requested residential zone changes from R2 to R2.5 ONLY
in the Eliot Historic Conservation District. The R2 zone will be retained in the other, roughly half of Eliot’s existing
residential area. They also proposed the zone change noted above {435 NE Stanton/R101963}). As Comp Plan lead, |
assumed this change on the “old” Map App was a “zone change;” however, as noted above, it does not show up on the
“new” Map Apps on the “Residentlal” map but does on the “Comp Plan” map. | have since gotten clarification that a
change on the “Comp Plan” map may not have an associated zone change on the residential or commercial/mixed use
map. To reiterate, | would like to request the PSC include the R2 to R1 zone change for the parcels noted. | will also
note that based on the information | received today about the potential disconnect between the Comp Plan map
—hanges and other maps, | will be reviewing ail relevant maps to see if there are other “missing” zone changes that we
—thought were done deals.

44

LY

Mike Warwick

Eliot Neighborhood Association Land Use Committee Vice Chair and Comp Plan Lead
535 NE Thompson

Portland, 97212

From: Warwick, Mike

Sent: Wednesday, Apill 27, 2016 12:22 PM
To: 'cputestimony@portiandoregon.gov'
Subject: Residential Zoning testimony

I am confused. The new version of the Map App has a Comp Plan link and a Residential link and the information on each

is different. The Eliot Neighborhood proposed a large number of zone changes to make existing zoning consistent with

. the Comp Plan vision to preserve existing neighborhoods and direct growth along corridors and in centers. Planning

' staff altered our proposal, primarily to limit our requested R2 to R2.5 downzone to the boundaries of the Eliot Historic
Conservation District. Fair enough. They also changed zoning on parcels in the existing R2 zoned areas outside of the
Conservation District. Again, fair enough. What is confusing is the different records for the proposed changes to zoning
and on the Comp Plan. For example, one of the changes proposed by staff was for. The revised proposal from staff
proposed to rezoned the parcels to R1 to provide a transition between a change in the Mixed Use zone to lower density
residential areas (R2 zoning). These parcels are sandwiched between the new Mixed Use zone and previous R1
development on Stanton. This proposed zone change doesn’t show up on the “Residential” map, but does on the

G;;omp Plan” map. Hence my confusion. Does the proposed R1 density use in the Comp Plan include a zone change
dnce the Plan is adopted or is that just a “future use” envisioned by the Plan as the FAQ suggests? In any case, thisisa
zone change the PSC should support.
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Arevalo, Nora
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(t ‘om: Council Clerk — Testimony
—zent: Thursday, April 28, 2016 9:55 AM
| To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
% Subject: FW: SWNI Letter Re Amendment P#45 to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan
Attachments: SWNI Letter Re Amendment P#45,.doc
|
1 Importance: High
;j Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
| Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130

503.823.4086

From: Sylvia Bogert [mailto:sylvia.bogert@gmai[.com] On Behalf Of Sylvia

Sent: Thursday, April 28, 2016 9:17 AM

To: Hales, Mayor <mayorcharliehales@portiandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Fish,
Nick <NickfFish@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz
<amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk — Testimony <CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>

Ce: Carol McCarthy <mnachair@gmail.com>; Gibbon, John <jtgorygun@aol.com>; sam pearson <sfpjri@gmail.com>
Subject: SWNI Letter Re Amendment P#45 to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan

Importance: High

oL

year Mayor Hales and City Council members:

On April 27, 2016 the SWNI Board of Directors voted in support of the position adopted by the
Multnomah Neighborhood Association and the SWNI Land Use Committee in opposition to

Amendment P#45 because:

i

« The amendment was introduced at the last minute and without notification commensurate with
the potential changes that could ensue from this amendment, with the result that we have not.

had time to adequately evaluate the amendment;

« The “where appropriate” clause is not defined and therefore we cannot evaluate its application;

« The map app is a more appropriate tool to implement this type of middle density housing by
rezoning properties for multi-family occupancy, where appropriate, using existing notification
procedures.

« There is no provision in the amendment to guarantee that the middle housing that it would
= allow wouid be affordable.

o We are concerned that an unintended consequence of this amendment would be the
demolition of existing affordable housing in the name of affordable middle housing

Thank you for extending the comment period to allow the Southwest Neighborhood Board of
~ Directors time to submit testimony. Please see the attached letter. We would hope in the future there
(— ~ould be adequate time for more fully responsive testimony

Sincerely,
1 Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3483
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Sam Pearson
President
Southwest Neighborhoods, Inc.

Sylvia Bogert, Executive Director
Southwest Neighborhoods Inc. (SWNI)
7688 SW Capitol Hwy, Room 5
Portland, OR 97219

503-823-4592
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Southwest Neighborhoods, Inc.

7688 SW Capitol Highway, Portland, OR 97219 (503) 823-4592
WWW.swni.org

April 28, 2016

Mayor Charlie Hales and members of the Portland City Council

- City of Portland

1221 SW 4t Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

Re: Proposed Amendment P#45 to the 2035 Comprehehsive Plan
Dear Mayor Hales and City Council members:

On April 27, 20186 the SWNI Board of Directors voted in support of the position adopted
by the Multhomah Neighborhood Association and the SWNI Land Use Committee in
opposition to Amendment P#45 because:

« The amendment was introduced at the last minute and without notification
commensurate with the potential changes that couid ensue from this
amendment, with the result that we have not had time to adequately evaluate the
amendment;

¢ The "where appropriate” clause is not defined and therefore we cannot evaluate
its application;

¢ The map app is a more appropriate tool to implement this type of middie density
housing by rezoning properties for multi-family occupancy, where appropriate,
using existing notification procedures.

» There is no provision in the amendment to guarantee that the middle housing
that it would allow would be affordabie.

¢ We are concerned that an unintended consequence of this amendment would be
the demolition of existing affordabie housing in the name of affordable middle
housing

Thank you for extending the comment period to allow the Southwest Neighborhood
Board of Directors time {o submit testimony. We would hope in the future there would be
adequate time for more fuily responsive testimony

Sincerely,

Sam Pearson
President
Southwest Neighborhoods, Inc.

Empowering citizen action to improve and maintain the livabiiit@fdpqmfsfzguﬁgbporh@g&i;.page 3485
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Susan Lindsay <lindsays@pdx.edu>

Thursday, April 28, 2016 9:46 AM

: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony _
Subject: Fwd: Comprehensive Plan Testimony: S 20, 521, $22 and P45

Hello there,

Please see Sara's note and my official testimony below it which was submitted yesterday (before 5pm) using the
only email address I could find after a whole lot of searching! :))) Please add my testimony to the official

record.

Thank you very much for all you do! -

---------- Forwarded message »---=-----

From: PDX Comp Plan <pdxcompplan@portlandoregon. gov>

Date: Thu, Apr 28, 2016 at 9:23 AM

Subject: RE: Comprehensive Plan Testimony: S 20, S21, S22 and P45
To: Susan Lindsay <lindsays@pdx.edu>

Ms. Lindsay:

Thank you for engaging in the Comprehensive Plan process. However, this email address is for questions, and cannot log
testimony. If you want your email to be added to the legal record of testimony, please re-send it to
cputestimony@portiandoregon.gov.

Sincerely,

Sara Wright
Community Ouireach and Information Representative
City of Portland | Bureau of Planning and Sustainability

p: (503) 823-7728

sara.wright@porttandoregon.qov

1 Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3486
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From: Susan Lindsay [mailto:lindsays@pdx.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 4:56 PM

To: PDX Comp Plan <pdxcompplan@portiandoregon.gov> ,

Cc: Hales Charlie <MayorHayes@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>;
Commissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner
Saltzman <dan@portlandoregon.gov>; Grumm, Matt <Matt.Grumm@portlandoregon.gov>; Shriver, Katie -

<Katie Shriver@portlandoregon.gov>; Dunphy, Jamie <Jamie.Dunphy@portlandoregon.gov>; Adamsick, Claire
<Claire.Adamsick@portlandoregon.gov>

Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony: S 20, S21, 522 and P45

To the Honorable Mayor Hales and Commissioners Novick, Saltzman, Fritz and Fish,

A

I'write to urge your support of Comp Plan amendments S20, S21, and S22.

While there were many zoning changes proposed for the Buckman neighborhood, these three amendments were
specially requested and supported by many neighbors concerned about the potential devastating consequences
brought by the proposed map changes put in place by the original BPS plan.

Buckman is an histoi‘ic,'eclectic neighborhood, low to medium income neighborhood with beautiful houses and
trees which underwent large-scale and sweeping demolitions in the 1970's.

At that time and watching Portland's oldest eastside neighborhood being bulldozed for apartment buildings,
dedicated activists got busy and worked to protect the neighborhood from further destruction and to save the
houses and trees

The map changes proposed by planning threaten those hard fought protections and should be rejected.

S21 and S22 are both in an area which has recently undergone and passed the rigorous workup for a historic
district and was approved for inclusion by the National Register body. Concerns within the neighborhood about
design review fees caused the application to be withdrawn...but all is in place for this process to resume. S21
and S22 protect that path and the important historic resources in the proposed district.

Keeping the existing zoning in place is supported by a letter submitted from the Portland Historic Landmarks
Commission which calls upon this area to remain R-5.

2 Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3487




Regarding S20. We are so pleased to have this support and ask for it to continue! This very important "bridge"
“ea ..the heart of our residential area...between Colonel Summers Park and Buckman Elementary should be
—reserved with existing zoning. BPS one sentence response that this area is all commercial is completely

incorrect.

The importance of S20 cannot be underscored. The new developments being currently built are large and filled
will very small, very expensive studio apartments. The existing R1 and R2.5 in this area will allow other
housing types to be developed so that couples and families with children can find room in Buckman all within

i walking distance to the park and school.

This area contains many turn of the century homes which provide affordable rental opportunities with unit sizes
that accommodate familics. When this area builds out, we *want* it to include more family-size housing.

Regarding P45. This strategy is interesting, but already in place in working class Buckman. Any "middle
housing" proposal for the city needs much more vetting.....and absolutely needs to be {ooked at city-wide..or at
least city-wide west of 82nd Avenue on the cast side, and east of Skyline Blvd. on the west side.

3.4

s

F

There are many close in neighborhoods on both sides of the Willamette which could lend themselves to a
middle housing look...such as Sellwood, Laurelburst, Grant Park, Irvington, The SW and NW Hills, and
Alameda. As a matter of cquity, density should not be increased only in the areas already doing their share, and
opening alternative housing options city wide opens up more affordable housing types in neighborhoods with
good schools and amenities.

i Finally, I am only slightly aware of a memo issue April 14th regarding protecting the houses in S21 while
. increasing the density to R1. While I appreciate the effort to protect these important resources, I would oppose
this at this time as there has been no process or notification ...no one knows anything about this...and the density

increase suggestion is too high.

A better approach might be examining the allowing of ADUs in duplexes city-Wide.

Again, thank you for your sponsoring of amendments 520, 521 and S22, We are so grateful and ask for your
(j"intinued support. : :

3 Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3488




Buckman is a wonderful neighborhood with many housing types. We do not want you lose our heart..which we
have fought so hard to preserve.

Thank you,

Susan Lindsay
625 SE 17th Avenue

Portland, OR 97214

Susan Lindsay

Susan Lindsay

4 Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3489
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Arevalo, Nora
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~ April 18, 2016

To; Mayor Haies and Commissioners

Re: Support for Councu! Comp Plan Amendments P45 — P47

Mayor Hales and Commissmners

We are wntmg fo express our support for proposed Comp Plan amendments P45 —~ P47. These
amendmentis were not explicitly on the table when the Planning and Sustainability Commission
reviewed the Comp Plan, but we're glad to support them at this time. As per PSC protocol, we
should note that this letter represents the opinlons of certain PSC members as individuals and
does not reflect a recommendation by the PSC as a whole, :

Proposed amendment P45 builds on language alfeady in the Comprehensive Plan {o support
the development of “Missing Middie” housing types, mc!udmg "multi-unit or clustered residential

-buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition

between the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas.” This change -
will support equity and affordability goals at amenily-rich locations throughout our cnty, in
keeping with the way our neighborhoods were originally built before single-family zoning was _
broadly Introduced in Portland following WWIL. Once implemented through ¢ode reform, this will .
create a regulatory environment that expands and adds variety to the (limited) pallet of housing
options being created in our. neighborhoods today under ex‘isting single-dwelling Zoning.

We would fike to suggest one amendment to Amendment P45, as follows: “Apply zoning that
would allow. thls within a quarter mile of designated centers AND CORRIDORS, where
appropriate,..." The logic for supporting more varied housing types is based on proximity to
htgher—densuty, higher-amenity commercial districts ~ which in Portland are at least as likely to
he found along corridors as within designated centers. This would brmg the Amendment closer
to what is now part of the City Club of Portland's even more expansive recomimendation (still .
subject to final vote), to “revise zoning code to allow for mlddie housing in resadentia!

‘ neighborhoods,”

Proposed amendments P46 and P47 call on the cily not just to ‘prodlice' at least ‘10,000

_ regulated affordable housing units citywide by 2035 in the 0-80 percent MFI bracket, but aciually

to fund their creation. This call to action acknowledges that zoning reform alone will be
msufﬁclent to address our housing crisis — and that we as a city must raise additional revenues

. for the creation of affordable housing: The comp plan does not provide spscifics on how fo.do

this, but we look forward to supporting specific proposals from the Welcome Home Coalition to
create dedicaied new fundmg streams for affordable housing, consistent with this proposed
amendment. i

" Thank you for your consideration,

- Eli Spevak
- Teresa St. Martin W
- Mike Houck '

-~ Chris Smith . e 7 4
- Maggie Tallmadge o

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3491
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Draft of Portland’s First Zoning Code Map, 1923
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Etract of i draft verston of Poriand’s Brst zoning code, putdished in the August &1h 1923 edition of the Oregonian, The areas with
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City of Portland Comprehensive Plan Update — Testimony Given 12.10.15 - Orange Splot LLC—-4750
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2035 Comprehensive Plan— Council Amendments

#P13

Policy 2.37

Requested by: Fritz

Related testimony (for or
against): None

Accommodation, Ensure accommodations to let individuals
with disabilities participate in administrative, quasi-judicial,
and Jlegislative land use decisions, consistent with or
exceeding federal regulations. )

BPS Staff Recommendation: Suppoit

Chapter 3 Amendments

#P14

Introduction, GP3-11

Requested by: Fritz

Related testimony (for or
against): None

| snelude Dowatown, the West End, Goose Hollow, Pear}, Old

Central City .

The Central Cily is a living laboratory for how the design and
funiction of a dense urban center can concurrently provide
benefits to human health, the natural environment, and the
local economy. As Portland is the major center for jobs,
fransit, setvices, and civic and culural institutions  for the
entire city and region. The Central City houses numerous
atiractions including Portland Staie University, the Oregon
Convention Center, City Hall, Tom McCall Waterfront Park
and the Willamette River, Pioneer Courthouse Square, and
many museuns and venues for artistic "and cultural activities
and professional sports. The Central City's ten unique districts

Town/Chinatown, Lower Albina, Lloyd, the Ceniral Eastside,
South Waterfront, and South Downtown/University. Together,
these districts provide a diversity of oppoitunities for uban
living, economic development, retail and entertainment.

BPS Staff Recommendation: Suppoit.

. #P15 2

Policy 3.3

Requested by: Hales,
Saltzman, Fish, Fritz, Novick

Equitable development, Guide development, growth, and
public facility investment to reduce disparities; ensure
encourage equitable aceess to opportunities, mitigate the

Related testimony (for or
against): Anti-displacement
coalition, SEIU, Office of
Management and Finance

jmpacts of development on income disparity, displacement
and housing affordability; and produce positive outcomes for
all Portlanders, :

3.3.a. Anticipate, avoid, reduce, and mitigate negative public
facility and development impacts, especially where those

impacts inequitably " burden communities of color, under-

Page 13
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2035 Comprehensive Plan~ Council Amendments

.3.3.c. Bncourage use of ecommmunity-benefitplans, agreements,

- affordability, in ways that aye related and roughly

| public facility plans and investments to create an integrated

served and under-represented communities, and other
vulnerable populations,

3.3.b. Make needed invesfiments in areas that are deficient in
public facilities to reduce disparities and increase equity.
Accompany these investients with proactive measures to
avoid displacement and increase affordable housing.

mcentives and other tools to ensure-promote equitable
outcomes for development projects that benefit from publie
faeiliyinvestmenta-inereased-development-allowances,or
public financial assistance. Censider-semmunity—benefit

egroements-as-a-took-o-mitigate—displacement-and-housing
affordabili—impacts:

3.3.d. Incorporate requirements into_the Zoning Code to
provide public and community benefits as a condition for
development projects fo receive moieased development
allowances.

private property value is increased by public plans and
investments, reguire development to address or mitigate
displacement impacts and impacis on housing

proportional fo these impacts,

3.3.e-f. Coordinate housing, economic development, and

community development approach fo restore communities
impacted by past decisions. See Policy 5.17

3.3.g. Encowrage developers fo engage divectly with a broad
range of impacted communities fo identify potential impacts
of private_development projects, develop miligation measwres,
and provide community benefiis to-address adverse impacis.

BPS Staff Recommendation: Suppoit, This language is the

product of discussion with OMF and the City Attorney.

Page 14
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2035 Comprehensive Plan— Council Amendments

aeeess-t&a%faxéab}e—aﬂﬁelﬂ%le—teehmlegy—md
communications—for-all Rortlanders,

The policies in this section enbrace encourage innovation 4o
ensure-all-Restlanders-are-able-to-aceess-andbenofit-from n
emerging techuologies and systems that have the potential to
make Portland a cleaner, safer, and more efficient, resilient,
and affordable city. This section acknowledges that
information and technology scrvices have become essential
infrastructure and the benefits of these sources should be

avallable to all Poﬂandms-;dated—te—ﬁae—@f@—s—g&ewﬂi-eﬂd

BPS Staff Recommendation: &1pport Policy exceeds scope of
Comprehensive Plan. '

#P6%

Policy 8.5

Requested by: Staff

Related testimony (for or
against); None

Planning service delivery. Provide planning, zoning, building,
and subdivision control services within the boundaries of
incorporation, and as otherwise provided by
intergovernmental agreement within the City’s Urban

‘I Services Boundary.

BPS Staff Recommendation: Support, This is a technical
correction. : .

Saltzman, Fish, Fritz

Related testimony (for or
against): Anti-displacement
coalition, SEIU, Office of
Management and Finance

(M
{Policy 8.32 Community benefits. agresments: Encourage providing
:equested by Hales, additiond] the-use-ofnegotinted community benefits with

agreements-for large public facility pm_;ects as appropriate to
address environmental Justlce policies in Chaptel 2:
Community Invelvement,

BPS Staff Recommendation: Support

Page 30
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2035 Comprehensive Plan — Council Amendments

P71

NewPolicy after 8.32

Requested by: Hales,
Saltzman, Fish, Fritz

Community knowledee and experience. Encourage public
engasement processes and stratepies for lavee public facility
projects to include community members in identifying

Related testimony (for or
against): Anti-displacement
coalition, SEIU, Office of
Management and Finance

potential impacts, mitization measures, and community-
benefits,

BPS Staff Recommendation: Support

#P72

New Policy after 8.36

Requested by: Fish

Related testimony (for or
against): Elders'in Action,

on Disability, and Age-
Friendly Portland and

AARP, Portland Commission

Age-friendly public facili.tics. Promoie public facility desiens
that make Portland more age-friendly.

BPS Staff Recommendation: Suppott

473

Multmomah County Initiative

NewPolicy after 8.40

Requested by: Fritz

Related testimony (for or
against): Rose City Park

Parking. Consider the need for parking for cars, bicycles, and
freight when designing and modifving streets.

BPS Staff Recommendation: No change. PBOT has noted that

Neighborhood policies in Chapter 9 already address this issue, and Chapter 9
' is where street design policies are, This policy is in the wrong
place. :
#P74
Policy 8.42 Community uses, Allow community use of rights-of-way for

Requested by: Fritz

Related testimony (for or
against): None

purposes such as public gathering space, events, food
production, or temporary festivals, asJong as the community
uses are infegrated in ways that balance and minimize conflict
with the designated fhrough movement and access roles of
rights-of-ways. :

BPS Staff Recomimendation: Support

Page 31
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Historic District Boundaries — Historic Irvington

o HISTORICHLS IRVINGTEN &

Historic District Boundaries

Tne Irvington Historic Distct includes e area from the nuddie of NE Fremont
Street south 1o the middle of NE Broadway Street, and from the middle of NE 7th 5t
east o (e east 5ide of NE 27 SLA small pertioa of NE 28ih St, between NE
Toamook 5t and NE Hancock SL,is aiso inkiuded.

These Historic Distict bounderies are based in docsl history. From 2007 to 2010
the Historic Dislit Team reseniched alithe physical and legal and historical
altributes of the geographical ared {het wvas nominaled to become 8 Historic
district The research loam Nas found mare documentation for the Disvict's
opproved boundaries 83 sdditional reseaich has been compiled in the years
since (he Distici wss established, Much of this documeniotion was presented
to the Stale Historic Preservation Olfice In 2046 when a thalenge to the
bouadary 8(058.

Pagelof 1

The Irvinglon Histeric District bounidaries felole 1o 8 aumber of nalghborhood
features ftom the defined Period of Significance for the Distic!, inchuding:

+ Iving Famlly Connecions
+ Topography

. Early development covensnls

+ stz =

- City of Porland Neighborhood lines
. Porsnd Pubkic Schools Bliendance knas,
« Street sign toppers

http://wmv.iwingtonpdx.comfhistoric—boundaries/

Historic District boundasias are NOT based on: - Z‘{{CC §/M @ f//{i Cjﬁ J @
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Dean P. Gisvold

From;
Sent:
To:
Subject

Patty

Dean P. Gisvold
Thursday, January 07, 2016 7:50 AM
Patty A. Richardson

: Fwd: Comp Plan Testimony Irvington Historic District

Please send this email to the Mayor to the Team and to the neighbor group. please indicate that copies have
been sent to all Commissioners as well.

Dean

Sent from my iPad

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Dean P. Gisvold" <deang@mcewengisvold.com>

Date: January 7, 2016 at 9:41:18 AM CST

To: "mayorcharliehales@portlandoregon.gov” <mayorcharlichales@portlandoregon.gov>

Ce: "Patty A, Richardson" <pattyr@mcewengisvold.com>, "jshener@easystreet.net”
<jsheuer{@easystreet.net>, Barb Christopher <barbfef@comcast.net>, Steven Cole
<sfevencole86@gmail.com>, "Nathan.Corser@ch2m.com” <Nathan.Corser@ch2m.com>, Nikki
Johnston <ndjz@yahoo.com> ,

Subjeet: Comp Plan Testimony Irvington Historic District

Mayor Hales,

I am unable to be present for the hearing tonight. Thus, I submit my written testimony via this
email. Thanks for your consideration of same.

Based on my long experience with Poriland city planning, and five years of working with the
Irvington Historic District and the City to implement the largest historic district in Oregon, I
offer the following comments and proposed amendments.

Over the five year period, we have dealt with numerous significant remodels and several new
infill construction projects. In doing so we have used the 10 criteria set forth in the City Code in
33.846.060 G. For large remodels and new constiuction, the key criteria require compatible
massing, scale, size, and architectural features, (see criterion no. 8), and an overall compatibility
with the existing resource, then secondarily with adjacent properties, and finally with the rest of
the historic district. See criterion no. 10.
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We have learned over the five year period that the zoning in many cases is inconsistent or
nof compatible with the applicable criteria, tliat the historic district eriteria tramp and
take precedent over the applicable zoning, and that all facades matter, including the rear
facade, The myth that anything goes on the rear facade is just that, 8 myth, not grounded
in the criteria or in the inferpretation of same by the Landmarks Commission.

1 also know from my expetience on the N/NE Quadrant Committee, that there is enough density
in the present zoning code and its application (before any up zoning contemplated by the Comp
Plan) for the next 30 or 40 years, perhaps 50 years, which means that there is no need for
additional density generally, and certainly not in the Irvington historic district.

Based on the above, a reduction in zoning density, height, and FAR in certain areas in the
Irvington Historic District is consistent with the cutrent amount of zoning and density, and with
the goals of the Comp Plan and the City as a whole. The City has an obligation to preserve its
existing historic districts, and I would argue, its inventory of older neighborhoods.

I offer the following proposed amendments to the zoning code and fo the Comp Plan

1. The RH zoning in the Irvington Historic District with its FAR of 4.0 is incompatible with the
fabric of the district, Thus, the RH zoning where currently found in Irvington should be restricted
to FAR 0f 2.0 o, if north of Schuyler Ave, the RH should be reduced to R1 {o achieve
compatibility with the fransition to a predominantly residential neighborhood.

2. The maximum height of 75 feet along Broadway on the notth side between 7th and 16th is not
justified either by market needs nor by consistency with the compatibility with the historic
development pattern and should be adjust downward in that stretch to match the 45 foot height
currently established along the nosth side of Broadway between 16th and 27th.

3. The CX zoning along the north side of Broadway between 7th and 16th is also not compatible
with an historic district, and should be changed to CM 2, but without the benefit of bonuses, The
bonuses ate too much for an historic district. CWA | w/ mms

3. The specific changes affecting the Irvington Historic District on the Comp Plan map are:

a. 24th and Fremont commercial node-change from CN 2 to CM1-this is acceptable,

b, 7th and Knott commercial node-change to from CN1 to CM1-this is acceptable.

¢. Half block east of 7th, between Schuyler and Tillamook, and the full block between 7 and
8, Schuyler and Hancock-change from EX to This is NOT acceptable . The
proposed CM3 designation should be change t EN/L

d. Half block north of Broadway between 16 and 27th, change CS to CM2. This is acceptable if
bonuses are not allowed; the_bonuses would push the height and FAR above levels compatible

with an historic distriet. M | W/ bﬂm/{f(?
e. 15th and Brazee commercial node-change from R5 to CML. This area is in the middle of the
residential heart of Irvington, and one block from Irvington School. The original commercial

2
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building on this site was allowed only if it looked like a library building which it did, This
commercial node is surrounded on all sides by residential dwellings. Yes, the current uses are
non conforming, but they knew this when they relocated, If the staff is trying fo rectify non
conforming uses, this is not the way to do it. This change is not acceptable and should be
deleted from the Comp Plan, If adopted, it would be the first commercial zoning on NE
15th except for the small area on Broadway, Indeed, the Irvington Community Association

- was formed (1964) in part to fight a proposed commeycial project on NE 15th and Knott, a

proposed gasoline stafion, three years before my wife and 1 moved into the neighborkood,

1 ask that you enter this email in the official record and initiate amendments to accomplish the
foregoing. Further, I have additional comments about the Comp Plan process and would be
happy to share same with you or your office staff should there be any interest in hearing or
reading same.

I am sending copies of this email to the Commissionets as well.

Dean Gisvold

2225 NE 15th Ave
Portland, OR 97212
503 284 3885

Sent from my iPad
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Comprehensive Plan - Testimony -1 /7/16 \/

irvington Community Association

I. City Comp plan staffers admit that there is enough density in the present zoning for the next
50 years, so why the need to up zone areas in the livington Historic District.

2. Also because of the over zoning, it is entirely consistent with the comp plan to reduce the
zoning in certain fimited areas in the krvington Historic District,

3. The RH zoning in the Irvington Historic District with its floor area ratio (FAR) of 4.0 is
incompatible with the fabric of the district, and that RH zoning where currently found in
rvington should be restricted to FAR of 2.0 or, if north of Schuyler, the RH should be reduced to
Rl

4, The maximum height of 75 feet along Broadway on the north side between 7th and 16th is not
justified either by market needs nor by consistency with the compatibility with the historic
development pattern and should be adjusted downward in that stretch to match the 45 foot height
currently established along the north side of Broadway between 16th and 27th.

5. The CX zoning along the north side of Broadway between 7th and 16th is also not compatible
with an historic district, and should be changed to CM 2, but without the benefit of bonuses. The
bonuses are too much for an historic district.

6. The changes affecting the Irvington Historic District on the Comp Plan map are:

a. 24th and Fremont commercial node-change from CN 2 to CM1-this is acceptable.

b. 7th and Knott commercial node-change from CN1 to CM1-this is acceptable.

c. Half block east of 7th, between Schuyler and Tillamook, and the full block between 7th
and 8th, Schuyler and Hancock-change from EX to CM3. This is NOT acceptable and the
CM3 should be changed to CM}

d. Haif block north of Broadway between 16th and 27th, change CS to CM2. This is
accepiable if bonuses are not allowed; if bonuses are allowed this would push the height
and FAR above levels compatible with an historic district,

e. 15th and Brazee commercial node-change from RS to CMI. This area is in the middle
of the residential heart of Irvington, The original conunercial building on this site was
allowed by the neighborhood only if it fooked like a library building which it did. This
commercial node is surrounded on all sides by residential dwellings. Yes, the current uses
are non conforming, but they (businesses and the city) knew this when they relocated. If
the staff' is trying fo rectify non conforming uses, this is not the way to do it. This change
is not acceptable and should be deleted from the Comp Plan,
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RH Areas with Map 120-10
Maximum FAR of 4:1 - |

Map Ravisad January 1, 2015
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Chapter 33.846 Title 33, Planning and Zoning
Historle Resource Reviews 7/24/15

G.

b.  When a guldeline that is specific to a historic district, such as one of the NW 13th
Avenue Historic District Design Guidelines, conflicts with one of the Central City
Fundamental Guidelines or with a subdistrict design guideline, such as one of the
River District Design Guidelines, the guideline specific to the historie district
supersedes the Central City Fundamental Guideline and the subdistrict guideline.

c.  When a subdistrict design guideling, such as one of the Goose Hollow District
Deslgn Guidelines, conflicts with one of the Central City Fundamental Design
Guldelines, the subdistrict guideline supersedes the Central City
Fundamental Guideline,

t 7 _d.  When a guideline from the Historlc Aiphabet District Addendum to the

Community Deslgn Guidelines conflicts with one of the Central City Fundamental
Design Guidelines, the Alphabet District Guideline supersedes the Central City

o Fundamental Guldeline.

e, When a Lloyd District Design Guideline confiicts with a Central City Fundamental
Design Guideline, the Lioyd District Guideline supersedes the Central City
Fundamental Guideline,

Other approval criteria. Requests for historic resource review will be approved If the
review bady finds that the applicant has shown that all of the applicable approval criteria
have been met. The approval criteria are:

1. Historic character. The historic character of the property will be retained and
preserved. Removal of historic materials or alteration of featuras and spaces that
contribute to the property’s historlec significance will be avoided;

2, Record of its time. The historic resource will remaln a physical record of its time,
place, and use, Changes that create a false sense of historic development, such as
adding conjectural features or architectural elements from other buildings
will be avolded;

3. Historic changes, Most properties change over time. Those changes that have
acquired historic significance will ba preserved;

4, Historic features. Generally, deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than
repiaced, Where the severity of deterjoration requires replacement, the new feature
will match the old in design, color, texture, and other visual qualities and, where
practical, In materials. Replacement of missing features must be substantiated by
documentary, physical, or pictorlal evidence;

5.  Historic materlals, Historic materials will be protected, Chemical or physical
treatments, such as sandblasting, that cause damage to historic materials will not
be used;

6. Archaeological resources, Significant archaeological resources affected by a proposal
will be protected and preserved to the extent practical. When such resources are
disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken;

846-10
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Chapter 33.846

Title 33, Planning and Zoning
Historic Resource Reviews

7/24/15

7. Differentiate new from old. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new
construction will not destroy historle materials that characterize a property, New
work will be differentiated from the old;

8, Architectural compatibility, New éddltions, exterior alterations, or related new
construction will be compatible with the resource's massing, size, scale, and
architectural features. When retrofitiing hulldings or sites ta improve accessibility for
persons with disabilities, desigh solutions will not compromise the architectural
integrity of the historic resource;

9, Preserve the form and integrity of historlc resources, New additions and adjacent or
related new construction will be undertaken in such a manner that if removed in the
future, the essentlal form and Integrity of the historic resource and its environment

would be unimpaired; and

10, Hierarchy of compatibility, Exterior alterations and additions will be designed to be
compatible primarily with the original resource, secondarily with adjacent properties,
and finally, if located within a Historlc or Conservation District, with the rest of the
district. Where practical, compatibility will be pursued on all three levels,

’ 33.846.070 Modifications Considered During Historic Resource Review
The approval criterta for modifications consldered during historic resource review are;

A, Better meets historlc resource review approval criteria. The resulting development will
better meet the approval criterla for historlc resource review than would a design that

meets the standard being modified; and

B. Purpose of the standard.
1. The resulting development will meet the purpose of the standard being modified; or

2, The preservation of the character of the historic resource is more important than
meeting the purpose of the standard for which a modification has been requested,

*33.846,080 Demolition Review

A. Putpose, Demolition review protects resources that have been individually listed in the
National Reglster of Historic Places or are identified as contributing to the historic
significance of a Historic District or a Conservation District. It also protects Historic
Landmarks and Conservation Landmarks that have taken advantage of an incentive for
historic preservation and historic resources that have a preservation agreement.
Demolition review recognizes that historic resources are irreplaceable assets that praserve
our herltage, beautify the city, enhance civic identity, and promote economic vitality,

B. Review procedure, Demolition reviews are processed through a Type IV procedure,

C. Approval criteria, Proposals to demolish a historic resource will be approved if the review
body finds that one of the following approval criteria is met: :

1.  Deniaf of a demolition permit would effectively deprive the owner of all reasonable
economic use of the site; or :

846-11
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.David Douglas School District
Lenrn « Grove « Theive
Don Grotting, Superintendent | 11300 NE Halsey Street, Portland, Dregon 97220 | hone 503-252-2900 | foc 503-256-5218

February 23, 2016

Mayor Charlie Hales
1221 SW 4™ Avenue
Portland, OR 97204

Dear Mayor Hales,

At your initiative, the owners of three of the larger parcels of land in the Gateway URA have come
together to explore the possibiiities of joinfly planning and developing our reaf estale Into something
consistent with the vision of the Gateway Reglonal Center Plan. These properly holdings consist of 13
acres between NE 102" and the TriMet Park 'n Ride overflow parking lot {I-205) all along NE Pacific

" Streel. The properiies are across the strest from the Gateway Transit Center and are identified as 1. 2.

and 3. on fhe altached site plan. The individual parcel ideniification numbers are also shown.
The Poriland Development Comimission Is sponsoring a planning and design process, on the adjoining
10 acres and has retained the firm DECA lo facllifate,

During this pracess, we have come 10 realize that {o foster the optlmum deslgn and provide the
devslopmant flexibility 10 meet our respeclive needs and the urban vision, it would ba beneficial to have
a uniform zoning dssignalion. Currenily, the parcels are zoned CX and RX, and are surroundsd by
other propertles currently zoned C)( including the Fred Meyer Gateway Shopping Cenler and PDC's 2-
acre development site at NE 89" and Pacific {(adjacerit to Oregon Glinic), Prior to your bringing us
together to work collaboratively, David Douglas School District requested a zone change of cur
propery from RX to CX through the current Comprehenslve Plan process and have recelved
encouraging feadback fo this request. If this is approved, without also bringing zoning consistency to
the other parcels, our collective properties would bs left with a chacker-board zoning of {east {o west)

CX, RX, CX, RX.

Whal the stakeholders envision for our combined parcels would provide for a mixed-uss, mixed-
Income, transit-oriented development of housing, retail, office, medical offics, educationat and
community facilities. All of these would be aliowed with CX, but would be more challenging, and less
fiexible, with RX zoning. In RX, our lype of development could he considered through a Master Plan,
however, that approach would provide unnecessary complications for the fiming, phasing, and eventual
ownership of the developed propsrlies,

in summary, we hereby request favorable consideration of our jolnt request to Include in the
Comprehensive Plan a consistent CX zone for these properties In order to:

1. Creale a uniform zaning dasignation; and
2, Avold sph‘t—zoning straddling the parcels.

Don Grotling, Superintendent Ted Gilbert
David Douglas School District GMB Unlimited, LLC
o Jiliian Delwsiler

Justin Douglas ;
Vititeor website: yornddouglask12orus  Fmoll: David_bovglasiddoughaskid.orus

SchoofBoard | Byeekndenen  Rledsthrstopher  OoonGandner  Chtibrelasen  Sharmeafiapbeld  RyleRings  CheylSraediiAncheta
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Testimony of Howard Patterson
267 North lvy Street - co-owner
18-year resident of Portland.

20 April 2016

I’m here to support Amendment Pz},%j and also to speak in strong
opposition to Amendment M42.

North Fremont Street west of Martin Luther King Blvd. is designated as
a Local Street, Sandwiched between the burgeoning commercial and
high-density areas of Vancouver-Willlams to the east and Mississippi to
the west, the stretch of North Fremont affected by amendment M42
features a beloved elementary school, a historic church that has
ministered to the community for over half a century, and two lots of
affordable Middle Density Housing. The other structures are single-
family homes ranging from very small to fairly expansive: a few are
relatively new, most date to the turn of the previous century.

There are a few empty lots awaiting development along North Fremont,
a couple of blocks west of Vancouver, Amendment Pz{.§ would suggest
these lots be developed as Middle Density Housing, adding density to
our residential neighborhood without overwhelming its livable '
character, serving as a transition zone from the densely commercial
Vancouver corridor to the more open landscape of single-family homes
further west. '

And R1, in fact, is how this region is now zoned. Developing these lots
within the limitations of R1 zoning is perfectly in keeping with
Amendment P44’s recommendations.

However, due solely to the insistence of a single landowner,
Amendment M42 attempts to upzone these lots and a number of others
two grades to CM2, despite virtually no support and a great deal of
opposition from the community, including opposition from some of the
landowners whose property this amendment would upzone - in
particular the Open Door Church, This kind of spot-zoning, which
surprisingly skips the area immediately adjacent to Vancouver - and
coincidentally the landowner’s own home - is not in keeping with the
Comprehensive Plan, and is likely to have detrimental effects on traffic
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in an area already troubled by increasing congestion, on the safety of

? méﬁchll&%@a%cﬁ&§l pedestrians, and on the area’s small-scale,

residential livability.

This landowner has presented no plan, not even a description of the
project he intends to construct. He has made contradictory statements
about his intentions regarding affordabie housing, has shown no
familiarity with programs that would enable him to build affordably,
and has offered no guarantees regarding the affordability of his
intended business and residential properties, Further, we have no idea
of or control over what might be built by future developers, in the other
lots he does not own that are also being upzoned,

This landowner is a long-standing member of the local community, and
has been very generous to that community in many ways: but whether a
developer comes from inside the local neighborhood or a distant city, a
zoning change that opens the door to such unrestricted development
seems unwise and uncalled for.

I recently learned that this landowner also owns at least one lot right on
Vancouver, which is already zoned CM2: perhaps he should develop his
existing commercial property appropriately, with the affordable
housing and affordable business rentals he says he wants to build,
before trying to permanently alter the character of a still-residential
neighborhood.
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Doug Klotz

1908 SE 35" Place
Portland, OR 97214
April 20, 2016

Testimony on Comprebensive Plan Updated Council Amendments

Mayor Hales and Commissiopers:

I am here to speak in support of the Missing Middle, both in Amendment P45, and in the
proposed zone changes in Inner Southeast.

I have read the testimony of United Neighborhoods for Reform, and agree that the proposal to
rezone these areas to allow a transition zone of muiti-unit, smaller, more affordable housing has
merit, I also understand their concerns about the impacts on neighborhoods,

However, I believe that adopting Amendment P45 now is a solid first step toward providing more
affordable, sustainable housing, adopting into Policy the city’s support for Middle Housing. The

future process to implement the Policy is where the details can be worked out, lmpacts quantified,
and regulations written that will address neighborhood concerns.

I would modify the area of application mestioned in the amendment, to cover not only “areas
within a quarter mile of designated centers.., and within the Inner Ring” but also within a quarter
mile of Frequent Service Transit corridors, and for at least a quarter mile around Light Rail and

BRT stations.

I also support the zone changes carefully crafted by BPS planners, and supported by PSC, for two
areas in Inner Southeast:

The proposed zone change from R-5 to R2.5 between Stark and Alder and 15™ and 20" is a
conservative approach that will allow additional density through internal convetsions, and
legalize existing situations, I oppose Amendments S-21 and S-22 which would roll back these
mild upzones, I also think that the Mayor’s April 11 proposal, though carefully crafted, is
unnecessarily complex and confusing compared to a simple zone change.

The area east of Lone Fir, between Belmont and Stark and 26" and 30, is already higher density
than to the west, higher that R-1 in places. Staff went through lot by Jot, and carefully crafted
zoning that matches the density and pattern on the ground, with R-2 and R-1 proposed. I support
the staff proposal, and oppose Commissioner Novick’s #2 proposal, which again is unneeded

complexity,

These two areas can maintain their many historic houses (and apartment butldmgs) while
providing needed growth in accessible Iuner Southeast.

Thank you

Doug Klotz
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T0: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlle Hales, mayo;charliehales@porttandoregan.gov
Comimissloner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portiandoregon.gov
Commissloner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commlssioner Stave Novick, novick@portlandoregon £ovV
Commissioner Dan Saltzman, dah@portlandoregon.gov
councli Clark, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBOﬁHOOD

] oppose City Councll Amendment #P45, Nevs Policy 5.5, Middie Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see ’
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property In Muftnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that Is toa far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. Thisis insufficlent time for our
nelghborhood to become aware of the consequences of whatls belng proposed and to voice oppositionto Ik,

. In addition to objecting to the manner In which thls amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discusslon Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Muftnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow atta_ched row housing, hundreds of people In our nelghborhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of most single-family residenttal zoning at that time. | believe that the majority of the people inmy
nelghborhood stitf oppose It, but that they are unaware that this amendment Is even belng considered, Thisls
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

s Bundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Nelghborhood Assoclation, and South\;'est Neighborhoods
Ine, have all requested that the City Countll change the proposed deslgnation of Multnomah Viilage from a
Nelghborhood Centertca Nelghborhood Corridor In the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If the Village Is designated a Nelghborhood Center witha s4-mile radius, it wiil overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West partland) and the Barbur Boulevard Clvie Corrldor, The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
[eave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues o occur. The Nelghborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-

- rural character of the neig'hborhood.

" The Introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Nelghborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Neighborhadd Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment P45 directly contradicts those assurances. it
undermines our trust in city government and In due process. | urge you to recansider amendment P45 and to

vote agalnst it

please add thls to the record.

.- Thank you, :
T S s e A3 tlomels OR T72

cc; City Audltor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@porttandoregon.gov 73 / /o / /
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoragon.gov 5 @ .
Director DLCD Jlm Ruse, jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecomm}ttee@gmaﬁ.com )
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_ | bulldings that provide relatively smaller, iess expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between

Amendment Pif45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
) Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes muiti-unit or clustered residential
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this

within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the [nner Ring around the.
Central City.
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlle Hales, mayorcharllehaies@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portiandoregon.gov
Comnatsstoner Nick Fsh, nick@portiandoregon.gov
Commissloner Steve Novick, novick@peortlandoregon.gov
commlssloner Dan Saltzman, dah@portlandoregon.gov
touncit Clerk, cputestlmony@portiandoregon.gev

1221, SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portiand, Oregon 87204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES iN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose City Councll Amendment #P45, New Polley 5.5, Middle Houslng to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will aliow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate apportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment Is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that Is too far reaching to be
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. Thisis insufficlent time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what Is being proposed and to volce opposition to It.

.. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When

the Dlscusslon Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentlally alt of Multnomah be reroned
R2.5 to aflow attached row housing, hundreds of people Inour nelghborhoad ebjected to the wholesale

" elimination of most single-family residential zoning at that time, | belleve that the majority of the people inmy

neighborhood stilt oppose if, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considerad. Thisis
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires cltizen Involvement in fand use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Nelghborhood Association, and Southwest Neighborhoods
inc. have all requested that the City Councll change the proposed designation of Muftnomah Village from a

" Neighborhood Center to 2 Nelghborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprghensivé Plan.

If the Village is designated a Neighbarhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers (Hillsdale and West Portland) and-the Barbur Roulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
Jeave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occtlr. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the deslgn and character of the Village and 15 more in keeping with the semi-

- yural character of the neig_hborhood.

" The Introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehansive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discusslons with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and In opposition to the Nelghborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah's single-family zoning would remaln unchanged with the
proposed Nelghborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances, [t
undermines our trust in city government and in due process. | urge youto reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vote against it

please add thisto the record.

Thank you,
e -
jﬁé@gs\gw}qﬂdﬁ—w ‘
ot g wd O B T IAL
ce: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonhe@ portiandoregon.goy¥
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregen.gov

Director DLCD fim Rue, Jim.rue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommlﬁee@gmail.wm
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. [buildings that provide relatively smalles, less expensive units; tore units; and a scale transition between

Amendment P45, New Policy after 5.5, Middle Housing
’ Propesed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middie housing. This includés multi-unit or clustered residentlal
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would alfow this

within a quarter mile of deslgnated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the
Central City,
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlle Hales, mayorchar!ieha!es@portlandoregon.gou

Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Nick flsh, nlck@portlandoregon.gay
Commissioner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.goy
cormlssloner Dan Saltzman, dan@yortiandoregon.gov ’
Councli Clerk, cputestlmony@portiandoregon.gov

S 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
f - Portiand, Oregon 97204

[

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose City councll Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
g amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This .
amendment s a radical, jast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive plan that s too far reachingtobe f(,
fncorporated Into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This Is insufficlent time forour .
nelghborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is heing proposed and to voice opposition to it.

. 1n addition to objecting to the manner In which this amel{dment was Introduced, | objectto its substance. When

the Discussion Map In the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezoned
RZ.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighborhood objected to the whp!esale--
belleve that the majority of the people In my

elimination of most single-family residential zoning at thattime. 1

nelghborhood still oppose It, but that they ave unaware that this amendment is even belng considered. This Is
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires cltizen involvement in fand use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomsah Nelghborhood Association, and South'..vest‘Nelghborhoods

“inc.have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighborhood Centerto @ Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. ' }

if the Village Is designated a Nelghborhood Center witha %rﬁmile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of

< (Hillsdale and West portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Clvic Corridor. The

the two adjacent Town Center
higher-density development within a quarter inlie of these designated centers will overlap with Muftnomah and

jeave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment contlinues to Occur. The Neighborhood
corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and Is more In keeping with the semnl-

- rurat character of the nelghborhood.

.

ik

" The introduction of the Draft 2085 Comprehensive plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capacity tomeet the projected growth without changing any zoning. puring dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Nelghborhood Corrldor and in opposition ta the Neighborhood Center

ired that Multnomah’s single-family zoning would remaln unchanged with the

designation, we were ass
proposed Neighborhaod Center Deslgnation, Amendment #p45 directly contradicts those assurances, it
Jder amendment #P45 and ko

undermines our trust in clty government and in due process. } urge you to recans
vote agalnst It .

Please add this to the record.

;LZ;EEJMCPMW 9/13//%

iy W: 1316
{Addren ; .

756w 3¢ AR
S cc: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, !gvonne@perﬂanduragon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov

Director DLCD Jim Rue, Jim.rue@state.or.us _
MMNA Lond Use Committee, mnalandusecommlttee@gmaﬂ.com o
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Amendment PHAS, New Policy after 5.5, Middie Housing
' Proposed March 18, 2016

Enabie and encourage development of middle housing. This includeés multi-unit or clustered residentlal
bulldings that pravide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the
Central City. ‘

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3520




RN 1

LR I

il

TR e

T0: PORTLAND CiTY COUNCIL -
Mayor Charlle Hales, mayorcharlieha'lés@portlandoregon.gov
commissioner Amanda Eritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Comnlsstoner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Cormmissloner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commisstoner Ban Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
council Clerk, cputestimony@ portiandoregon.gov

* 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portiand, Oregon 87204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES N MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose Clty Councll Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Houslng to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). | passed, this amendment will atiow the single-family zoned property in Multomah
to be changed to raultifamily zonlng without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment Is a radical, fast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
ncorporated into the plan with approximately month for public comment. This s insufficient time for our
nelghborhood to become aware of the consequences of what [s being proposed and to volce opposttion to lt.

. |n addition to objecting to the manner In which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When

the Discussion Map in the Draft SW Community plan proposed that essentlally all of Multnomah be yezoned

-R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in otir neighborhood ob]qcted to the wholesale

elimination of fnost single-family residential zoning at that time. { believe that the majority of the people inmy
x_\eighborhood stilt oppose [t, but that they are unaware that this amendment Is even being considered. Thisls
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement In land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Nelghborhood Assoclation, and South\;.fest Nelghborhoods
inc. have all requested that the Clty Councll change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village froma

" Nelghborhood Center to a Nelghborheod Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive plan,

it the Village Is designated a Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radlus, it will overlap with the boundarles of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West portiand} and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corsidor. The
higher-density development withina quarter mile of these designated centers will overiap with Multnomah and
leave litle room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur, The Nelghborhood
corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and Is more In keeping with the seml-

- rural character of the neig_hborhood. ) ]
" “The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Nelghborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah's single-famlly zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Nelghborhood Centet Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. it
undermines our tryst in clty government and in due process. | urgeyou to reconsider amendment #pP45 and {o

o G ok

vote against It.

please add t Q
A

‘, 3)5{95 Ot L G

cc: City Auditor, La Vo Tiffin-valade, lgavcnne@portlandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan,anderson@portiandoregon.gov
plrector DLCD Jim Rue, Jim.rue@state.ar.us o,
MNA Land Use Commlttes, mnaiandusecommlt’cee@gmaﬂ.aom

‘Thank you,
fraon)

faddesn)
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. {bulldings that provide relatlvely smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between

Amendment P#45, New Palicy after 5.5, Middle Houslng
' Praposed March 18, 2016

Enabie and encourage development of middle houstng, This includés multi-unit or clustered residential

the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas, Apply zoning that would allow this

within a quarter mile of designated centers, where approprlate, and within the Inner Ring around the
Central Clty. . L '
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T0: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlle Hales, mayorcharilehales@pomandoregon.gov
Commisslonar Amanda Fritz, amanda@porﬂandoregon.gov
Commisstoner Nick Fish, ntck@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Steve Novick, novlc!-:@porttandoregon.ggv

% commissloner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov

councl Clerk, cputestlmony@porﬂandoregon.gov

* 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

] appose City Counclt Amendment #p4s, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 comprehensive plan {see

amendmant text pelow), If passed, this amendment will allow the singie-family zoned property in Multnomah

l . . tobe changed to multifamify zoning without adequate ppportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment s 2 ¢adical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated Into the plan with approximately a month for public corament. Thisis insufficient time for our
neighborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is being proposed and to volce opposition t0 it

in addltion to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance, When
the Discussion MapIn the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Muitnomah be rezoned

R2.5 to allow attqched row housing, hundreds of peaple In our neighborhood objected to the wholesale.

elimination of most single-family residential zonlng at that time. 1 believe that the majority of the people in iy
neighborhood stilf oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment |5 even belng considered, Thisls

totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement in land use planning.

Hundreds of multnomah residents, the Multnomah Nelighborhood Assoclation, and South\;{est Nelghbor!ioods
Inc. have all requested that the City Councli change the proposed designation of sultnomah Village froma
Nelghborhood Center to a Nelghborhood Corridor In the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. .

if the Village s designated 2 Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overiap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Towh Centers (Hillsdale and West portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Cotridor. The

higher-density development within @ guarter mile of these designated centers will overiap with Multnomah and

jeave little room for the existing single family hores as redevelopment continues to oceur The Nelghborhood
in keeping with the semi-

corrldor deslgnation better fits the design and character of the viliage and is more
- pural character of the nelghborhood. .

The Introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive plan stated that there was more than gnough existing

capaclty to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. Durlng dozens of discusstons with BPS

staff, aswe advocated for the Nelghborhood Corridor and in opposition te the Nelghborhood Center
designatlon, we were assured that Muitnomah'’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center pesignation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It
undermines our trust in city government and In due process. urge you to reconsider amendment #PA5 and to

yote against it.

. please add thisto the record,

Thank you, \ :
Sevga ) o 1 e A TH
ec wAuditoéLaVonne AHiA-Valdde, lavonne@po 1audoregon.gov' 7 ‘

$ysan Anderson, susan.anderson@pori[andoregon.gov
Directar DLCD Yim Rug, jlm.rue@state.dr.us
niNA Land Use Committee, mnalandusecommlttee@gmal!.com
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_ [bulldings that provide refatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a séale transition between

Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middie Housing
. Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing, This includes multi-unit or clustered residential

the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the

Central City.
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
o Mayor Charlle Hales, mayorchar!ieha!es@portland oregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
comrmissloner Nick Fish, nick@portiandoragon.gov
Commissloner Steve Novick, novlck@portiandoregon.gov
Commisstoner Dan Saltzman, dah@portlandoregon.goy

5 Councli Clerk, cputestlmony@pomandoregon.gov
i ' 1221 SW Fourth Avenueg, Room 130
; . Portland, Oregon 87204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New policy 5.5, Middie Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
a - amendment text below). if passed, this amendment will allow the single-famity zoned property In Multnomah
.to be changed to ultifamlly zoning without adequate oppertunity for public review and comment. This .
. amendment Is a radical; last-minute change to the 203% Comprehensive Plan that Is too far reaching to he
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This s insufficient time for our
nelghborhood to become aware of the conseguences of what is being proposed and to voice opposition to it.

. Iny additton to objecting to the manner tn which this amendment was introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discussion Map In the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essenttally ali of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighboerhood ohjected fo the wholesale

elimination of most single-family residential soning at that time. | befleve that the majority of the people Inmy

) nelghborhood stilt oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. This is

~ totally Inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen Involvement In land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Neighborhood Assoclation, and South\;.'est Nelghborhoods
__Inc. have all requested that the City Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Nelghborhood Centertoa Nelghborhood Corridor In the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If the Village is designated a_Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundarles of
the two adjacent Town Centers {Hillsdale and West portiand) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridar. The
higher-density development within a quarter wille of these designated centers will overiap with Multnomah and
jeave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corrldor designation better fits the deslgn and character of the Village and is more in keeping with the semi-

- yural character of the neighborhood. )

IR

The introduction of the braft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than snough existing

capacity to meet the pro]ected growth without changing any zohing. pburing dozens of discussions with BPS

staff, as we advocated for the Nelghborhood Corridor and in opposition to the Nelghborhood Center
deslgnatlon, we were assured that Muitnomat’s single-family zoning would remaln unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #p4s directly contradicts those-assurances, |t
undermines our trust in city government and In due process, 1urgeyou to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

yote against it, .

please add this to the record,

Thank you, b
s sl
iafé\\ﬂg Wsw 34 I V(‘A\,\}Q |

-£C: 1&%&9‘!0]1:{% (‘z;ri ﬂn-ﬂlge?l‘a\\milne@portlandcregan.gov

susan Anderson, susap.anderson@portlandaregon.goy
Director DLCD Jim Rue, Jim,rue@state.or.us :
MNA Land Use Commitiee, mna!andusecomm!ttee@gmaﬂ.com
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Central City.

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered residentlal
buildings that provide refatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where apprapriate, and within the inner Ring around the

Amchdment Pif45, New Policy after 5,5, Middle Housing
' Proposed March 18, 2016
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TO: PORTLAND CIiTY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlle Hales, mayorcharﬂeha!es@potﬂandcregon.gw
commlsstonar Amanda Fritz, amghda@portlandaregon.gav
Cammissioner Nick Fish, nlck@portlandoregon.gov
Commisstoner Steve Novick, novlck@portlandoregon.gpv .

‘, Commissionef Dan Saltzman, dah@portlandoregon.gov

? Counctt Clerk, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

* 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portland; Oregon 97204 -

RE: PROTECTSINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD B
{ oppose Clty Councli Amendment fip45, New policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 comprehensive Plan (see

a amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah .
| - tobe changed to muttifamilly zoning without adequate opportunity fer public review and comment. This
amendment s a‘radical, Jast-minute change to the 2035 Ccomprehensive pian that Is too far reaching to be

incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. This Is Insufficlent time for our
nelghborhood to become awaré of the consequences of whatls heing propased and to voice opposition to it

. in addition to objecting to the mannet In which this amendment was Introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discusslon Map In the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentlally all of Muiltnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our nelghborhood objected to the wholesale
climination of mast single-family residential zoning at that time. | helieve that the majority of the people In my
. neighborhood still opposeé it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even being considered. Thisis
:ﬁ totally Inconsistent with State Goal 1that requires citizen fnvalvement In land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnotmah Nelghborhood assoclation, and Southwest Nelghborhoods
Inc. have all requested that the City Councll change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village froma
Nelghborhaod Center to a Nelghbarhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan. :

LR TR

i

{f the Village 1s designated a Neighborhood Center with a ¥:-ralle radius, twiil overlap with the boundarles of
_ thie two adjacent Town Centers {Hlllsdale and West portiand) and the Barbur Boutevard Civic Corridor, The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnemah and

leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Nelghborhood
Corridor designation bettet fits the design and character of the Village and {s more in keeping with the semi-

. yural character of the neig.hborhood.

The Introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enotigh existing

capacity tomest the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS

staff, ac we advocated for the Nelghborhood Corridor and in opposttion to the Nelghborhood Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomah's single-famtly zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Nelghborhpod Center Designation, Amendment #p45 directly contradicts those assurances. it
undermines our tryst in city government and in due process, furgeyou to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

s ‘ vota against it

pleasa add this to the record,

Thank you, - \ if - -
iiél*f’wéwwmﬂ@ﬂ ' H-137

dgppe; S 330 Pl pLe Or97217

¢ City Audltor, 12 Vonne Grifiln-Valade, javonne@portiandoregan.gov
Susap Anderson, susan,anderson@porttandoregon.gov
Dlractor DLCD Jim Rue, Jimtue@state.or.us
MNA Land Use Committag, mna!a_nduse.commlttee@gma".com
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. {huildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transitlon between '
1the core of the mixed use center and surround Ing single family areas, Apply zoning that would allow this

Amendment P#45, New Policy after 5.5, Middie Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016 T

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This Includés multi-unit or clustered résldentlai

within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the .
Central City.

T

--------
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
{viayar Charlie Hales, mayorcharllehales@ponla{ndoregon.gov
Commisstoner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commisstaner Nick Flsh, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Steve Novick, novick@portfandoregon.gov

' Commissionef Dan Saftzman, dah@portiandoregon.gov

l Counclt Clerk, cputestimony@portiandoregon.gov o

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Roam 130
Portiand, Oregen 87204 -

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

| oppose City councll Amendment #P45, New Polley 5.5, Middle Housing to tha 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to muitifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment, This
amendment [s a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be

: incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment, This Js insufficient time for our
neighborhood te hecomne aware of the consequences of what Is being proposed and to voice opposition to it

a chuadUNERA L.

. {n addltion to objecting to the manner in'which this amendment was Introduced, | object to its substance. When
the Discusslon Map In the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentlaly all of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people In our nelghborhood objected to the wholesale
elimination of fost single-famlly residential zoning at that time, | befieve that the majority of the people in'my
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that this amendment is even belng considered. Thisis

totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires cltizen involvement in land use planning-

- Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Muitiomah Nelghborhood Assoclatlon, and Southwast Nefghborhoods
inc. have all requested that the City Councll change the proposed designation of Multnomah Villaga from a
Neighborhood Centertoa Neighborhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

1y

If the Village is deslgnated a Neighborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
ttie two adjacent Town Centars (Hillsdale and West Portland) and the BarburBoulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development withint a quarter rile of these designated centers will overtap with Multnemah and
teave littla room for the existing singte family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and Is more in keeping with the seml-

- rural character of the neighborhood. - .

The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehenslve Plan stated that there was more than enough existing
capatity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Nelghborhood Corridor and In opposition to the Neighborhodd Center
designation, we were assured that Multnomakh’s single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designatiort. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It
undermines our tryst in city government and In due process, lurgeyouto reconsider amendment #P45 and to

vota agajnst it. : .
please add this to the record, / ‘;' - ! ,
4.1z 16

-ihd‘u b - .
eres ) S 2% Pl qmq,

ec: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@portlandoregon.gov
Susan Andlerson, susan.anderson@portiandoregon.gov
Director DLCD Jim Rue, jim.rua@state.orus
MHNA Land Use Commlites, mnaladeSeccmmittee@gmail.com

s

i bienl- R
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Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes mult-unit or cld_siefegj_reéidential
bulldings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition hetween
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas, Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of deslgnated centers, where appropriate, and within the [nner Ring around the. . .

Central City.

Amendment P#45, Naw Pollcy after'5.5, Middie Houslng
’ Proposed March 18, 2016

e

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3530




LR IR

TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL
Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharliehales@pontandoregon.gov
Commisstoner Amanda Fritz, amenda@portlandoregon.gov
Cormmissioner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commlssioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
Councll Clark, cputestimony@portlandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Roorn 130
Portland, Oregon 97204

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES iN MULTNOMAH NE(GHBORHOOD

| oppose City Council Amendment #P45, New policy 5.5, Middie Houslng to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunlty for public review and comment. This
amendment is a radical, last-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that is too far reaching to be
incorporated Into the plan with approximately a month for public comment, This Is insufficient time for our
neighhorhood to become aware of the consequences of what is belng proposed and to volice opposition to it.

. In addition to objecting to the manner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to Its substance. When

the Discusslon Map In the Draft SW Communlty Plan proposed that essentially ail of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people In our nelghborhood ohjected to the wholesale
elimination of ost single-famlly residential zoning at that time. 1 believe that the majority of the people inmy ~
neighborhood still oppose It, but that they are unaware that this amendment Is even being considered. This Is

totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that reguires citizen involvementIn fand use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Nelghborhood Assoclatlon, and South\;aest Nelghborhoods
Inc. have all requested that the City Councll change the proposed deslgnation of Multnomah Village from a

" Nelghborhood Center to a Nelghborhood Corridor In the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If the Village Is designated a Neighborhood Center with a %-mife radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centers (Hillsdale and West Portland) and the Barbur Boulevard Civic Corridor, The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Muitnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to cccur. The Nelghborhood
Corridor designation better fits the deslgn and character of the Village and Is more In keeping with the seml-

- rural character of the neighborhoced, _
" “he Introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neighborhood Cortldor and in opposition to the Neighborhood Center
desighation, we were assured that Multnomah's single-farafly zoning would remaln unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Deslgnation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. It
undermines our tryst In clty government and In due process. { urge youto recansider amendment #P45 and to

vote against [t

Please add this to the record,

R . P
wa9rs sw 23 Placs Pntland | OF 47519

ce: Clty Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavorne@portlandoregon.gov
Susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portiandoregon.gov
Director DLCD Jim Rue, [Im.rue@state,orus
MINA Land Use Committes, mualandusecommittee@gmail.com
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Amendment P#45, New Pollcy after 5.5, Middle Housing
' Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multl-unit or clustered residential
buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas, Apply zoning that would allow this
within a quarter mile of deslgnated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the
Central City.

Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3532
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL .
Mayor Charlie Hales, mayorcharilighales@portlandoregon.gov . .
Commissloner Amanda Frltz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Nick Fish, nick@portiandoregon.gov
Commissionar Steve Novick, novick@portlandgregon.gov
Commissionet Dan Saltzman, dah@portlandoregon.gov
Councll Clerk, cputestimony@portiandoregon.gov

" 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130 .
" poriland, Oregon 97204 . . . )

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

i oppose City Councll Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to tha 2035 Comprehensive Plan (sea
amendment text below), if passed, this amendment will allow the single-family zoned property In Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment Is a radical, ast-minute change to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that s too far reaching to ba
incorporated into the plan with approximately a month for public comment. Thisis insufficlent tima for our
nelghborhood to become aware of the consequences of what is belng proposed and to volce opposition toit.

. In addition to objecting to the manner In which this amendment was introduced, [ object to {ts substance. When

the Discusslon Map In the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentlally all of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people in our neighhorhood_objected tothe wholesale
elimination of most single-famlly residential zoning at that time. | belleva that the majorlty of the people Inmy

neighborhood still oppose It, but that they are unaware that this amendment Is even belng cansidered. This is

totally Inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement In land use plannlng.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multhomah Neighborhood Assaciation, and Southwest Nelghborhoods
ing. have all requested that the City Councll.change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village froma
Neighborhaod Center to d Nelghborhaod Corridor In the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

If the Village I¢ designated a Nefghborhood Center with a %-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundarles of
the two adjacent Town Centers (Hillsdale and West Portland) and the BarburBoulevard Civic Carridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur, The Neighborhood
Corridor designation better fits the design and character of the Village and Is mare in keeping with the semi-

- rural character of the nelghborhood. . L o
" The Introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than eénough existing '

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Neigh barhood Corrldor and In opposition to the Nelghborhood Center
deslgnation, we were assured that Multnomakhy's single-family zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Nelghborhood Center Deslgnation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances, It

ung,e frines our truskn city government and in due process, { urge you to reconsider amendment #P45 and to

e agalnst it.

N
Ple

Thank ¥oi. -
iNapord
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ce: City Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, lavonne@portlandoregon.gov
susan Anderson, susan.anderson@portiandoregon.gov
Director DLCD Jim Rue, Jim.rue@state.or.us
MINA Land Use Committes, mna!apdusecommlttee@gmall.com
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_ { buildings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; mote units; and a scale transmon betWeen

Amendment PH#45, New Pality after 5.5, Middle Housing
Proposed March 18, 2016

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This Includés multi-unit or clustered restdential

the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would aflow this .
within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the
Central Clty.
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL .
Mayor Charlte Hales, mayorcharliehales@pertlandoregongov ’
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portlandoregon.gov
Commlsstoner Nick Fish, nlek@portlandoregon.gov
Commissloner Steve Novick, novick@portlandoregon.gov
Commisstonef Dan Salfzman, dan@portlandaregon.gov

Councif Clerk, cputestimony@partlandoregon.gov

' 1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Raom 130
Portiand, Oregon 87204 : . P

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNDMAH NEIGHRORHDOD

I oppose Clty Councll Amendment #P45, New Policy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan (see
amendment text below). If passed, this amendment will aliow the single-family zoned property In Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zoning without adequate opiportunity for public review and comment. This
amendment Is a radical, last-minute changa to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan that Is tao far reaching o ba
incorporated Into the plan with approxlmately a month for public comment. This Is insufficlent fime for our
nelghborhood to bacome aware of the consequences of what is belng proposed and to volce opposition to It

. In addition to objecting to the matiner in which this amendment was introduced, | object to [ts substance, When
the Discusslon Map in the Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentlally all of Multnomah ba rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people th our nelghborhood ohjected to the wholesale -
elimination of most single-famlly restdential zoning at that time, [ believe that the majorlty of the people in'my
neighborhood still oppose it, but that they are unaware that thls amendment Is even being considered. This is
totally inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requires citizen involvement In land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multnomah Nelghborhood Assoclation, and Southwest Neighborhoods
Ine. have all requested that the Clty Council change the proposed designation of Multnomah Village from a
Neighhorhood Centerto a Nelghhorhood Corridor in the 2035 Comprehensive Plan.

if the Village is deslgnated a Nelghborhood Center welth a Yi-mlle radius, it will overiap with the boundaries of
the two adjacent Town Centars (Hllisdale and West portiand) and the Barbur'Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-denstty development within a quarter mile of these designated centers will overlap with Multnomah and
leave little room for the existing single famlily homes as redevelopment continues to occur, The Neighborhosd
Corridor designation batter fits the design and character of the Village and is more In keepling with the semi-

-rural character of the neig_hborhood.

The Intraduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than énough existing
capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of discussions with BPS
staff, as we ailvocated for the Nelghborhood Corrldor and In opposition to the Nelghborhood Canter
designation, we were assured that Muitnomah's single-family zoning would remaln unchanged with the
proposed Neighborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P45 directly contradicts those assurances. it
undermines our tryst in city government and in due process. | urge you to reconsider amendment #PAS and to

vote aganst [t : .

Please add this to the record,

ke et
‘?&Qﬂwl{g@g,\/ A0 DER TN Bl 09 5(«3. M \/doéot
rddressl L Ao ifi3[3016 PTed  quAq

ce: City Auditor, La Vonne Giffin-Valade, lavonne@portlandoregon.gov
susan Andarson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov
Cirector PLED Jim Rue, jimrue@state.orus
MNA Land Usa Committee, mnaia.ndugecommittee@gmaiI.com
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. {bulldings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale, transition hetween
the core of the mixed use center and surroundlng single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this

“{Centrat City.

Amendment PR45, New Palicy after 5.5, Middle Houslng L G‘;i
Proposed March 18, 2016 . P >

Enable and encourage development of middle housing, This includes muiti-unit or clustered resldenttal

within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring around the .. -

L S—
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TO: PORTLAND CITY COUNCIL

Mayor Charlle Hales, mayoréharliehales@portlandoregon.gov
Commissioner Amanda Fritz, amanda@portiandoregon.gov
Commissloner Nick Fish, nick@portlandoregon.gov
Commisstoner Steve Novick, ncvlck@portiandoregon‘gov
Commlissioner Dan Saltzman, dan@portlandoregon.gov
Councll Cletk, cputesﬂmony@ponléndoregon.go‘v

‘1221 SW Fourth Avenue, Room 130
portland, Gregon 97204 -

RE: PROTECT SINGLE-FAMILY HOMES IN MULTNOMAH NEIGHBORHOOD

1 appose City Council Amendment #P45, New Pollcy 5.5, Middle Housing to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan {see’
amendment text batow). f passed, this amendment will aflow the single-family zoned property in Multnomah
to be changed to multifamily zonlng without adequate opportunity for public review and cormment. This
amendment Is a radical, last-minute changa to the 2035 Comprehensiva Plan that is tao far reaching to be
incorporated into the pian with approximately a month for public comment. This Is insufficient tima for our
nelghborhood to become aware of the consequences of what Is being proposed and to volce opposition to It

. In addition to objecting to the manner In which this amendment was introduced, | object to Its substance. When

the Dlscussion Map inthe Draft SW Community Plan proposed that essentially all of Multnomah be rezoned
R2.5 to allow attached row housing, hundreds of people In our nelghborhood objected to the wholasale
elimination of most single-family residential zonlng at that fime. | believe that the majorlty of the people fnmy

nelghborhood still oppose [, but that they are unaware that this amendment Is even belng considered. Thisls

totally Inconsistent with State Goal 1 that requlres cltizen nvolvement In land use planning.

Hundreds of Multnomah residents, the Multhomah Nelghborhood Asseclation, and Southwest Neighborhoods
Inc. have all requested that the City Councl change the proposed deslgnation of Multnomah Viiiage froma

" Neighberhood Centerto a Neighborhood Carridor In the 2035 Comprehenslve Plan.

if the Village s deslgnated a Nelghborhood Center with a ¥i-mile radius, it will overlap with the boundaries of
the two ad)acent Town Centers {Hillsdale and Waest pertland) and the Barbur-Boulevard Civic Corridor. The
higher-density development within a quarter mile of these designatad centers will overlap with Multnomah and
[eave little room for the existing single family homes as redevelopment continues to occur. The Nelghborhood
corcidor designation better fits the design and character of the Viilage and is more [n keeping with the seml-

- rupal character of the nelghbbrhoud.

" The introduction of the Draft 2035 Comprehensive Plan stated that there was more than enough existing

capacity to meet the projected growth without changing any zoning. During dozens of distussions with BPS
staff, as we advocated for the Nelghborhood Corridor and In opposition to the Nelghborhood Center
deslgnation, we were assured that Mujtnomah's single-fanaily zoning would remain unchanged with the
proposed Nelghborhood Center Designation. Amendment #P43 directly contradicts those assurances, It
undermines our trust in city government and in due process. |urge youto vaconsider amendment #P4S and fo

vote agajnst it - . .. .
}:lye;eaddthlstg;he o Xéfﬂ . /%97 oty Ceo oo n
o e et e sEd

' /?’/%ﬁrcg a 77,;2/7

{Addrenl .

ccs Clty Auditor, La Vonne Griffin-Valade, I_avonne@portlan&ioregon.gov
susan Andarson, susan.anderson@portlandoregon.gov
Director DLCD Him Rue, lim.rue@state.or.us ’
MNA Land Use Comimittes, mnala_ndusgcommittee@gmmt.com
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- |within a quarter mile of designated centers, where appropriate, and within the Inner Ring arcund the

Amacndment P45, New Policy after 5.5, Middie Housing
’ Proposed March 18,2016 =~ .

Enable and encourage development of middle housing. This includes multi-unit or clustered restdentlal ’
bulldings that provide relatively smaller, less expensive units; more units; and a scale transition between )
the core of the mixed use center and surrounding single family areas. Apply zoning that would allow this.

Central City,

I3 y n s Fa—
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£ ~om: Christopher Jones <christopherdavidjones@gmail.com>
—aent: Thursday, April 28, 2016 9:34 AM

To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: ' In favor of middle housing

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

The middle housing plan will help increase safety by putting more feet on our streets and sidewalks. It wiil
provide greater financial security by keeping mortgages and rents relatively lower. It will help keep our city
-more diverse. It will allow more of our older citizens to age in place. It will provide increased demand for better
public transportation and cycling infrastructure. Portland bucked national trends with our funding of the MAX
in 1978. We should buck trends again by keeping the future of our city available to the widest range of people.

I am a homeowner in the Arbor Lodge neighborhood, where Arbor Lodge park is a central public space. The
park is often busy with families and games and people walking. I want to see that vigor on all of our streets and
sidewalks. Middle housing can help make that happen.

Christopher Jones
6524 N Delaware Ave
Portland, OR 97217
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—om: Jeff Cole <tjeffcole@gmail.com>
—aent: Thursday, April 28, 2016 9:25 AM
To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Testimony
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Submitted by:

Jeff Cole

4343 SE Madison St.
portland, OR 97215

Mayor Hales and Commissioners Fish, Fritz, Novick, Saltzman:

Although I am co-chair of the Sunnyside Neighborhood Association Land Use and Trahsportation Committee, this
testimony is my own opinion.

Regarding the proposed Council Amendments (March 18, 2016) to the 2035 Comprehensive Plan:

| support changes #P10, #P11, #P15 section 3.3d, #P17, #P20, #P21, #P28, #P30, #P34, #P36, #P39, #P41, #P51, #P52,
Map 1D M41 (Lone Fir)

egarding #P18, Policy 3.33 - this policy should be more transparent. What is the density created by 7,000 households
within a half-mile walking distance? The average citizen has no way to gauge what it being proposed here in terms of
zoning capacity. BPS has confirmed my rough caiculation that 7,000 household units equals 32 persons per acres. As of
2010 Sunnyside has a density of 19 persons per acre, s0 the proposed zoned capacity would increase density over 50% if
fully built. | doubt most Sunnyside residents are aware of the impacts proposed along these lines.

Regarding #P45. |urge an incremental, go-slow approach to Middie Housing. Sunnyside is actually a shining example of
Middle Housing - though it's worthy to note that housing types are intermixed in a fashion that would be considered
non-conforming in modern planning. We need to study and avoid having new Middle Housing setting off a demolition
wave. Likewise we need economic study to see if creating a new price point for muitiple units on R5/R2.5 lots will only
in due time replace the current single family home price point, and create an even higher one for existing single family
homes. We have to ascertain which market segments will purchase Middie Housing and how this might accelerate
housing costs in a neighborhood. Finally, Middle Housing should not be concentrated in certain neighborhoods; rather
sections of all Portland neighborhoods should participate to the extent feasible.

Regarding #M54 - | believe SE Beimont 45th to 46th should be zoned CM1 and do not support extending Mixed Use -
Urban Center designation along those blocks.

Finally, regarding #P15 in general, | urge Council to remove the currently proposed “Public Benefit” bonus provisions for
FAR and Height from the MUZ zone CM2. instead, use the Comprehensive Plan process to set a clear definition of rights
with a 45 foot height limit and an 2.5 FAR limit. The bonus provisions proposed were devised prior to passage of SB1533
which enables several incentives that can be employed in kieu or in addition to bonus density incentives. Further, MUZ

Fﬁ'oposed bonus densities offered are higher by a factor of 2-3 times compared to other cities that have inclusionary
* zoning programs. | recommend introducing bonus provisions outside the Comprehensive Plan process as a Task 5 option

after SB1533 has been fully studied. Because bonus densities are not a limit in terms of right, they do not require

L Ord. 187832, Vol. 1.3.A, page 3540




- ik

Bt

Measure 56 notification. Any bonus density programs should have a definitive start and end date and require re-
evaluation prior to renewal.

Thank for your consideration of my testimony,

Jeff Cole
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oM Moore-Love, Karla
=“sent: Thursday, April 28, 2016 8:55 AM

To: BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony

Subject: FW: University Park Neighborhood Association Comments on Agenda Items 423 and
424 (Street Vacation: UP applicant)

Attachments: UPNA Comments on UP requested Street Vacations Agenda Items 423 and 424
final.docx

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Karla Moore-Love |Council Clerk
Office of the City Auditor |City Hall Rm 130
503.823.4086

From: Thomas Karwaki [mailto:karwaki@yahoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, April 27, 2016 9:46 AM
To: mayerhales@portland gov <mayorhales@portiand.gov>; Cornmissioner Novick <novick@portlandoregon.gov>;

_ Commissioner Fish <nick@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner Fritz <amanda@portlandoregon.gov>; Commissioner

“altzman <dan@portiandoregon.gov>
¢: Moore-Love, Karla <Karla.Moore-Love @portlandoregon.gov>; Council Clerk — Testimony

<CCTestimony@portlandoregon.gov>
Subject: University Park Neighborhood Association Comments on Agenda ltems 423 and 424 (Street Vacation; UP

applicant)

Attached are the comments and testimony of the University Park Neighborhood Board and Land Use and Transportation
Committee concerning Council Agenda items 423 and 424 which will be considered by the City Council on April 27. The
Board has voted three times in 2012, 2015 and 2016 to support these street vacations after hearing from over 250
residents. The Board feels that these street vacations will increase the safely of pedestrians and vehicles and will reduce
the parking and traffic concerns of neighbors.

Thomas Karwaki .
Vice Chair, University Park Neighborhood Association Chair, Land Use and Transportation Committee
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| April 26, 2016
RE: Council Agenda Items: 423 and 424 (April 27,2016 Council Meeting)

Mayor and Commissioners:

. After months of community meetings with over 200 residents, the Board of the

University Park Neighborhood Association voted unanimousty in October 2012

to support the vacation of the streets involved in Council items 423 and 424 as
part of the University of Portland’s Conditional Use Master Plan. Stacey Mercer,
a Board member from 2010-13 voted to support the street vacations.

.

The Board of the University Park Neighborhood Association on July 13,2015
passed the following resoiution in support of the University of Portland's
application for a street vacation with the conditions set forth by the Portland
Bureau of Transportation and testified at the Planning and Sustainability
Commission in support of the street vacation.

g Resolved: The University Park Neighborhood Association supports the street vacation
proposed by the University of Portland with the conditions requested by the Portland
Bureau of Transportation and Water Bureau.

On April 11,2016 the University Park Neighborhood Association Land Use
. Committee recommended and the Board approved a motion to support the
University of Portland’s application to vacate portions of N Portsmouth Ave, N
Van Houten Ave, N Monteith Ave, N Warren St, N Strong St, and two unnamed
Q—’ alleys covered by the ordinance in Agenda item 423. The Board also
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supported the vacation of portions of N Van Houten Court, N McKenna Avenue, o
and three unnamed alleys which is being considered in Agenda item 424. é;;

The UPNA Board and Land Use Committee has long supported these
vacations with the conditions set forth by the Hearings Examiner and the City
Bureaus. Private ownership by the University will ENHANCE and IMPROVE
the safety of the streets and facilities for pedestrians and vehicles. It will also
improve any parking and traffic concerns of the neighborhood and property
owners who are surrounded by the University. -

The UPNA Board and Land Use Committee also supports the second
ordinance covered by Council Agenda item 424. The non-University owned
properties are addressed as 5815 N Warren Street, 5801 N Warren Street,
5516 N Willamette Boulevard, 5422 N Strong Street, 5410 N Strong Street, and
5402-5408 N Strong Street. PBOT's Right-of-Way Acquisition staff contacted
these property owners who expressed support for this vacation.

This has been a complex set of street vacations for roads and alleys that are
lightly used or are impassable. We urge the City Council to adopt the
ordinances and to process these street vacations quickly.

Thomas Karwaki
Vice Chair and Chair of the Land Use Commitiee
University Park Neighborhood Association

2209 N. Schofield St. Portland, OR 97217
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Eileen Wallace <eileenwallace@gmail.com>

Thursday, Aprit 28, 2016 8:39 AM

Shriver, Katie

Eimore-Trummer, Camille; Adamsick, Claire; Grumm, Matt; Dunphy, Jamie; BPS
Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Frederiksen, Joan; Bhatt, Pooja

Request for Vote - Amendment #N11: 4001-4007 SW Collins Street, Portland, OR 97219

Subject:
: - portland's Comprehensive Plan :
Attachments: Testimony - Eileen Wallace_4001-4007 SW Collins Street_Comprehensive Plan Update_
' 1.7.2016.docx
Follow Up Flag: Foliow up
Flag Status: Flagged
Commissioner Novick -

My name is Eileen Wallace, I want to thank you very much for placing Amendment #N11 on the draft 2035
Comprehensive Plan document. This amendment is related to my 4-plex located at 4001-4007 SW Collins
Street, Portland, OR 97219 on which I provided in person testimony on January 7, 2016.

I am further requesting the remaining members of City Council copied on this email to vote in favor of my
requested change during the upcoming voting session to obtain the minimum 3 required votes for this change to

~ecome effective.

(

“Ihave requested my property is change

d from its current designation of R1 Multi-Dwelling to Mixed Use -
Usrban Center for the following primary reasons:

« To be more consistent with designation of neighboring properties adjacent and kitty corner.

Support future changes and investments related to the West Porttand Town Center and SW Corridor
high-speed transit plan.

Long-term property owner of 12 + years and a young adult who grew up and is invested in the future of
this area.

. Provides the flexibility in the future to be more in line with providing a mix of residential and
commercial space where adults and children can live, work and play!

—— gain, | very much appreciate your support of my request.
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For additional reference, I have attached to this email the testimony I provided on January 7, 2016. My mailing
address is: 8716 SW 21st Avenue, Portland, OR 97219 for any additional communication.

As a single, working mom of a 3 year old, | have not been able to attend in person all working
sessions/testimony opportunities, but have been working with Joan Frederiksen, SW Portland Liason, to gain
further background throughout the process, and plan to stay in touch with her and her team, who have been of
great assistance to me.

Thank you,

Eileen Wallace

Email: Eileen.wallace@gmail.com
Cell: 503-702-1811
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January 7, 2016
Name: Eileen Wallace
Mailing Address: 8716 SW 21 Avenue, Portland, OR 97219 Email Address: eileen.wallace@gmail.com

Testimony: Regarding property located at: 4001-4007 SW Collins Street, Portland, OR 97219 in regard
to Portland’s Comprehensive Plan '

My name is Efleen Wallace, I want to thank you for this opportunity to be in front of you today and
thank you for your ongoing efforts in Portland’s Comprehensive Plan project. | am providing testimony
today regarding a 4-plex | own and previously occupied for several years after graduating from college,
located in SW Portiand at 4001-4007 SW Collins Street, Portland, OR 97219. It is located off of SW 41%
and Barbur Boulevard, on an unimproved, gravel road, directly across from the Barbur Boulevard Transit
Center, and kitty corner to the City of Portland water maintenance facility and a variety of commercial
businesses and multi-family units. '

t am requesting that City Council re-designate my 4-plex from its current designation of R1 Multi-
bwelling to Mixed Use — Urban Center. As ayoung adult and native Oregonian, born and raised in SW
Portland, | am invested in the future of this area, currently living in a nearby single family house off of
SW 215t and Barbur Boulevard. | hopefuily will be around to be an active participant in changes related
to and the implementation of Portland’s Comprehensive Plan for years to come.

My proposed request also supports any future changes related to the West Portland Town Center
project and the SW Corridor high-speed transit plan that may affect this area, as well as any
development that will be needed to streets, storm water systems, sidewalks etc. that would accompany
such projects. These projects may be years out but | would iike the opportunity now to re-designate my
4-plex to Mixed Use-Urban Center to be more consistent with neighboring properties in this specific
area, and to have the flexibility to be more in line with providing a Jocation where residents can live,
work and play.

My current tenants use bike or bus as their primary means of transportation to get to their jobs and/of
to nearby colleges such as the PCC Sylvania campus and Portland State University downtown. Previous
tenants have been single parents who relied on the bus transit center as their only means of
transportation for themselves and their children. This is possible due to my 4-plex’s convenient location
directly across from the bus transit center. However, improvements in the area need to be done, as the
lack of sidewaiks, unimproved roads, high traffic and limited street lighting do not always make it as
convenient or safe for adults and children to rely solely on public transit or walk to nearby businesses.
As a single, working mom of a 3 year old daughter, | understand more than ever the importance and
convenience of having employment opportunities, housing options and safe areas where kids can play,
nearby.

| am invested in this area and my property, doing what 1 can as a property owner to invest in my 4-plex
and surrounding areas, for example, shortly after purchasing my 4-plex, | entered into a contract with
Portland General Electric to install a street light across from my property, providing lighting also to the
nearby veterinary clinic, City of Portland water building and neighboring duplex that was previously non-
existent. | was able to personally witness my investment increasing foot traffic in the area, specifically
for those walking to use the Barbur transit center. This is one example of the many investments | am

Page1lof2
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willing to make to the area that not only benefit my 4-plex and tenants but that also that benefit the
surrounding area.

| hoping that 1 will be around for decades to come, and my daughter, for many decades to come, to help
envision and implement these plans. [ see great potential for this area and | would like to be an active
part of this change. This re-designation of my 4-plex would allow me to have the flexibility to provide an
opportunity to potentially have a mix of residential and commercial space for smali business owners,
adults and children to live, work and play, all of which are very important for generations to come,
Thank you for your time and consideration of my proposal.

Below is a map diagram depicting my proposal to re-designate the property from R1 Multi-Dwelling to
Mixed Use -~ Urban Center.

Current Propgsed

thatg et Bl et
Usz - GrianConter mating it
LERET WiRragRiateod, |

Thank you,

Eileen Wallace

eileen.wallace@gmail.com

Page 2 of 2
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Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

April 28,2016

HANCHROW Marsha R <marsha.rhanchrow@state.or.us>
Thursday, April 28, 2016 8:22 AM
8PS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Hales, Charlie; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner

Novick; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Saltzman

Follow up
Flagged

To: Mayor Hales and Council Members:

Re: Comprehensivé Plan Testimony on April 12 Commissioner Fish Amendment on SE Caruthers from 35" Pl,

to 38

I oppose this amendment regarding properties on the South side of Caruthers between 35" Place and 38"

-These lots are on the south side of Caruthers, and are directly north of commercial properties on Division
t. They have had a Comprehensive Plan designation of Commercial (UC(b)), for over 30 years. Planners in
1981 were looking towards the future when they designated these lots commercial. They were also influenced

by the three lots on Caruthers at 37" that were in commercial uses already at that time.
¥ Yy

The Division Design Initiative talks about clustering development at “nodes”. It seems that these lots will allow
larger development and reinforce the intersection of Cesar Chavez and Division with more intense
development. This will accommodate more growth at a intersection with excellent transit service, in an area
where a “20-minute neighborhood” is rapidly evolving.

Please do not approve this amendment, Keep the “Comp. Plan designation” on the properties on the south side
of Caruthers as the MU-UC recommended in the Recommended Draft of the Comprehensive Plan,

Thank you.

Marsha Hanchrow
1908 SE 35th P1.
Portland, OR 97214
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Brendon Haggerty <haggerb@gmail.com>

Thursday, April 28, 2016 6:58 AM’

BPS Comprehensive Plan Testimony; Hales, Charlie; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner
Novick; Commissioner Fritz; Commissioner Saltzman

Subject: Commissioner Fish Amendment of April 12 re: SE Caruthers 35th Pl to 38th Ave
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
"Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Mayor Hales and Commissioners,

I urge you to reject the proposed comp plan amendment that would change the designation on properties along SE
Caruthers between 35th Place and 38t Ave. These properties have been designated commercial since 1981 and represent a
rare opportunity for full-block development.

I believe the proposed amendment is out of sync with our climate goals. We need to take actions that create opportunities
to lower our collective carbon footprint through denser, more efficient development, but this amendment takes us in the
opposite direction. As a member of the Mixed Use Zoning Advisory Committee, [ am confident that new provisions
—zequiring transitions from higher density areas to lower density ones will preserve the livability for homes on the north
“dide of the street.

While I do not speak for the Richmond Neighborhood Association, I serve on the board as vice chair, The RNA
commented in 2014, but we have not commented on Caruthers in the PSC-recommmended draft under consideration.

Please keep these lots designated as MU-UC,

Regards,
Brendon Haggerty
1720 SE 36th Avenue

Portland, OR 97214
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