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Dear Mike: 6
v

{a'"-

As you are aware, one of our big efforts in the bureau has been
toward ex edi ti n erml . [,le have recently im-
pl emente a o m hat h ti cal I reduced process r n g
time for a r

o e Board of By drastic reduction, I-mean prior to
our new ro ram n had lon as six
wee 0 ea
W ereas now the maximum waiting period is tulo weeks.

The State Building Code al'l ows the building offjcial to make
evaluations as to alternate materials and methods in the same
vein as the appeals board. Up until recently al1 appea'ls were
sent to the appeals board without adm'in'istrative review. Ibe"
ro ra t e n dno

tiv [.Ie have
found that we have been ab'le to act on in excess of 50% of the
appeal s that are submitted. !,^lhat thi s accompl i shes i s that
we have eliminated the $25.00 applicant fee for the appeals
board. We have also eliminated the delay on those app'licants
which'i n the past had to wa'it until agenda time for the appeals
board. Our adminjstrative review is accomplished twice weekly
and is attended by myself as Bui'l dinq Official; Dave Beckman,
Inspections Manager; Gary Ross, Administrative Manager; Bud
Dunnigan, Permit and Zoning Supervisor, with Jim Hart, Structural
Engineer, and D'ick Durland, Fire Marshal's Office, being invited
on an as needed basis. The other benefit to this program is the
fact that the appeals board now meets twice a month and the
agenda consists of six or seven appeals. The only appeals now
that are reviewed by the full board are jobs that are of such
a size that our adminjstrat'ive revieul fee'l s they should be
rev'iewed by the full board, or the administratjve review board
cannot come to a full concensus of agreement, or lastly the
appl icant disagrees with the findings of the admin'istrative
revievr board.
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Mike Lindberg
Office of Planning & Development
December 20, 1977
Page 2

T bottom llne ls faster service to the a
as
5 nE up whole a ls nocess.

o

JAI,IES E. GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDIIIGS

JEG:Jd

II
and

If you have any questions please give nn a call,

Slncerely,

il:fliifl X IIFF LI - r rI:*I

a
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UEMONANDUM

Datar

Tor

lrscspbcr 7, L977

Cmolsslonar Ivanclo
ComLreloner irordrn
C@lssloner MoCready
Comierioncr Sabwab

from: N6l1 Goldealunldt, Mayor

SubJect: DEIIOLITION PENUIT EOB DOIIH$OWH Y}TCA
BUTLDING

Today, tha Counoil coqsldarod a rsport fm uyaelf
ag Cmmlllloncr-la-Ghargc of the Dcpartu€at ol
Elnanoe and Mnlnletration on tha propo:ed denolt-tion of thc Yl,lCA loeated at 831 8. tf. Slxth Avenua.
Ehla le provlded for by Chaptcr 2{.13 of the Clty
Code.

In addltlon, thc Councll ooaoidrrsd at the gama t1-c
an ordinance rhlch nould autbotLae cx5renditure of
fundr to makc furtber etudy of tbo foaelbility of,
rshbbllltatlng the lr.CA bulldlng.

The ordlnano. va! def,eated by a 2-to-2 vote of, the
lnnbcrr of, tlrc Counall and roport bclng Councll Cal.n-
dar {103 uar filed.
Soctlon 2{.13.133 of, thc Clty Code provldes that thc
Councll murt take afffumatlvoractlon on tha roport to
pret€rve the Etructure ln queatlon to delay lgruanco
of a donolitloB parnlt.
Sincc tho Councl,l took no auob afltruativo action and
rofurad to provl,dc the fundo for f,urther ctudy, it
J.e apparent tbat pro.srvatl,on of tho bulldlng f,ornur o€,@upancy purXroaos 1,8 not tJrc uieb of tbe Couacil.

Bocaurc of thc Counall,rr porltlon on thig nattor ox-
preeaed at tlra Councll nactl,ng today, unlegg thcrs ars
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t7.-THE CITY OF
FTORTL/AND

OREGON

I 220 S,W, FIFTH AVL.
PORTI AND,OR 97204

5(]3/24a-4o,4 1

INTEROFFICE MEMO

Date:

To:

EGETVE9
DEC 61977

MAyon's Orii(E

From:
OFFICE OF

CITY AT I I)RNFY

CH F ISTOPH EH P THOI,,IAS
CITY ATTORNEY Subj ect:

(3) Chapter 13 of the Appendix
was adopted as to the Fire
State on August 30, 1974.

December 5, 1977

Mayor Neil Goldschmidt

Robert L. Hurtig
Chief Deputy City Attorney

YMCA HEARING

At the Council hearing of December I, L977 on the request of
the YMCA and others for approval of Downtown PIan Review for
the new proposed Pacific First Federal Savings & Loan build-
ing on the site presently occupied by the YIvlCA, you re-
quested that certain dates be furnished to you prior to the
forthcoming hearing on December 7 concerning demolition of
the YMCA buildinq.

Those dates are as follows:
(1) The general concept of the density plan for the Down-

town Plan was adopted December 28, 1972. The parking
and circulation plan which is also a part of the recom-
mendation for approval of Downtown Plan Review was
adopted by the Council February 25, L975.

(2) The YMCA ceased occupancy for housing purposes on the
premises as of ,January L, L973.

of the Uniform Building Code
and Life Safety Codes by the

(4) The City of Portland adopted Section 24.13. 130 of the
City Code which adopted by reference Chapter 13 of the
UBC on November 20, 1974 and provided that all build-
ings falling within the scope of Chapter 13 must con-
form to the requirements thereof by January L, L9?6.

(5) Section 24.13.132 of the City Code providing for study
and deferral of issuance of demolition permits for
possible retention of Group rrHfr occupancies was passed
by the Council December 4, 1975.

Section 24.L3.132 of the City Code providing for Portland
Development Commission review and report of requested
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Mayor Neil
December 6,
Page 2

Goldschmidt
L977

demolition permits for "H" occupancies
process is required for a building " imp
occupancy. No reference is made to use
the premises as an "H" occupancy at the
permit is applied for.

provides
rovedt' as

(or lack
time the

that such
an ttH"

of use) of
demolition

Part 3, Sections 501 and 502, of the Uniform Building Code
provide that every building existing or hereinafter erected
sha1l be classified by the building department according to
its use and the character of its occupancy, and further,
that no change shall be made in the character of occupancy
or use of any such building that would place the building in
a different division unless such building is made to comply
with the requirements of the UBC for such division or group.
Such change also requires approval by the building depart-
ment.

The YMCA buildJ-ng was classified as an "H" occupancy in
January, 1956 by the building department and has remained
such ever since. The Uniform Building Code and the City
Code in January, 1956 had the same definitions and require-
ments of classification for an "H" occupancy. I have also
checked with the building department concerning the pos-
sibility of considering this use a mixed occupancy under
Section 503 of the Uniform Building Code and they inform me
that in their opinion it is not possible to so consider it,
since the predominent use is for an "H" type occupancy.
The fact that the lower two or three floors are used for
accessory recreational purposes would not in their opinion
change this classification.

RLH: at
cc: Commissioner

Commissioner
Commissioner
Commissioner

Ivancie
Jordan
McCready
Schwab
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Mavon's orncg

Neil Goldschmidt, lvloyor
Ciry Holl
Portlond, Oregon 972M

December 6, lW

Jomes Griffith
Bureou of Buildirgs

Deor Neil:

Re

During the heovy roin lost Fridoy there wos o mudslide ocross fhe sheet from my
house on Sontonito Terroce. Severol trees hod follen ocross the roof of the house,
ond the street wos complefiely blocked by the mud.

I knew rnthing of this incident until I orrived home qround 5:30 P.M. There wos
o City cor in the street qnd lyvo m6n surveyiqg the situotion by floshlight. Orc of
the nren inhoduced himself os Jim Griffifh from the Burcou of Buildings. He hqd
been cqlled eorlier in the doy when the incident wos reported. By fhe fime I

orrived home he hod seen thot the fublic Works Doporfmerif wos sent l,o remove fhe
trees from my roof, ond thqt the front of the house wos sondbogged to prevent further
dornoge by the mud.

I noticed onother free thot hod shifred ond wqs cousing o poienfiol threof. Jim
Grifflth ogoin notified the Public Works Deportmenl, ond four men worked until
midnight lo remow ffie free. On Soturdoy mornirp Jim Griffith wos on *re rcene
surveying the situofion in the doylighf.

Todoy is Tuesdoy. All of the mud hos been removed ond the streef hos been cleoned.
I om'fqvorobly impressed with Jim Griffith ond his prompf otfenfion to o situotion
thot could hqve become o mone serious problem.

I very much oppreciote Jim Griffith's efforts qnd those in the Public Works Deportment
who qlso helped.

ru_,
MDP:gh

Michael Pad(er Lsndscap€ Architect 120S.W. Stark Slreet, porfland, Oregon 97204 (503) 228-6073
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LAw OFF|cES
TWENTY.THIRO FLOOR 9OO SW FIFTH AVENUE

PORTLAN D. OREGON 97204

T ELE oNE (5o3) 224-334o
CABLE AoDRESS: HARTPORT

JEFTFEY MICHAEL ALOEN

PHILLIP O CHAOSEY
HAFIRY S, CHANOLEF
CLEVELATTO C- CORY
THOMAS P. OEEFINO
FIICHARO OEVERE
E|ARNES H, ELL S
EDWARD L. EPST'E N
HOWARD M. FEUERSTEIN
RICHARD A, FF^N2X E
G EORGE H. FRASEFI
RONALO S 6 ROSSMANN

OAVIO G, HAYHURST
HENRY H. HEWITT
CHARLES F HINt(LE
ROBERT H, HUNTIN6T0N
VELMA JEREMIAH
WILLIAM M,
CHAFLES J, M'MUFICBIE

MILO E. OFI.4SEIH
TERRENCE R. PANCOAST
CAMPBELL RICHAFIOSON
ROBEFIT L. FIIOGLEY
JAMES C ROGEFS

THOMAS EI. STOEL
MANLEY E. STRAYEFI

CLAFENCE R. WICKS
WILLIAM W. WYSE

CHARLES F AOAMS
FICHAFO E. ALEXANOER
RICHAFIO M BOTTERI
MATTH EW W. CHAPMAN
EERYRAND J CLOSE
NANCY L, COWOILL
KAREN X CREASON

E,.IO5EPH OEAN
STEFHANIE S, FREEOMAN
O ERSHAM GOLDSTEIN
OOUGLAS B, GOROON

THOMAS O. P. G U ILII ERT
S'TEPHEN T- JANIK
PEIER R..'AFWIS
JENNIFER J.JOHNSON
RICHARO C. JOSEPHSON

GRE6ORY H, MACPH EFSON
GREGORY F.MOWE
TH OMAS R. NICOLAI
6UY 

^ 
R^NOLEs

LOIS O. FOSENBAU M
MICHA€L L.EIOgENBAUlv'
JOHN M SCHII,E]TZEFI

HUOH L.IIGGS Lx
November 22, 1977

Honorable Neil Goldschmidt
Mayor, City HatI
Portland, OR 97204

Dear Neil:

Re: Kaiser oivision Street Clinic
I just wanted to advi-se you that I have discussed

the resoluti-on of the Division Street Clinic problem with
Mr. Carl Berner, Regional Administrator of Kaiser, and with
Mr. Hardy Myers. Mr. Berner is agreeable to entering into
an agreement under which Kaiser would agree to reduce the
number of doctors at the Division Street Clinic to the number
permitted prior to the issuance of the expansion building
permits and to relocate these doctors at its Mt. Scott Clinic
facility.

it
Mr.
his

I will prepare a draft form of agreement and submit
to Mr. Myers, your office, and the City Attorney's office.
Myers has indicated that he will then call a meeting of
clients to discuss the terms of the aqreement.

I think we are
of this matter. If you
not hesitate to call me.

moving very quickly toward a resolution
have any questions on this, please do

STJ
cc:

b l
Mr

Very tru ours

Step nT

EtGIEiI \V/IE

NOv 2 5 1977

Mr
Mr

Hardy
Chris
Carl

Myers
Thomas,

Berner
City Attorney

ik

Mnvon s ornct
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D. N. Irrln, Chlef,
Building InBpector

200 Civic Conter, nm.
TuIBa, Or<.Iahoils 7{L03 }

Ee

Dear

Thank
sJ.gn
I arn
Code
cluy'
Please don't hegitatel
you re(Iulre arlcittiona{

i
t
I
i
1

{
{NG:pJr iEnololure i

,i

{
d

t
i
t
I

''l
;
I

i
,1
{
d

.:1
i

Uotrao&,er 2, L9'17

to contact nre again slrould
lrrfornaLion.

$lncerely,

det l Gotclacllrnidt

i
{
I
i,
I
,i

I
t
{
ii
t

i
g,

h?t

Sign Ordlrr*." ,!
1

l.Ir. Irwlnr i
tyou for your ln$trst ln gur newly adopEed

reguJ"ation ordln+rce. Purguant to ltour roguoat
euclosing a copy bf erFl*. I hope that o\r
will assist you $r ftnatng a solutsion to your
s s19n control e{ob'lem.
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PRtTIECTIVE I NSPECTIONS
DIVISION

ENGINEERING
DEPARTMENT

ROOM 424

EGEIVED
Nov 1 1977

TULSA, OKLAHOMA

October 28, L977

n

SA

l{ayor of the Clty
l{uniclpal. Offlces
City Hall
Portland, Oregon

DL/eh
cc! c

c

MAYOR,S OFFICE

918.58r.5308 2OO CIVIC CENTER

Portland
ildtng

of
Bu

REs Sign Ordinance

Dear ldayor:

the Clty of Tulsa 1s cnperlenclng probleus re-
lating to control of slgns. lle are groplng for ideaa
or methods of control which nlght be applied to our
situation. The roregon ilournal' dated october 12,
L977, included an editorial which touched on Portlandrs
problem with reapect to regulation of, slgna, and in-
cluded reference to a newly adopted sign ordinance.
Your new ordinance nay be helpful to the City of Tulsa
in changing present regulatlons or in drafting a new
ordinance.

lle would very nuch appreclate a copy of Portlandre
new sign code if copies are avallable for distributlon.
Your directlon of thls requeat to the appropriate au-
thorlty in your Jurisdiction will also be greatly ap-
precl.ated.

Youre very truly,

S.,; J*,;
D. N. Irwin, Chlef
Building Inepector

H. Miller, Cl-ty Englneer
H. Banks, Dlrector, Protective Inspection

t,L
t'

#
A
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Fros

To

Addrcstcd to

SrDjcct

Buroau of Bulldlngs

Department of Flnancc and Admlnlstratlon

llayor Icl I Goldschmidt

RFCFIYED

,:,::,!, 
t0 tt tqtn.i

ctTt aF ,... ,,..,

, -\-/-,lf

Conplaint regardlng condematlon of bulldlng at t233 ll . E. l2th Avcnrrr
Councll Calondcr No. 3395, 0ctober 12, 1977

Dear Xayor Goldschmldt:

As directed by the Clty Councll, thc follovllng report ls submlttcd rrgrrdlng
the condennatlon of thc bulldlng rt q233 X. E. lzth Avcnuc end tho rub-
seqwnt corplalnt fron thc ov{ncr, Vcrna l{ull:n of ll12 ll . E. Skidmorc Strcot.

This structure had becn vacant slncc at lstst l{arch 17, 1969, rt uhlch tlm
thc Eureau made ln lnspectlon of thc north concrctc rctalnlnE wrll ln
answer to a eonplaint. (Coplcs of all corrcspondoncc rogerdlng thls .ctlon
ls attached.) Rccords of the Hultnomrh County Tax Asscscors Offlco slrcr thc
assesscd valuatlon at that tlmc to be $1,450,00 on thc land and 31,000.00 on
the lmprov$pnts. Thls wall was partlally rcmovcd by the owncr follolag
Its condcmnatlon ord6r Ordinence No. 129517 passcd by thc Councll August 13,
1969. Thc entirc wall was not renroved, but cnough so that lt wrc no longcr
consldered dangerous.

Thc dwel llng remalncd vacant, generat lng nurcrous complalnts fron thc
neighbors, not only to thls Burcau, by thc Bureau of Nclghborhood Envlronnrnt
as well. Slnce the bulldlng was kcpt boardcd up rnost of thc tlmc, ng furthcr
actlon could be taken except constant relnspectlon and suryslllencc for
further detorloratlon.

Then on Junc 25, 1976, the dwelllng wss strusk by flrc of an undetcrmlned
orlgln, causlng .n Gstlmated damagc of $6,000.00. Thc asscrsod valurtlon on
the dwelllng at thls tlmc was $1,150.00. ilothlng wls donc to rdrpva or rc-
palr the bulldlng, and as a result of a refcrral from thc dlstrlet bulldlng
ln5pestor, ths structure was lnspcctcd by thc condsrlratlons lntpcctor,
Douglas D. l{lller, on 0stobcr 6, 1976. At thls tlm, lt was detcrolnad thet
thc structurs was so dct?rlorated frofl! flrc danagc, rot lnd nrglcct er to bc
subjcct to condqnnatlon, and a lctter war scnt to Vcrn! ltullcn rdvlslng hcr
of our flndlngs. 0n October 25, 1976, Hr. Jack llullcn c.nE to tho lurcru of
Butldlngs and talked to rlr. Illler. llr. Hullen wts glvcn thc lnfornatlqr
neccssary to obtaln thc rcqulrcd pcrmlts to Glthcr rcpalr or raiovG the
buildlng. 0n Oetobcr 26, 1976, l,lr. Larry Hunt, attorney for thc llullenr,
was callcd and madc an appointmcnt to somc lnto thc Surceu of Bulldlngs rnd
rcview the m.tter wlth l{r. l{lllcr. 0n 0ctober 29, 1976, l{r. Hunt ctrE lnto
the offlce and revlewcd thc inspcctlon and condsnnatlon proerdure wlth
ltr. ltlller. 0n llovcnber 15, 1976, bulldlng pcrmlt no. 50187 w.3 lrcuGd to
Jack llullcn to wrcsk the bulldlng.
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llr.rnrous lnspcctlons wcro mrdc of the bulldlng ovor thc next scvorll rpnths
rnd no vlsual ovldcncc wes found to lndlcatc any wrrcklng golng on. Several
attcnpts wcrl mdc to cont.st Vrrnr }{ullcn by trlrphono wlthout ruccags. 0n
llarctr ll, 1977, an lnspcctlon wes nnds rnd slncc no rvldcncc war found of
rny dcrnlltlm uork, th. bulldlng pcrmlt wrs voldrd out, rnd on lhtdt 2\, l97l
thc m.ttGr wls refcrrcd to thc Clty Counell $lth thc rccorrEndatlon that thl
bulldlng bc sondcmncd. 0n Aprll g, 1977, Councll Crlendcr t|o.970, tho
Councll sct thc datc of thc hcerlng for ltey 4, 1977. 0n Aprll 8, 1977, e
notlcc of proccadlngs to condcnn qtructur. wrs postcd by t{r. lllllrr on thr
front of thc bulldlng. 0n l{ey 25, 1977, thc Clty Councll condcrmed thc bulld-
lng undcr 0rdlnrncc ilo. 113699. Qn Junc r0, 1977,. copy of r llolgtDorhood
tlecd Rcport from thc Srbln Arce l{clghborhood Assoclrtlon frqn Connlssloner
y'ordans' offlce complelnlng.bout thc bulldlng at 4233 ll . E. lzth Anrnuo. 0n
July 6, 1977, lctterr wrre sent out requcstlng blds on thc donplltlon of thlr
structurc. Jan:s R. Lce, lnc. war found to bc ls blddcr .nd on August 5r
1977, a Eontr.gt was rlgned wlth hlm to do thr dcmolltlon work. 0n Augurt 9,
1977, bulldlng pcrmlt No. 509709 was lssucd to t{r. Lcc for thwwrocklng of
thc bullding. 0n August lO, l97l , Vsrne llullsn eellcd l{r. }tlllcr rnd rskcd
that thc wrocklng bc stoppcd. Shc was rdvlscd thrt l{r. Lcc hrd r logrl rnd
bindlng contrrct wlth thc Clty and wc eould not stop hlm. Shc uu glvcn
fir. Leors tclephonc nunbcr.t hcr rGqu"st ro.s to.ttqnpt to itop hln hcrrclf.
Again on August 10, 1977, a man ldqntlfylng hlmsclf rs thc brothrr of llcrnr
llullcn callcd llr. l{lller and ackcd hlm to sall off thc wrccktr. }lc xrr glvcn
thc senp infonnation as Vcrne llullcn. Hc bccan qultc abuslyc rnd thrcetcnrd
to post an arnrcd guard on thc propcrty to prcvcnt furthcr wrccklng. 0n August
15, 1977,llr. Jack llullen callcd l{r. l{lllcr rnd compleincd ln rn rbuslvo
manner of thc wrccklng of thc bulldlng. 0n August 16, 1977, Csnnlrtloncr
lcGrcadyrr Offlca tclcphoned l{r. lllller etetlng thcy hed recclycd r corrplelnt
frm a llr. Joc Dobblns rbout thc dcmolltlon of a vcry cxpcnslve rctalnlng
wall rt thls addrers. tlr. ttlllcr rxplelnsd what h.d t.ken plecc. 0n Augurt
25, 1977,llr. Lcc callsd rnd st.tod wrecklng was complctcd. An lnspcctlon
ras mrde by tlr. lllller and lt was found thrt sonE dlrt rnd brokcn concr3te
wcre left on the East sldcwalk. ilr. Lec was notlfled end on rclnrpcctlon on
Scptcnbcr 13, 1977, lt was found that all work was cotplrte. 0n Scptcntcr 15,
1977, a lcttcr authorlzlng prymcnt along wlth a dctallcd cost rccord r.r tont
to the Audltors offlce. 0n Septcrnbcr 19, l9?7,llr. ltlllcr rcc.lvcd r cogy of
a letter froo Verna llullcn to tho llayorrs offlcc vle Conmlscloncr l{cGrcrdyrs
offlce. 0n 0etobcr lZ, 1977, thc Councll sot ovcr for threc wccks thc herrlng
on the proposcd ttsessnant for,abatlng the nulsencc to allu tlnc for thc
Councll l{lnutcs to bG scnt to thc lurcau of lulldlngr and rccglvl a rcport
frqn them.

ln sunrpry and ln .nswcr to thc chargcs brought out ln thc lllnutcs of thc
Councll hcerlng by llr. Dobblns:

llr, llullcn dld lndecd obtaln the rrqulrcd bulldlng pcnnlt, horcvlr Scctlon
302.(d) of thc Eulldlng Rcaulrtiong provldcs that suclr permlt lr wld lf no
work Is started wlthln 120 days of lssuancc. l{unprous lnspcctlon: ucro madc
of thc property durlng thls pcrlod rnd no cvldence was found of rny rrccklng
golng on. Scveral .tteet3 were mlde to contact llrs. ltullcn by tolaphonc
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wlthout 3ucc!33. 0n onc osctalon, the lnrprctor celled upon tha Xullcn
rcsldcnco wlthout rcrponsa. Slncr no wrccklng wac dono rnd thr pornlt
wls vold, condcmnrtlon procoedlngs usr3 lnrtlgrtod.

After thc propcrty w.3 condcmn.d, l{r. Jrnrc l. Lcr wrs tho lot blddrr rt
$1,350.00' and was rwlrdcd thc contract. Thc contrrct only @yat1s rrceklng
thc bulldlng and rcmovlng thc dcbrls. !t doos not ip.clfy hor thr trork lc
to be acconpllshcd. Sonc dcbrls wes lcft on th3 E.rt rldtr lk, but wrs
removed upon notlci!. Thc only lcttcr thc Buroru of Oulldlngs cvrr rrcclvod
fron llrs. l{ullon was thc copy sGnt to Comnltslonor llcCrcrdy rnd thr lityor.r
offlce. The fact that somc dcbrlr was lcft on thc sldurlk rnd rcnpvcd
latcr dld not changc thc contruct prlcc.t.ll. Thc plctur.3 tekcn by thc
City Photogrrphcr sho, ths stcps to be creckcd, brokcn, p.rtl.lly nlslng
and covcrcd wlth grass. Thc Elst rctalnlng well wcs crackcd md lcrnlng out
prlor to thc dcrnolltlm of thc bqlldlng. Thls ageln rhos ln our plcturcs.
It docs appcsr thlt sonl of thc eepplng hrs bcen knockcd off thc top of

thc wall. Slncc thc Cltyrs contract wlth Ir. Lcc covcrs only thc rltFvtl of
thc bulldlng, lt would.ppcar thqt r{r. }lullcn should contlct hlrn rogrrdlng
any danages to thc ramrlndcr of thc propGrty. llr. Lcc lr roqulred to pro.
vlde llahll lty lngurlncc for eny ruch drmEcs.

llr. Dobblns clalns th.t wlth notlflcatlon, ltr. llullcn could hevc rrvrd
$1t,000.00 or $5,000.00 uorth of luntcr docsnrt qulto egrcr rlth tho.r3.s!omt
yaluatlon of $1,3t0.00 for thc cntlrG bulldlng plus thc cstlmtcd 16,000,00
damage from the flrc. llr. llillcr dld lndced post e notlc. orr th. bulldlng
and the Audltors' oJflcc sGnt a notlcc by reglstorcd mrll to Uernr llullm.
Thls notlcc wes rcturnGd markcd'runclalrpd'r. A copy of thc cordcmlng ordl-
nancs was scnt to llrs. llullcn and thls too w.t rcturncd mrkcd rruncltlttFdtr.
It would appcar thet llrc. llullsn olther wrs rvoldlng cont.ct by thr Clty or
was not at homc rs much as she cltlms to bc. ln l lght of prct condrmrtlon
actions agalnst Hrs. Hullcn on tht North rctalnlng wall rt thls rddrcrr rnd
the property at 1029 S.E. 3qth Av;., lt would sGotr thrt sha lr wcll rvnre of
procedures pertalnlng to condcrnatlon.

Respectfu I ly subml tted,

tA,,*t C.
lJmcs s. erl ffl th
Director, Eurcau of Bulldings

JEG:mJ
Encl .
CC: Corm. llcCready

Corm. Sehwab
Conm. Jordan
Conn. lvanclc
Auditorst offlcc
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.f a
b1c'cir

ilearlng on proposed
builcilng located aE \233
18, l.lorth Irvlngton.

erssessment for demolltlon
N.E. 12th Avenue, on Lot 15,

ii'J Ciii:iDY Tirls is the tl.me set for Lhe
thls du.mol1tion. Are there
who xould care i;o be heard?

hearlng crr
f,hose present

Yes , s ir.
My
N.E
1ng
ot'
i_i n

nanrc 1s .Ioe Dobblnr;, and I 11vt-. at 111;i
. SI<i<lmore Street , Port land . I I rn appear-
ircre befort: the Councll for and irr behalf

Mrs. I{ullens. I live there and have
lrrt.errlst 1n Lhc properLy.

Prlor to this lroar'1rrg the Councll ilas
r.ecelved a coup1e o1" letters prot.estlng
the actlon oi this tear do."ln. For c:.e
thi.ng, l1r. l,luL1ens, Mrs . I,Iu11en; I husbarrd,
r11d appear and received a permit for he
hlnrsell to tear this bui 1dini1 do';rn . lhere
r{as no tlme I1mlt on the permit.

I4r . I4uliens was la;{1ng 1t dovrn ir por: ioas
in ir:-l; spare tirne. lle drive; 1on,1 cls:ance
l,f ilcii. litl i.:r,i t'r'ni.rV(r(l evCl'yilri t'lg il-.a; V; -r:;()f ir i,iI::aIl'rii)ll:j n,'rbttrr: an<l irc, rji'i lj talil rii: t i-.

Lrir11ri,i.ri1,; tiot;lrr t o (ioIli:ierve attd sz.ve scnie
Vcl I.y- €Xpr)nsIvt: srluared tW9-1.;y-f'oufs rfour-
by-fours, two-by-s1xes and etcelera, for
rebui Iding.

The flrst thing that we i(nen that there
was anytlrlng urrong, the nlght before the
bulldozer come wlth his destructlve devlce
so:ne people were ouN taking gutters ofl
the house and I stopped them. The next
day the man showed,up wlth a bulldozer,
sald he had the contract from the Clty to
demoLlsh the bullding.

S1r, coul-d I interrupt you J ust one mornunL .
Is bhert-- someone here lrom the Bureau cf
Bulldlngs? Finc', go ahead. I just vranted
to make sure that we had someone here vlho
w111 be able to respond or try.

I'iJ Cili:ADY



C.J.No. 3395
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)JSiJIIJS I l-rave here the permlt lssued by the
Bureau of Bulldlngs, no time limlt lnvolved
and the tear down. The Bureau of Bulldlngs
gave Mr. l{ullens or Mrs. Mullens no notlce
that this had been revoked or that they 1n-
tended to come and tear the buildlng dovrn.

Tire gentlenan that obtained tl:e contract
dld cone, he could have approaehed the
property from the north side, taklng hls
bul1dozer out of the truck r.llthout any
obstruct ior'r or dolng no damage . Instead
he clrose to tal<e lrls bulldozel' up $orne
slx, eight, nine foot concrete steps or
stone steps and desNroy them. I{hen he
got done pushing the bullding dovrn, taklng
the lumber and stuff away, he left a ho1e.
Then to get his bulldozer off the property
he agaln went to the east side of the
property , lort'ered hls bLade, pushed the
cor-,cret,e waIl, puchlrrg out, loaded his
bulldozer, left all the debris and the
blocks and stuff on the sidewalk anri there
was a letter sent to you and eventually
they moved 1t.

l'low Mrs. Mullens has recelved a b1Il1ng
from the Clty for some $1500 and some
count l. ng extraordlnary expenses, the
colltrector said he got $1100. There 1s
a hol-e remal.ning where the man tore the
property donn, we have two blds to replace
the concrete waIl r.rhlch r^i111 have to be
replaced before lt can be built, and
the stone steps. One for $3600 and some
and one for a 1itt1e over $4,000.

Thls part of the property trtas destructed
f tliinl< maltclously and unnecessarily,
and Mrs. I,lul l.enlr and Mr'. I"lu11c'li:r f,ray
for some l<ind of satlsfactlon from thls
Councll rather thantthe expense of a
court of lavr. But f have here as
evidence the letters are for your pleasure
tlrat i{rs. l4u11ens sent, I have the
plctures of the destructlon that the nan
dld. He was stopped, he was told that he
could approach the property from the east
with his bulLdozer, and he vrouldnrt tear



C. C.l,lo . 3395
Page 3

iOtlts II,IS

up anything. He
and going up the
destroyed them.

Then for about fou:: days parts of that
concrete wa11 and mud, rocks, debrls was
laylng on the s1dewalk. Anyone could
have walked back there and fell and severly
inJured themselves. However, apparently
Mr. M1l1er or someone from the Building
Department did send someone out to clean
that up, but of course, the prlce of
demolltlon went up.

Our plea ls that the man dld not do a
proper charge, that the charges are
exorbltant, bhat he destroyed more property
unnecessarlly than the cost of the demolltlon,
that Mr. l4u11ens, had he been notlfled that
thls was golng to be tore down, he would
have gotten busier and he woul-d have saved
himself four or $5,000 worth of good lumber
to rebulld vrlth, and there was no notice
glven, there was no notlce posted. Mr.
Ml11er alleges that he dld send a reglstered
letter but 1f he did the post offlce negl-ected
to leave any notice, so no one knew that the
bu1 lding was golng to be tore donn by the
City of Portland until the gentleman showed
up with the bulldozer and proceeded to destroy

So thatrs about, I sufpose, all you can
say here. As I say, we thlnk the charge
1s exorbltant, we do not thlnk that we ovie
the City of Portland anything for denollsh-
lng it, and we think that the Clty of
Portland should pay for the damage that
the man done wlth the bulldozer.

kept rlght on wlnchlng
stone sbeps untll he

s any questlons, f I 11 try to ansl.Jer
thinh you for leLting me appear

If thcrc- 1
them and I
here.

Could we

Is the re

see the plctures, slr? Thank you.

anything else?
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TIC CREADY

DJEBI:,iS

I'IC CREADY

I ITAiJCIE

S JHLJAB

IVAi']CIE

SCHI{AB

YERKOVICH

TIr\[i/"rr"-'

iJstsilis

I\TAi{CIE

i.ic CREADY

Yes, Mr. Dobblns. I think under the clr-
cumstances and from the nature of your
testimony, rather than asklng someone from
the Bureau of Bulldings to comment on th1s,
I thlnk we should refer thls to Bureau of
Buildlngs and request a report back withln
a week, lf they can do that wlthln a week,
and I hate to inconvenlence you to make two
trlps but I thlnl< 1t would be -- tvro weeks,
would that be better?

Two or three
because --

weeks would be better for me

Does the Councll agree or
just to have thls ora11y?
klnds of thlngs that have
to be documented.

would you prefer
I think that the

been said needs

I agree vrlth you, Commlssloner l4cCready. I
think the minutes of ]tlr. DobblnsI comments
should be referred to the Bureau of Buildlngs
and they should report back to us 1n tvro
weeks, and then you should be here at the
tlme they report back.

trIe had a memo thls
as to when Neil was
two weeks too.

mornlng, Madam Presldent,
going to be gone for

We11,

Both
w111

That
Make

That doesnrt matter.

maybe he should be here on it.

Commlssloner l,ilcCready and the Mayor
be gone in two weeks, that uhole week.

doesnrt nrean we canrt make a decislon.
1t three then.

Ttto
I1m
be.

or three weeks, Itm going to go huntlng.
seml-retlred, tnore or 1ess, supposed to

Your re a lucky man.

l'Ihat's the pleasure of the Counclf ?

Thr.ee weeks ls flne.IVAiiCIE
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I,IC CREADY

DOBBINS

I.IC CREADY

HURTIG

MC CREADY

HUNTIG

Okay, thnee weeks. Thank yoursl::.

In the meantlme, lf 1t becomes necessary
werll pay the b111 and go to court because
we donrt want a I1en on the property, but
I thlnk somethlng should be done and I do
appreclate you lettlng me talk. Thank
you.

Clty Attorney, should he, can we extend the
t1me, the deadline for paylng?

There ls no 1Ien unt11 ltfs assessed anyway
so thatrs why ltrs here.

There 1s no l1en
after the Councli

Nothlng w111 happen unt1l

If the Councll wants to actually
then the Ilen becomes effectlve,
unt1l then, so 1t couldnrt be ln

assess 1t,
but not
the meantlme.

By unanlmous consent, C.C.No. 3395
Iiovember 2, 7977, at 9:30 a.m.

was contlnued
EO

tf tt tr



1}#CITY OF PORTLAND

INTER. OFFItrE trORREBPONDENCE
( OT 70n XAIL|NO)

0ctober L8, L977

James E. Griffith, Director, Bureau of Buildings

I

I;rom

'fo

Adrlrcs.red to

Subject

Department of Finance and Adm'inistration

Neil Goldschmidt, Mayor

H. B. 2701 , "Weatherization" BiII

REGEil\]ED
ocT 1 I 1977

MAYOR',S oFFICE

Dear Neil:

The 1977 Legislature passed HB 270L, which provides an income tax
credit for those who weatherize or insulate their home. The credit
is 25% of the cost of the insulation, up to a maximum credit of
$125.00. l^le supported this concept and feel it vrould be a good
incentive to assist citizens in weatherizing their homes. However,
its implementation has been one big disaster after another.

HB 270L became effective October 4, 1977. One condition is that the
home owners installation must comply with the applicable energy con-
servation standards, if any, recornmended by the Energy Conservation
Board and adopted by the Department of Comlerce. The first information
we received was on October 10, L977, from the Department of Commerce
and the Department of Revenue, with a form for certifying the installa-
tion. That's the biggest part of the disaster. There are no standards
or guideljnes other than a few of the items listed in the Building Code.
We are supposed to be certifying these jnstal1ations, but we cannot
obtain criteria. They state the Uniform Building Code is the standard
to be used. Some of their listed items are in the Mechanical Code,
some in the Electrical Code and others are nowhere to be found.

There were no provisions for funding the inspection costs. Thus, no
extra people nor a mechanism for charging a fee. The State suggested
a m'inimum perm'it. But how can we charge a fee for someth'ing that's
not in any requirement nor has standards. Those items in the Building
Code require a Bu'ilding Permit, Mechan'ical items a Mechanical Permjt,
E'lectrical 'items an Electrical Permit. The rest, who knows?

ble have received a number of calls requesting inspections. To date,
we have been taking numbers and tel'l ing the folks we will call them
back when we obtain information.



Nei'l Goldschmidt -2- 0ctober 18, 1977

I bring this to your attention for a couple of reasons.

1) If you receive a telephone call from an irate citizen, you wi'll
know what it's a'l I about, and

2) If there is anything you can do to speed up the State on es-
tablishing standards, we would sure'ly be pleased.

Neil, it is a good bill and should be implemented as soon as possible.
Any help you can offer would be apprecfated. If you want more details,
give me a call.

Sincerely,

James E. Griffith, Director
Bureau of Buildings

JEG/dws

copies: Marc Kelley
Dave Beckman
l.like Lindberg

-
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(rot 7oi x^tl-lxo)
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'fo

Addrcssed to

Subject

pcv\ca
iNo.^

+.1
r,l.tO

r rr/. October 6, 1977

riffith, Bureau of Buildin Y L I uJtlry,b,a- t
I

o--[€ James E. c
-va, *7

g.t *tr,{c ,r(l^
0ffice of Planning and Development

Mike Lindberg

Housing Inspection Program

Dear Mike:

During our recent meeting with Neil discussing the housing program,
Neil conmented that it would seem lo ou'ld

cl ass i n

p;-k, L,

h I failed to point out at that time
t a v have had within the last two weeks approval from
Civil Service in accepting a Housing Inspector classjfication. As
of yet the rate for that position has not been established, however,
we have been lead to believe that it will fall somewhere between
the Field Representative and the Building Inspector.

This wi1'l be a limited position that will not require State certifica-
tion. I will notify you of the fina'l grade once it is determined.
You may want to pass this information on to I'leil. Thank you.

Si ncerely,
a

a o a BuiIdi

JAMES E. GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG: jd
REGEilV/E

0cr 1 1..977

Ivleyon,s Orrrce

r.IliliEtl$fililiilMi;r-
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THE CITY OF
FORTL/AilD ,t

July 26, L977

MEMO

Iv) t41
IVE L i

v JUL?, 71977

MeyoR,s OrnrctOREGON TO:

NE lL GOLDSCHI\,ilDT. MAYOB

BU R EAU OF
MANAGEIvIENT AND BUDGET

KENNETH C, JON ES
BUDGET OFFICER

1220 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE
POFTLANO, ORE. 972OI

503/2484038

Mayor Neil G

Commi ssioner
Commi ssioner
Commi ssioner
Conmi ssioner

ol dschmi dt
Francis lvaircie
Char'les Jordan
Connie McCready
Mi I dred chwab

FROM: Kenneth C. Jones
Budget OFficer

SUBJECT: Zero Base Budgetin ommendation

During the FY 1977-78 Budget hearings the City Council approved a Bureau
of l'fanagement and Budget proposal to analyze one FY 1978-79 bureau
budget submission using the concepts of zero base budgeting. This
activity will inc'lude the preparation of special budget submission
instructions, assistance in budget submission preparation, reviw of the
request, and detailed discussion with the Council.

Since the end of the budget hearings I have reviewed numerous bureaus to
determine which is best suited for this type of budgeting. My evalua-
tion was based upon the following criteria:

1. Desire of bureau management to become involved in this type of
budgeti ng.

2. Existence of a management system which is compatible with the
concepts of zero base budgeting.

3. Avai'lability of the information necessary for zero base
budgeti ng.

4. Ability of the bureau to devote sufficient staff resources to
this activity.

The primary intent of these criteria was to ascertain which bureau
would experience the greatest level of success given the resources
dedicated to this project. Based upon these criteria, it is now ny
recommendation that zero base budgeting be implemented in the Bureau
of Buildings for FY 1978-79. Jim Griffith, Bureau of Buildings
Dlrector, has been advised and supports this recommendation (see
attached letter).
tr{ith the approval of Council, I will initiate the necessary activities
for successful'ly completlng this task. Please contact me should you
have questions pertaining to this matter.

TG: bdm

cc: .lim Griffith
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Adilrcssctl lo

Subjcct

James E. Griffith

Budget Office

Ken Jones

Zero Base Budget Study

IREoETvE15* 
JUL 2L 19li -

Bureau of Management & Budget

Dear Ken:

Again thank you for your time in meeting with my supervisory
staff and discussing the pending Zero Base Budget Study.
Subseguent to that meeting we have had additiona'l discussions
and have general concurrence of all involved that we would
be more than delighted to part'icipate in that study. }le feel
it would be very beneficial to the bureau to participate in
this study plus we feel we cou'ld be of benefit to your study
as a lot of the information you would need to generate in
other bureaus we presently have available.

Thank you for your hopefully affirmative consideration.

Sincerely,

T,AMES E. GRIFFITH
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG:jd
cc Doug Seely

ncm\
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RON DANIEL

BJ.lL LJ.oyd

EASTUORE

, Ron Danlel t e"'

-RAQUETBALL CLUB
-....**..

architect called and informed me

)

that Mr. Daulelsrs aeked you to spped up the processlng of

hls bulldlng peruite. Evldeotly, llr. Danielre thought it

rrsi taklng too loog.

E LJgId wao apologetlc. He dieagreed wlth hls clletrt, !lr.

Danlel. Ee felt thar r_S perutte Eae EEgIs8s:!gg-:+9gE
q4!qw!11t Varlancee, he eal.d, do take time.iFr-

I called Gary Roes, who le BB adrlnletratlve manager, and

asked hLm to gLve ur. Daulel a call and erplaln our pioceee

aad what we are dolog. I koow that you care about thls
project, and so I aleo egked hlu to help lt along lf :

he can.

Jeff

di

*s"ttr.k* k Sin E
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500 wtLcox BUtLDtNe.506 sourHWEST stxTH AVENUE. PORTLAND, OREGON 97204. (503) 228-3303

May L7, L9?7

lGyor Nell GoLdschntdt
Clty of Portland
Ctry Ha11
Portland, Oxegot 97204

EGEilT/E
MAY I }lgtt

Mayon,s Ornce

D

Dear }layor Goldschmidt:

Ttre Indus trles Conurittee of the Portland Chamber of Co,mreree ls
reviewlng some of the problens involving land pLanning and
deveLopment. I am nrltlng thls to you as the chatrnan of the
subcmLttee lnvolved in this work.

We wouLd Like to know the present status of efforte to lnstall a
one-stop perElt system for the departments under your jurtsdictlon.
Thls ldea receLved widespread Bupport a couple of years ago, but
we have heard very little about it recently.

It wtll be very utrch apprecleted lf you would help by asklng the
approprlate person ia your organizatioo to 1et us knors what progress
ls belng made.

Yours

Ll,uden Bolvuan
Laad Plaonltrg SubcoimitteeChalrman,

It

LBB:1m

aFAr roa n

PROFESSIONAL REAL ESTATE SERVICES FOR EUSINESS AND INOUSIRY
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Addressed to

Sfijcct

James E" Griffith

Mayorrs Of f ice

Freddye Petett

Cltizen Complaint
Meyon's Orprct

Dear Freddye:

In response to your note of l,fay 11 concerning the present delay ln
processing permits, I too have been concerned about the de1-ays and
rse have taken steps to speed up to total Processing time.

Three weeks ago lre took our concern to Nell rsho authorized us to
establish a short term contract wlth a Structural Engineer to assist
in our structural design reviews. Tttis has been accomplished and
he is making real progress.

Our primary problem ls the influx of plans that require Structural
Engineerl-ng reviews. Ttris is and has been an unusualLy heavy year.
For example, we have over tr,re lve (12) nra j or projects in various
stages of review, while last year at this time we had only two (2).
Also we are having many homes bullt in areas that fal1 wlthin the
area of Chapter 70 r'Soils StabLlityt', which is a new code that re-
quires engineering luck. Add this to the normal spring rush and
we find ourselves woefully behind.

The attached report shows our status as of May L, 1977 " You wiLl
note the resldential and conurerclal plans revLews are almost current
but the structural reviews are 88 behind. Since then, with the
additional staff, as of Friday they are 93 behind. Durlng last week
alone they received 33 plans for revlew whlch is more in one week
than they usuaLLy receive ln one month.

If this trend cont.inues, I may have to returr to Councll and request
another full-time engineer. I{owever, I want to wait a bit before I
do that. I wtlL keep you posted on progress.

Ttrank you.

S incere 1y,
o

JA]4ES E. ffi.IFFITI{
DIRECTOR, BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG: j d
Encl.

tl
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4-MEMORANDUM

Date:

To:

From:

Subject:

5 L977May

rrLd Dave

Laurie

COMPLAINT ABOUT THE BUREAU OF BUILDINGS

Last weekend I ran into Rick (Igo) Jurgens. Hers
an architect at SOM and told me that he feels there are
serious problems with the Bureau of Buildings.

Basically, his complaint is about the length of time
it takes to have plans approved, and sites inspected, etc.
He says they take way too 1ong, and hold up the architects.

He has talked to Jim Griffith, and feels that Griffith
does PR about the achievements buiJ-dings has made so far,
and does not want to talk about other, ongoing problems.
He didnrt feel it would be helpful to taLk to Stout or
the OP & D office -- there appears to be some frustration.

He asked if Neil was still- having noon time coffees. I
think he would enjoy going to one -- he has been involved
in the school problem at Mt. Tabor, as well as basic,
solid, community interest. He does have some sort of
public market project in mind.

tP"

Rickrs number at work
253-8743, if you want
call him for detailed

is 226-L431 and at home is
to invite him to something, or
information on his complaint.

LR: cm
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April 5, L977

REGEil\UIEE
APR 1197i

Mayor Neil Gordschmidt MAYon's C)FFlcE

City IIaIt
Portland, OR 97204

Dear Mayor Goldsctrmidt:

In addition to the general practice of law I have recently
embarked into the construction busj.ness build,ing residential
housing. As a nevr builder I have floundering around in the
Iabyrinth of City d.epartments in order to obtain the various
clearances for our building permlt.

You will- be pJ-eased. to know that I have been extremely impressed
with the kindly, courteous and heJ-pful attitude of every single
city employee wittr whom I have come in contact. Ilrese people
are constantly harassed by builders and developers with questions,
requests, favors, etc. and I have never been so favorably treated
by a pulcl-ic servants as I have been by the empJ-oyees of our city.
Without exception your people go out of their way to be heIpful,
to make constructive suggestions and to assist me in every way
possible. While I have tried to thank each one of them individually
I wanted you and other members of the City Council to know how
proud you can be of the kind of service that the city employees
in the various building departments are rendering to the public.
If at aII possible please pass along this commendation to them
so that they will know that their efforts do not go unappreciated.

Very s lnce e1 C!

FRC
E
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Addressed lo

Subjcct

Janes E. Grlffith, Director, Bureau of Buildinge

I'iayor I e Offtce

llayor Neil Goldschmidt

Airport Sheraton

Dear Mayor GoLdschmidt:

As per your request in followlng up on the phone call you recelved
from llarold Pollln, Marager of the Airport Sheraton.

Everything is progresslng smoothly to everyoners satlgfaction and
no problems are antlclpated.

Sincere ly,
o

JA}TES E. GRIFFITE
DIRECTffi., BIJREIU OF BUILDTNGS

JEG: jd
Attch.

D
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Jim Grif
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Cil..y tl6l
12(tO S.U
Po1t. l:rnd.

lrle are
and Me
your F
Wed,nes
and Me

pireptor
l+iusfty of $rtlantl

ftth,
f Bui
1. Si. ,rb
r oregaD 97e*

Rc Sheraton l+rpofi Dcpanslou

it, ,t' Jin:

lr: confiloatiqg of _pur_-conve-rsation of yeotqtday, and ny
c:onvereation ultb ftn Hart this uorning,,

procae0lDg
chasigal pla
iro llorsbal
day norutn8
chanical pl

yith the final structpral, Fire antl Li.fe Safe'
pB
pu
,l
8pE

re'riew. A neeting has been arranged betue.
r1and, Bud Ilunnigan,. an{ orrr HaI Roth for
pril 61 1977t to pufluee'the Fire and Life,
review.

t

Upon conpletipu of the stnrctural plans rpv{ew, Cbuck Frazier
will neet wlth Jln Sart for concurrence,r Ulpa co
plans review, lacludiag approval of regrrire{ chan
vri.Il be forvar{ed to your office for pel:mit'igBua

H
nce

etioq of the
r a11 docu.ment

f Portlerd.
rical

The architect fs to obtain approval of tlurequ of R:blic {orks
J,rior to pefnlt leauance.

In sumnarSr, all pepnits are to be j.ssuerl by the C
This includes buildingr nechaaiqal, plupbing and
permits, as well aB rigbt-of-way work poraits.

ity o
elect

lirc Qqurtrrr ilAsnucb as we have done thc prgli-uinary pla4s revie
r,,i nearly eoppleteA the final plans 3er;iew. uiII do the plans

luvlew for lt5lrctrrpal, fire ad life safetytl aad nechaaioal.
the CoratJr rrl}l collect ald keep the appropdiatc fees.

t



Mr. Grover Simmons, 

.taroh 15, 1917 

Gener l ::.anag 
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a state-�iue aolu ion. 

I am propos ng that the Graphics Inc.luotry and the 
City togethor form a project team to seek resolution 
of thia matter a· the State 1 vel. (You may know 
that we recently succeeded in having c.s.A. and 
F.M. approved by tbe Sta·e as a clitional testing
laboratorios for oloctrical coraponents.) ) 

I 



!lr. Girovei g. Slnwrlg
Harcb 25. L977
Paga 2

I have instruqted
and hlr Btqff to
our contrLbution
tLve and sensible

ill Ryan to work rith Jtu Grtfflth
gorously pursue thle courso aa
a jolnt eff,ort to find a posl-

olution to this natter.

B
vl
to

a

Iour help is essorrtlal. Thesn effo::ts at Ure State
Ievel uay raqulre a signlficant tlne coomltnent, rnd
our tecfr:rlcal and legal staff wlll nr:ed your asaltt nce.
This ls the only avenue that we see open to us to
pursue !!:c prol,lan that you brougltt to our attentlon.
Irl-1- be cut cf toirn for a few days. If, the Portland
Grapfulss rndristry is inLercsted in pursuing thie
natter, 3)-ease call the offLce of Plaruring and
Deve:]oi;rlcnt 12,13-1,547) anG 1et Bill Ryan knon. Ee
rrill- :esisl frt-rr., lli,: Citi"s side in joliri:ly organlzing
r.rr ; .1 r. €f ,,-, r-+

T
\;o

l.^- ,: t-1ia i:'
'1 ,^.r' l-
.-- L i ^ -

s c-1- i: f- i. r: l
-l:;r: rlt -c'.

a rili:i::f;:,.: l.Dr:r to,:111
fa: !: -'()'.:;t '1.:-i:tt-rt: tl

r-'tn be

- ,,'-.1 1.. -:-::'-- ,

l: .,'-t I (.'J -L-t :i:iIL. I(] ':

Jiri Criffith
Roger lleiriormeyor
Don Ji:fllrey
Gar1, Sgorra
Bill Ryan
Jeff lJhite
Mr. Warren Deal, Preeideat Gratr>hic irrtg Center
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oracf3OREGOil MEMORANDUIT{

OFFICE OF
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT

GABY E. STOUT
AOMINISTRATOB To:
t220s.tv. FTFTH avE.

P('ETLANO, OA.97A4 From:

DaLe:

Subject:

Mayor Neil Goldschnidt

Bill Ryan

March 23, L977

Printing Industries/Electrical
Enforcement Issue

Attached is a draft of a proposed letter to
Mr. Grover Simmons which suggests the direction
the City would like to take in resolving this
continuing issue.

P1ease advise changes or additional information
needed. prior to having this letter go out for
your signature.

rhank you.

WHRr/ms

)
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MAR
'/'/, 1911

Mer u*'s Orrtce

Mayor Nei'l Go1 dschmidt

Bill Ryan

l4arch 22, 1977

Printing Industry/E'lectrical Division; Code
Enforcement Issue

THE CITY
( PORTLAilD

MEMORANDUM

Fronfi/*
Date:

Su bj ect:

n
l,N

1-_.1

u,
VEE

OREGON
OFFICE OF

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT To:
GABY E. STOUT

ADMINISTBATOR

r2m s.w. FTFTH AVE.
POATLANO, OB. 97m4

This issue remains substantially as described in my memorandum
to you of February 10, 1977, except that the City Attorney's
position has been stated in writing and the printing industry
position has been restated and reemphas'ized.

City Position

The City Attorney's position is that, due to the City's potential
liability, particularly as a se1f insurer, City inspectors must
insist that a'll uncertified, unlabeled wiring be removed and
replaced. Th'is position states that the City is only the enforc-
'ing agent for the State Code and that the State Code g'ives the
C'ity no leeway to relax it's rigorous enforcement of the Code.

Industry Position

The printing industry continued to believe that City enforcement
of the Electrical Code is unnecessarily rigorous and inflexible,
and that the City has the admin'istrative capab'ility to be more
reasonable in its demands for rewiring of unlabeled wiring and
components. Industry believes tha
are more severe than those through
as well as other states, and that
Portland industry costs to prohibi

ity enforcement and demands
the balance of the State

h City enforcement raises
e and non-competitive'l evels.

tC
out
suc
tiv

The printing industry continues to bel'ieve that this is primari'ly
an administrative policy matter rather than a 1ega1 matter; the
issue'is now at a po'int where an adninistrative po1 icy statement
from the conmissioner Ievel may be requ'ired.

In order to either clarify or resolve th'is issue, the following
options appear to be those available at this time:
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Page 2
i4arch 22, 1977

The City can restate and continue its present policy
of enforcing absolute compltdnce with the Code. This
option continues to protect the City but offers no
relief to industry.

The Bureau of Buildings and Electrical Division can
be internally instructed to effectively relax strict
interpretation of the Code through allowing more
provisiona'l approval of foreigh, un1abe'led machinery.
This option increases the Cityrs exposure to liabi'l ity
and wou'ld not be recorrnended by the City Attorney.

The City can invite the printing industry's committee
to work together with appo'inted C'ity staff to draft
enabling legislation allowing the State Code to make
provis'ion for approval of "unlabeled - but - equal"
machinery and components. This is the course preferred
by the City Attorney's Office.

Option No. 3 can be combined with one of the other
options g'iven in order to both protect the C'ity and
indicate to industry that the C'ity honestly seeks
re1ief for industry in this instance.

As appropriate or required, I will prepare drafts for your
s'ignature of a 'l etter to the 'industry or memorandum to staff or
both, or w'i11 arrange additional meetings prior to issuance of
any letter from your office, in order to pursue positive reso-
lution of this matter.

[JR/gl

cc: Gary Stout
Don Jeffery
Jim Grfffith
,)eff tlhite

2

3

4
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RECisilVE
FEB 1 5 1977

Mayuit's OFrtcE.-,

To: Mayor tleil Goldschmidt

From: W. H. Ryan,
Business Assistance Specialist

Date: February 10, 1977

Subject: Printing Industry,/Electrical
Division: Coile Enforcement fssue

I met February 9th with Warren DeaI , President,
Graphic Arts Center, his attorney, Clifford
Alterman, AI Dressler, electrical engineer from
ELCON, and ilim Griffith and Roger Niedermeyer of
the City.

The purpose of this memo is to summarize the
stilI-unreconciled area of this issue and relate
my proposed avenue toward resolution. Progress
has been made and understanding reached on the
specific matter which occasioned this particular
meeting; the area remaining unresolved touches
upon the broader issue of City enforcement policy
and possible electricaL code review.

The question at issue involves the City inspectorsr iability to approve for operation the internal 't

electrical makeup and components of imported equip-
ment or machinery which is not certified by an
approved electrical-testing laboratory.

The position of the City Electrical Division ancl
the Bureau of Buildingsr representatives is that
the City/State electrical code and its enforcement
provisions require them to insist that all wiring
and/or electrical components not certified and
labeled by U.L., C.S.A., or F.M., be removed
and replaced by specifically labeled. components

tJ
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vJhere such parts, \,rIire, or components are availablei
or where the piece of eguipment is state-of-the-art,
prototype or without available comparison, the
piece of gear may be passed as safe for operatioii"""'
on its merits. If however, labeled substitutes are
available for non-1abe1ed components or assemblies, '

the inspectors are mandated by their regulations to
insist upon replacements, and not allowed to pro-
visionally accept or pass on its own merits an
unlabeled assembly which may be equivalent or'even
superior to its labeled replacement. Additi.onally,
the inspectors may, according to our discussions,
fail to pass and cause to be replaced a piece of
equipment or component deemed by them to be unsafe
despite its carrying an approved label.

The industry position in this case is outlined as
follows:

(1) Comparable U.S. manufactured approved machin-
ery and equipment is neither available nor
competitive in quality, price or capability.

(2) Neither the cost of submitting the subject
equipment to l-aboratory testing nor unit

'volume of the equipment sales in the
united States warrant. foreign manufacturerrs
product submittal t,o the approved testing J-abs.

(3) It appears arbitrary and. unreasonable to
force the domestic user of the new machine
to replace wiri-ng and electrical assemblies
and components simply because rrnlabeled,
wit}out evaluating the potential for hazard
of the items to be replaced. Such unbending
regulation or enforcement creaLes unreasonable
financia] hardship and delays for the user.

(4) Where machinery wiring, electrical systems,
or electrical components are not certified
and lab1ed, the inspector(s) s,houj-d be
enabled by the code and competent enough
to pass on the adeguacy of the electrical
installation on its own merits and based on
their experience.

. ,}"1



Page 3

Item number (4) above appears to be the crucial
point requiring clarification anil resolution. This
item involves the abiJ-ity of electrical inspectors
to make positive professional judgements and pass
as safe installations and components not certifie0',."..
and labled. Within this item are two pertinent
questions:

(a) The Code allows etrectrical insBectors
to make negative judgement caIls, i.e.,
to insist that whether labeled or not,
wiring and electrical components deemed
by them to be substandard or unsafe be
removed or replaced. Does the Code
allow the same discretion in the
positive sense, i.e., the provisional
approval of unl-abeled wiring or compo-
nents if it appears, to the licensed,
competent inspector, to be equivalent
in safety and guality to l-abeled items?

(b) If the Code does not allow the inspector
the same positive--Eiscretion as it does
in the negative sense, should the Code be
revised or clarified?

(c) If the Code does allow such discretion
and inspectoffire not exercizing it,
should the City's policy be re-emphasized
to the inspectors?

Proposed avenue(s) of resolution:

?he printing industryrs committee is organizing
its efforts to document the existence around the
country of 1mported equipment installations which,
they are informed by Lheir sales agents and importers,
are disputed and require rewiring only in Portland.
I am due to meet with the committ.ee on l,Iarch 1.

From the standpoint of the City, I am recorunenrli-ng
and will requesu a meeting with the City Attorney and
with Jim Griffith and with Roger Niedermeyer of
Buildings and Electrical. Hopefully this meeting will
clarify both Title 26 sections touching on this matter
and the Cityrs inspection,/enforcement policy with regard
to those sections.
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As it now stands, the Cityrs electrical inspectors
believe that they are not at aII granted the
authority by the code to make judgements saying
that the disputed installations are "different .-
but eguivalent, thus safe." To make such judge-
ments, they believe, would be to elq)ose the City and
perhaps themselves to potentially serious liability.
On the other hand, the industry believes the Code
should provide for the provisional approval of
"unlabeled br.rUequivalent" equipment and, that such
provision woul-d allow inspectors the same positive
prudential discretion as it now allows them to
exercise negatively.

Finally, and for advanced reference for the City
Attorney, I have noted certain sections of TitLe 26
of the Municipal Code which seem to bear on this matter
and which I would hope our meeting would touch upon:

Section 26.O4. 160 establishes an electrical regula-
tions revision committee. I belidve this committee
has fallen out of use. If so, I would prel-iminarily,
:cecommend its revival and use in this and similar
cases by the industry committee and its council as
well as the Cityrs eLectrical and buildings represent-
atives

Chapter 26.L2 establishes a board of appeaL which private
industry should be informed of and which it should use
vigorously at the front end of any permit dispute
before being required. to make expensive and time consum-
ing alterations and replacements to new equipment which
may or may not be e1edttioall.y:saferbut whose safety
cannot or is not now judged on its own merits.

Sections 26.14.010, 26.L4.040 dealing with the sales
control law may suggest positive, professional discret-
ionary authorization for City inspectors

Chapter 26.l-6, and specifically Section 26.16.010 of
the general regulations whereby the Uational Electrj-ca1
Code is adopted by reEerence may again provide positive
spirit and. intent which private industry is seeking in
this case; As Counselor Alterman has pointed out in

't'
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his letter of January 25, 1977, the second paragraph
of 90-4 of the National Electrical Code provides:

"In industrial establishments and
research and testing facilities, the
authority having jurisdiction may
waive specific requirements in this
Code or permit alternat.ive methods
where it is assured that equivalent
objectives can be achieved by estab-
lishing and. maintainS-ng effective
safety and maintenance proced.ures."

If the City's electrical regulations can or do
provide such aubhority, it would allorv inspectors
the backing they need to exercise positive as weII
as negative professional judgement and would give to
regulation enforcement the reasonableness and cooper-
ative spirit which industry seeks.

When Jinr Griffith, Roger Nieclermeyer and myseJ-f have
met with the City Attorney's Office and when I have
met vrith theprinting industryrs comnunittee, f will
submit a follow-on report indicating progress towards
resolution or impasse on this matter.

WHR/ms

Jim Griffith
Roger Niedermeyer
Clifford Alterman
Warren Deal
Gover Simmons
Robert Hurtig, Acting City Attorney

l.hff White
Gary Stout
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'TELEPHONE 15031 222.363r
CAELE AOO FESSi I(ELMAN

Krr"r., Arrn nrr.rN & Rrnrsrrtx
A'r-roRN EYS AT LAw

SUITE I330
THE BANK OF CALIFORNIA TOWER

7O7 3,W. WASHINGTON STREET

PORTLAND, OREGON 97205

March 1, L977

a

RAYMONO M. KELL
CLIFFORO B. ALTERMAN
TEO E. RUN STEI N

LEE DAVI3 I(ELL
CHAFILES R. WILLIAMSON
LEs Lr E M- RoBERT9
wlLLraM otcxas

REc ri/l/E
The Honorable Neil
City Ha11
Portland, Oreqon

Goldschmidt

97204

UAn B Btl
&lai,on,s $rqss

Re: Our File No. 103-133

Dear Neil:

.... :: I have reviewed Mr. Ryanrs comments con-
cerning the Printing Industry/nlectrical Division
Code which he forwarded on February 10, L977. He
has summarized the issue very welI. He understands
the problem.

Very tru yours,

1if ALterman

CBA: aw
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f€" tcr r^llttla,
lgrch 7, 1977

Jamee E. GlDtfftth, Dlraclof, lureeu of Bglldl,nge

l{ayor lell Goldacholdt

Flood Jlrlq EnfoFc$at ;

EGEIi vED
l'ilAR B 1917

hflnvogs 
orrtcl

Dear Ncll :

Ttre Federal Inaupance AdElnlstrFtlon hqa reverged ttaelf on one
aspect of qhe Flood Ineursnce Prograp.

We werG lnformd ln Seattle, November 1916, that all repalre or
lmprovementa on e:rletlng buildlpge had tq be withln existing
walle. I etrongly protested at that tlpq and have co,ntlnued.
Last eeek they revereed thengelvea end are nor. ststlng an dxlet-
log butldl4g oay conBtruct an addltlon ug to 502 of the present
market vclue of the extetlng butldlng. Srua the only controlled
bulldlngs ln flood-prone srer! s111 be nqr free eteodlng .tntctursa
or naJor eddltlons rtrtch are in exceaa o{ 502 of oarket value of
the exlatlqg atnrcturG.

Ihle change elone ytll aolve oapy of oqr flood pletn probleor;
not sll but sml t Il you vould ltka rylc lnforoatton ou thtr
Laeue,tlvqmecell.

Slncerely,

JAI{ES E. qIPPIUI
DIBECIG., IUnEAI' O? BUII.DITGS

JEG: Jd
Artch.
cc FrtddrG PetClC

c
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l-tll at,,l.t.

Aqr. aa-.Da..r f-.F-t-. t rqn-

rrclol. I
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cc: Bill Lind
Rob Henny
Lrrry Soger

rr aarll rSrrr ?or

(2051{a?1026

Mr. Jln Grlffith
Director, $ureeu of Dul
lt20 s. t{. 5th
City Hrll, floom lll
Portlandr Qregon 9?t(X

Dear Hr. Grtfflthl

In our telephone conversatlon of March Zt Lq77, yqu quggested that reqpire-
ments relatfng to lmpfovem?nts in flood-proqc arc.f gf Portland, perticyhrly
in the areal effecled by Penlnsule Dralpage pistyict No. 2, were rcstriflivc
to the polnt th.t lltcrally n<i oew developmgnt of rny kind could take plac;.

Our positio0 ls thnt new construction and {ubstantid improvements are rubject
to flood plaln management melsures spellefl qut in Section 1910.3 ofthe Fe{erd
Regulations governing the flood incurance plogran. The full de{initions of "n€r
constructioprr and ilgubstentiql improvernentrr erc contained in Section 1909.1 of
the regulationa (copy enctored). That perf of thc definition of rubrtentiel
improvemenf which lr pertinent follows:

trSubstantial improvement net4s any roplir, reconstructionr or improvement
of a ctrrfcture, the cort of which equall oy erceeds 50 perccnt of the mrrket
value of the ctructurc citllcr, (r) bcforg the inprovcment or reprir is rtertc4
or (b) lf the .tructure hrr bcen damegct', rnd lr Deing rertorcd, before the
damage occurrcd.r

Thus, minoy repdrr or lmprovemqnte, lncluf,ing additions, are not subject to
the flood pldn menagcmsnt Ecliulee frorn our atendpoint lf they do not con;titute
a cort cqu{lng or crcccdtn3 !10 perccnt of alrkot vrluc od thc orirting rtructurc.

Sincerely,
A,
Q'.tt'fu=a:

Charles L. Stcclc
Acting Rcgiond Dtrcctor

Enclosurc

,OFTCXT

:)
'ri\\

ETOIEl]!7=L,-UtlllU-

liAR 4 rgn



T CITY OF
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OREGON

OFFICE OF
THE MAYOF

NEIL GOLDSCHMIDT
I\IAYOF

I22O S, W, FIFTH AVE.
PORTLAND, OR 97204

s03 248 - 4120

tcc

ME}4ORANDUM

Date: February 2, 1977

Jim Griffith, Bureau

Doug Capps, Executive

B]-.ANCHETTE HOUSE

To: of Buildings

Subject:

I am returningr !flsigned by the Commissioner-in-Charge,
the referral resume on the case against Blanchette
Ilouse. I understand that the Blanchet,te House has agreed
to make four modifications which are outlined in Mr.
Buschors atLached rnemo, that these modifications wil]
bri-ng thern into compliance with Chapter 13 regulations,
and that lega1 action wiLl not need to be taken.

I think two issues have been clarified; and f mention
them for f utilre reference when these kinds of cases come
up again. First, single statj-on, battery operated early
rtarningi devi-ces are not approved or accepted by the
Fire Marshal in any building other than singIe family
dwellings. This applies to both Chapter 13 and Tit1e 31.

Second, a decision by the Housing Board of Appeals super-
cedes any previous de@ision made by that Board relative
to the same case and regulation. (This was an issue, as
we analyzed this case referral . )

de,'{

t2-..

Erom: Assistan

acceptable to
1ega1 action.

all parties,
Thanks

I am pleased that a resolution,
could be reached without taking
for your cooperation.

DC: jwc
Attachment

pdl '-.
)-rUfB". \'ti' wc*i*

0{*i".t' Hll,"ta/.dto }le{.-
0r^J.-<d4 Vt( t rUrrd trtf ,,'
ffr+ t^)clJF"5;,- exr,* * Sclllgn^&*
)air.Jtl {tr,l.lo ur- u'unl. b ax-
*t\L Ar+ A,er"r>\' hn 1,,
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FIRE PREVENIION DIViSION

CITY OF PORILAND

Donn L i tchford Date: Jan. 28, L977

Bob Buscho

Blanchet House, 340 N. W. Glisan Street

I{e met with Building Inspector John Bushnell Lo have him show us
the areas that need auEomatic sprinklers to comply with appeal
board decisions dated L0/3L/74 and 8/L4/75.

(

i

From:

To:

Subj ect:

The areas
folIowing

to be
areas

covered with automatic sprinklers r.rere Lhe

(1) Those areas and all vertlcal openings not enclosed by
glas s .

'hrl_ r e

\o-\
q.-iSE

(2) Install sprinkler in access to fire escape at each level.

At 8:30 A.I1., January 27, L977, a joint inspection l.,as made by
Donn Litchford, Joe Stanek, and Building Inspector John Bushnel1,

_.,ac the above address. Our findings are as follows:
c -9 t( \L"'r! .'-*l:

( r)

(2)

( J,)

(4)

Install heat co 11ec tor
skylights.

over the two dry pendant heads in the

Remove Ear paper over dry pendant head in the south skylight.

Change second floor fire escape protect.ion head to pendant
position j.n access going to fire escape on the second floor.

InsEall additional sprinkler head in void area of access area
leading to fire escape on the second floor.

Shop drawings have never been submitted for approval nor a final
inspection requested for the above additional sprinklers. As of
today I found out Ehat Automatic Fire ProEecEion Syscems lras the
company that did Ehe alteraEion to said sprinkler system,

DL/ th

P.F.8.300.14
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JEG: Jd
cc Gary StcuE
Attch.

lr@ry
Ffbrua

o

B-6

%
ffi"a7

at

r?3, I

James E. Grlfflth, Dir€ctor, Bureau of Bul.ldinga

Dlayorre Offtce

Dave KottkaEp

Hletorlcal Bulldlng Bevtetr Cooelttee ,+^^{*rf ?',;,
[+|*

-r' .',i I'

O*t T\AAYORS 
OFTICE

Dear Dave:

Attached ig a serlee of cmrnlcatlona dating back to Febnrary 1975
concernlng tbe establlslrrent of a Historlcal Bulldtng Revlerr Cmsoltcee.
I reeently had a dlecuegloil ulth Georgc l{cMath and concur pttb hle
suggestlon thet the Chalroan of the Portland lllstorlcal laa.lo.rks
CommLsslon, or hia deaipee, be added to the exlstlng Board of
Appeals vlth vollng privlleges limtted to hlstorlc bulldlnga.

It appears thls rras turoed over to your offlce tn llarch 1975. I am

unarrare of any follou-up on the present atatus of thls lsgue. Ii
so deslred, I pould be happy to asstst lu thts effort.

Pleace 1ct Ec knw ntrat yan nnrld llka to do. Ttunk yor.

SLncerely,

q
t(

JAMES 8. CA,IFFI?IT
DIRggr8., BITBEAU OF BUIIJ)INCS EGEt\1ED

AuG r I 19ll



PORTLAND H|S-ORICAL LANDMA'KS COMMTSSTON

January 25, L977

James E. Griffith, Director
Bureau of Buildings
Room 11I, City Hall
Portland, Oregon 97204

Dear Jim:

This letter is to confirm our discussions regarding a Building Code
appeal process for designated historic landmarks.

As you know, Section 204 (d) of the State Code calls for a Historical
Building Review Committee and that exempt cities shall have their
own HBRC unless they wish to rely on the State Committee.

The Portland Historical Landmarks Commission strongly recommends
that a local Historical Building Review Committee be established.

Rather than create an entirely new Committee it is our recommenda-
tion that the Chairman of the Portland Historical Landmarks Com-
mission, or his designee be added to the existing Board of Appeals
as a voting member, and that this body be designated the Portland
Historical Building Review Board.

Enclosed are copies of earlier correspondence on this matter. Please
call me if I can be of assistance on this.

SincerelR

*QmMcMa,h
GAM:jk
Enclosures
cc: Leo Williams

,R EGE[\fE
JAN 2 6 1976

I ,'l
iii
LA

424 SW Main Street Portland Oregon 97204 (503) 248- 4468
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February 4, 1975

Gary Ii. Srout
Offlce of Plaonlng and Development
1220 S. lV, Sth AYenue
FordanC, Oregoa 972OA

Dear Gary:

As 1ou may know, rhe State Butldlng Code tras been amended to
provLde a epectal varlance procedure for designated hlstorlc lard-
marks. Iocluded le the esublishment of &e Hlstorical Buildlng
Revlew Commltree conslatlng of &e Dlrector of the Departmenr
of C.ommerce or ble designee, Sute Flre Marstul, locat Bulldlng
Officlal, and the State heeervetion Qfllcer-,

As I undersundtbe amendm€nte, Fortland will be ocempt from
the State process lf *re Ctry has lts own Hlsorlcal Building
Revlew Bogrd. Since the City does not bave srEh a board it tg
my recommendatlou that the present Bultdtng Code Board of
Appeals, wlth &e addlrlon of &e Ch,elm.ao of the P.H.L.C. or
hls designee, be designared the Portlard Hlstorlcal &dldlng
Ranles Board.

Strrcereln

George A. Mclviatb

GAM:rk

ec: Leo Wllllams
al Suehlt



TFiE, CITY OF *i\" YH Lq-

OREGOtsU thrch 25, 1975

OFFICE OF

't.ArlNING 
ANO OEVELOPMENT

GARY €. STOUT
AI'TIN ISTRATOB

tzlts.vr. FrFTll avE.
toaB^l{o. oi.9720a

Mr. George A. t4cMath
424 S.W. Main Street
Portland, Oregon 97?04

Dear George:

Thank you for your letter suggestlng that the present Building
Code Board of Appeals, with the addition of the Chairman of the
P.H.L.C. be designated the Portland Historical Bulldlng Review Board.
As you plnted out, Porlland wi ll be exempt from the Sfate procedure
for'designatlng historical landmarks providing the Clty hai its
own review board.

Your suggesflon cerfalnly sounds workable, and as I understand
It, you have acted with the Buildlng Code Board in the past in this
klnd of review.

I am forwardlng your suggestion to the Mayorrs office and recommending
that the Mayorrs staff pursue the matter wlth the Building Code Board.

S I ncere ly,

.-4"
Gary E. {But
Admlnistrator

cc l.4ayor Goldschmidt
GIna Dei num



gITY 07 POETLAND

lN. €R- trFFlgE trORREBPEINDL.rtrE
. (NOT ror UA!L|XO)

January 26, L977

m

tL

ECIEIVE
JAN 2 81977

Mavon's Orncr

t

t

From

To

Addressed, lo

Subject

Ja.mes E. Grlffith, Director, Bureau of Buildl

llayorrs Office

Dave Kottkanp

Bulldtng Code Violatione

Dear Dave:

Attached ie a follov-up report concernlng the complalnt filed
in your qffice by !{r. Lyle IGaus. Earl Norgard and I vlslted
the location and rralked through and arotrnd al1 flve houses.

I concur with EarltB report and also feel l.[r. Kraue should
study the code as what he atate8 as code violatlone in oany
inatances i3 Lncorrect.

I will close thls iesue until l.Ir. IGaus offerg addltional ile-
tailed lnformetlon.

Itrank you.

o

JAMES E. GRIFFITII
DIRECTG., BI'REAU OF BUIIDINGS

JEG: Jd
Attch.
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liote

't'o

lfircued to

Sr,hjcct

'NG

crTY 07 ?otTLaN9

R- OFF!trE CORREBPpNOE,.-BE
Orot ,ca ratlt.ta,

Jeourry tL. LC77

Errl l{. tlorgerd

Bureau of Eutldlngr

Jera E. crlfflrh
b 860

860
863
870
863

. 52nd

. 52nd

. !2od

. 52nd

. t4th

Avenuc
Avcauc
Avenue
Avenuc
Avcnur

,503168
,s03149
,503665
,503064
,so3qo5

5S.r{
9S.H
5S. lJls.u
0s. lr

13thry

We have ldeatlfted the elx (6) bsetc conglal4Cr regtetered by Lylc D. Krausc
concerntog the conatrucCloa of fl,vc (5) rlngle faolly duell1uge 8t the 8bove
IocaCl.oae. Part of Ghe couplalnts rrcrc rubnftled lq I raporG Co Che Dcpart-
DeoB of Juatlcc. Couruer Protectlv3 Dlvtrlo4, tad paFt Co tha llryorrr Offtcr.

Burled trash arouod thc houec.
l5rr ceDtere ln garagc - 24" lq hor{r (cgndr).
16rr cepterg ln garage -- 24't la houtf (rtu&).
Drlveu3ya too Ehln.
Drlvewaye poured ln 3" foraa.
Drlvenays E' nlde, tnstesd of 10r.
FoundaGtooa bullt out of llnc.
Bouao out of lloc, squ.aa, ead lovc|.
314" Dt;yoood floore.
Uec of nndue laflueDce oo thG bul.ldlDg lnepcctor.

Several lqspecBloae have beea usde rt the Blte aod 1t could oot be
verlfled thet CEeBh ls burted t'around the houset'. If tt uere burled
around the house ln euch a Danner ar to effect ctr€ structural 6tabll13y
(euch aa rgrde:r the coucrete footlog,r)r fhle uould be e code vlolatlou
and treated q9 ruch. Burlcd tn othcr p+rtt of cbc yardr ccrtelo lrcsb
depoalta qre ilot ldcatlflcd er r Edldtqg Codc vloletloa. If !lr. Xreueo
knosa the cxa.gc locrtlone of ray bqjlcd crlah, va vould rpgrcclrtc
belng adv{red.

Iten #2

a
1
2

3

4

5
6

Iteu #l

clty Code (Stato Code) Sec. 251E (l) (3) rpecltlcarly pcralce stud
epacLag aq 24r! oa ceDter nbea rupDqrtlnf oaly r celltag aad toof.
SLoce tbctc 8F. oaly on€ stoEy t.a hatS$ 34" ol c.8EGr sctrd .P.cl,Bt
1r aoE r qpdr tlolrtlo!.
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C]TY OF POiTLAND

IN. JR. trFF!CE EORREEPONDE.-CE
(NOT;On AlLrNOl

January LO, L977

James E. Griffith, Director, Bureau of Bulldlngs

Department of Finance and Administratio[

l.Iayor Neil Goldschmidt

Residence - 209 N. W. 23rd Avenue

Dear l,frayor Goldschmidt :

I researched our records regarding the conptaint you had received
from a former tenant of a structure located at 2O9 N. l{. 23rd
Avenue.

Ihe actlvities of the Bureau regarding chis structure are as
follows: This is an apartment house structure owned by !tr.
tJalter Pe11ett. It is a structure that fe1l sithin the scope
of enforcement of Aapegfix Chapter 13. We applied the normal
enforcement approach to-EFslEEfEm and as a result a stipulated
decree was filed last April Ln circuit court. Ttre structure is
in compl iance with the exceptlon we have not received notification
of approval of the fire detectlon system from the Fire lIarshalrs
Office.

Our records revealed no other violations. We will nake the
necessary contacta that rdlL insure obtalning approval of the
det,ection sys tem.

Yours truly,

JAI.{ES E. GRIFFIT'II
DIRECTOR, BI'REAU OF BUILDINGS

JEG/DJB: Jd

From

'fo

Ad.dressed to

Subject

o
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