Via email to Hillary.Adam@portlandoregon.gov, confirmation copy by U.S. Mail
Hillary Adam
Land Use Services, Bureau of Development Services
RE: LU 14-249689
1900 SW Fourth Avenue, Suite 4500
Portland, OR 97201

Dear Ms. Adam,

The Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association (AHNA) is concerned about impacts to our
neighborhood from the Water Bureau’s proposed Washington Park Reservoir Improvement
Project. Specifically, we have significant concerns about the routing of trucks through our
neighborhood, and the closure of the Sacagawea Circle, which is one of only two entrances to the
North End of Arlington Heights. We would like the Hearings Office to request that the Water
Bureau mitigate truck traffic as much as possible, and ensure that the Sacagawea Circle remains
open to neighborhood traffic as part of this Improvement Project.

On February 9, 2015, Lindsay Wochnick from the Water Bureau and Jerry Moore presented the
plans for renovation of the Washington Park Reservoirs to AHNA. It is our understanding that
construction is slated to begin summer 2016. The storage facility at Reservoir 3 will be completed
at the end of 2019, and Reservoir 4 will be decommissioned by 2020. Most intense construction
activity will occur in the first three years. We were informed that Sacagawea Circle would be
completely closed to at least eastbound traffic (and possibly westbound traffic) for a minimum of
nine to twelve continuous months during construction. The closure of Sacagawea Circle will
result in major problems getting in and out of the Arlington Heights neighborhood for residents,
Washington Park visitors, and commuters who use this route from Highway 26.

Sacagawea Circle is a main route for access to downtown, I-405 S, and I-5 S. Currently, West
Burnside at Tichner is very congested during rush hour precluding right-hand (in-bound) turns
on red and backing up traffic on Tichner. In addition, traffic is already “stop and go” on West
Burnside at rush hour. Forcing ALL traffic from the Park and the Arlington Heights
neighborhood to use the intersection at Burnside and Tichner is not acceptable. There are many
events and concerts in Washington Park, especially during the summer. The closure of
Sacagawea Circle will significantly increase neighborhood congestion during these events,
because there will now only be one point of access (Tichner) to the Rose Garden, amphitheater
and Japanese Garden. Furthermore, the Water Bureau plan will add to traffic congestion by

proposing that all of their trucks use the one available access point on Tichner (see below).
AHNA has proposed several alternatives to the Water Bureau, including making the north half
of Sacagawea Circle two way (by the use of signals, striping, and temporary widening) and
reopening of Stearns Drive to one-way traffic. We would like to ensure that this concern is
addressed as part of the Land Use Approval.

The Water Bureau proposes that all of their truck traffic access the site by Burnside via Tichner,
Marconi, and Park. Even after efforts to reduce truck traffic (by using a conveyer for moving
material from the upper to lower reservoir sites), the Water Bureau has acknowledged that there
will be heavy trucks traversing the neighborhood, and has informed us the average rate will be
one truck every 4-5 minutes throughout the day. This will cause considerable impact to
residences along those roads in the form of noise, congestion, and vibration. AHNA would like
consideration of more use of Hwy 26 via Kingston Drive, more use of Jefferson/Madison to access
the site, and further consideration of alternatives for moving materials to the Reservoir 3 site
from access via Jefferson (e.g., cranes, conveyers, concrete pumps, temporary roads) by the Water
Bureau.

Please have the Water Bureau to allow two-way traffic on Sacagawea Circle, or provide another
access point at the north end of Arlington Heights, as a condition for approval. Please also
ensure that the routing of truck traffic is addressed before this application is approved. We
appreciate your consideration. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions
about these neighborhood impacts.

Sincerely,

Susan Alpert Siegel
President

Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Nancy Seton <NancySeton@comcast.net>
Friday, March 06, 2015 5:36 PM
Adam, Hillary
Hall, Tim; Wochnick, Lindsay; Commissioner Fish; Commissioner Fritz
Land Use Review number LU 14-249689 - SWHRL Neighborhood Assn. support for
Washington Park Improvements Project

RE: Land Use Review number LU 14‐249689, Type IV
Per the Water Bureau project website: “The Washington Park Reservoir Improvements Project will replace
Reservoir 3 with a 15‐million gallon underground tank and update the existing Washington Park Reservoir 4 to
serve as an overflow and stormwater retention facility, including a de‐chlorination. In addition, due to a
historic landslide to the west – dating back to a slide during the original construction in 1894 ‐‐ to the project
will stabilize the hillside and isolate the reservoir from moving soil.”
Hello Hillary,
I would like to pass on our Southwest Hills Residential League (SWHRL) Neighborhood Assn. support for the
Water Bureau’s Washington Park Improvements Project. The SWHRL Board was unanimous in its support for
the Portland Water Bureau’s plans as shown on the project website. None of us has had any negative feedback
from the neighborhood on the issue, and when I’ve mentioned your plans to friends and neighbors they were
pleased.
We’d love to see reflecting ponds and a hillside restored with native plants, accessible by trails! It would be
much more beautiful than a fenced in empty concrete basin. We support the plans as described on the Water
Bureau website as follows:
“The project proposes to build a new below‐ground reservoir in the same general footprint as the existing
upper Reservoir 3, with a reflecting pool on top. Part of Reservoir 4 needs to be filled to stabilize the hillside
above. The reservoir will be disconnected from the water supply and the remaining water body will include a
lowland habitat area/bioswale and a reflecting pool. The public will have more access to the area and
aesthetic design amenities will improve the visitor experience and understanding of the site.”
And we favor putting the Washington Park reservoir(s) underground. I don’t understand the reasoning
claiming that open reservoirs are less expensive and healthier. I for one got rather ill during the last “Boil
Water” episode. I think it’s shameful that a “first world city” such as ours would have regular boil water
incidents. I’ve never gotten sick from water elsewhere. And what a waste of money when reservoirs have to
be emptied out every time there’s perceived contamination. I think it’s time to comply with federal
regulations, and not waste any more time and money on resistance. We wouldn’t claim to speak for SE Uplift
and their Mt Tabor, and we prefer they not purport to speak for the SW Hills and Washington Park reservoirs.
Thanks you and best regards,
Nancy Seton
SWHRL Neighborhood Assn. President / Land Use Chair
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Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Catherine Ellison <cmellison@comcast.net>
Saturday, March 07, 2015 10:55 AM
Adam, Hillary
Catherine Ellison
Washington Park Reservoir

Dear Ms Adam and the Reservoir Project Team:
I have heard a rumor and haven't had time to really go through your website to find out if this is true, BUT, we have
heard that access to the neighborhoods above Washington Park will be cut off via Sacagawea Circle during the time of
this project. And that this would be for a YEAR!!! If this is indeed true, this would certainly be a disaster for those who
live anywhere between Burnside Street and the Park and from the Circle all the way up to Hoyt Arboretum!!! We all
access downtown via the Park especially during rush hour, etc.
PLEASE reconsider any idea of blocking off Sacagawea Circle and somehow making it possible for neighborhood traffic to
travel on our usual route (NOT on Tichenor and Burnside which are completely jammed during rush hour).
Thank you for any wonders you can work to save us from this tremendous inconvenience. I don't think you realize how
much traffic goes to and fro on Sacagawea CIrcle DAILY.
Yours,
Catherine M Ellison
2916 SW Canterbury Lane
PDX
97205
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To: The Historical Landmarks Commission
Re: LU 14-249689
Washington Park Reservoirs Historic District

March 8, 2015

1. What part of “not understanding” the purpose of the fully functioning open
reservoirs to our community public health do our city council and PWB not get
or want to have on the table for discussion? When water is brought into our
system from the Columbia S. Shore Well Fields the radon in that water can
dissipate in the air with the fully functioning open reservoirs. Without the
open reservoirs functioning as an integral part of the entire Bull Run Water
System, that radon will be coming into our homes and workplaces with water
usage. The lack of concern regarding this from our elected officials will
allow radioactive water to be brought into our community. The history of
water in Portland years ago, cholera became a problem in Portland from the
Willamette River and the public needed a better water source. This then
brought our community the Bull Run Water System and Open Reservoirs.
We should not be going backward by eliminating those open reservoirs which then
can bring about other problems of public health. Will our community years from now
find noticeable lung problems as a result of radon?
2. The new tank up at Powell Butte has some vents but they are small and not
effective as the open reservoirs. That tank also had 3000 cracks and over 200,000 gallons of
water leaked for some time. Engineers in a KOIN article (those engineers not on the project
and did not want to be named) said it could be a design flaw. In my view it would only be
prudent to retain our open reservoirs.
http://KOIN.com/2014/02/26/powell-butte-reservoir-failing-leak-tests/

3. Washington Park, the Historical Olmsted Landscape Designs.
Washington Park is considered by many to be the crown jewel of our parks.
What will be left of that crown jewel other than remnants and photographs of
what once existed in that park after the PWB project proposed up there?
Some of us attended a committee meeting last November 2014 and what we heard
was alarming.
Project requirement: 30,000 trucks in construction going up the
Burnside and Jefferson Streets and right through the Arlington neighborhood streets.
Construction period of four years. The construction challenges:
Public Safety
Limited access to site for deliveries and materials removal
Noise mitigation
Worker parking
Truck traffic and concrete/material deliveries
My background is in design, and in my opinion, this PWB project is too large and out
scale for this park landscape. The streets will be worn down with all these trucks
and workings of the cement, dirt, noise? How is adequate mitigation possible for the
neighborhood? What will happen to the character of our crown jewel of parks and
that neighborhood? What will happen to the traditions of our Rose Festival, our
Rose Garden and music events? All these will be out of reach for our community for
four years?
4. This brings me to another critical point. Where has been the outreach and public
notification for such a monumental project which will forever change this
historic park?

http://www.arlingtonheightspdx.org/calendar/
This deadline for the official record and staff report and the tentative Historic
Landmarks Commission tentative April 23rd meeting is not even on the Arlington
Heights Neighborhood Association calendar.
http://www.portlandoregon.gov/oni/article/312804
In closing, I plead with the Historical Landmarks Commission to reject this application and
if on appeal you review again the Mt. Tabor project to stand up for the two crown jewels
of our city parks to save them from the city council and PWB directives and reject their
applications.
Please understand that we are not mandated to do this now as the city tells us. Look only
at the actions of NY to protect their open reservoirs and the lack of action our city has done
in comparison. NY representative asked for a Waiver and NY received a reprieve until 2028.
Our city council has not “seriously” worked for our community on this, they can say they
have but evidence shows otherwise. The city set up it's own time frame on this. The EPA
LT2 review is not complete until into 2016. It is only prudent to not proceed with any
projects at this point. The city can ask for an extended period of time.
Our elected officials have not been good stewards of our city asset, the Bull Run Water
System nor are they now good stewards of the health of our community.
For history information:
www.friendsofreservoirs.org/
Our public health is at stake with the removal of the fully functioning open reservoirs. It is
unacceptable that our city refuses a discussion on this valid concern. Read about the public
benefits of the open reservoirs;why radon coming from the well fields will bring radioactive
water into our community.
www.bullrunwaiver.org/
The document we received at the November 2014 Committee meeting is called Washington
Park Reservoir Improvements Project. That Sounding Board 9 meeting last November had
very few people attending. I would like that document dated 10/29/2014 to be put in the
official record.
Washington Park Reservoir Improvements Project
Sounding Board 9
The city has also not been good stewards of our community financial well being. It is
unacceptable that the PWB brings up the concern of $1.5 million for upkeep on Mt. Tabor
open reservoirs, but has the money to do all else such as $40 million at Mt. Tabor and the
Washington Park project another $76 million. This weak response from PWB is an insult.
Please be the good stewards we need to assist in saving the crown jewels of our park
system and in the process our open reservoirs which have historically provided our city with
safe drinking water for over 100 years.
RoseMarie Opp
1339 SE 130th Avenue
Portland, OR 97233
503 253-5491
hudechrome@gmail.com
(Lawrence Hudetz name appears as we share emails)

Comment on Land Use Review number LU 14-249689
Portland’s Water Bureau has chosen the most destructive, least community-supported construction option available for compliance
with a Federal rule. I request the Historic Landmarks Commission to intervene on behalf of these historic structures and inquire both
with the Governor and with OHA as to what it would take to secure an LT2 compliance timeline that delays the start of reservoir
project construction until January 1, 2017. It is high time the City advocate for restoration, preservation, and continued use of these
reservoirs, and walk away from the boondoggle thus far visited upon us by the Portland Water Bureau.
PWB failures of leadership –
In 1984, the City won grant funding to conduct a city-wide inventory of historic resources -- 5,158 assets were identified and each
asset was assigned a Rank I, II, or III status. Only 52 assets were given the highest Rank I status, and of those, the Tabor and
Washington Park open reservoirs made up 5. While it was assumed the City would seek federal recognition and protection for all
Rank I historic resources, in the almost 20 years that followed this study the City did not initiate a National Register of Historic
Places nomination for these 5 reservoirs. This, despite several facilities evaluations done by Water Bureau consultants, quoted
here:
“All of the open reservoirs are historically significant, and thus are eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places
and for local landmark status.”
– Open Reservoir Study, Technical Memorandum, Montgomery Watson Harza, 2001. Contracted by PWB
“The reservoirs are historically significant as examples of early engineering, and serve as monuments to the social history of the
City’s growth and development. They provide an early example of a planned landscape, including the views and vistas into and out
of the landscape.”
– Open Reservoir Study, Facilities Evaluation, City of Portland, 2001.
For almost 20 years these historic resources were left unprotected by the City and the Water Bureau. This massive responsibility
was shouldered by volunteers and by 2004, both the Mt. Tabor Reservoirs and Mt. Tabor Park were listed on the National Register
of Historic Places.
But had there not been a mechanism by which the community could bypass a local bureau that was unresponsive to communitywill, these reservoirs and the story they tell might never have received national recognition and protection. Please remember this as
we ask HLC to take a leadership role in protecting these historic resources.
Prior attempt to destroy –
In 2002, the Water Bureau inserted in their budget a line item to destroy and bury Mt. Tabor’s historic reservoirs, and they did so
without public discussion. There were no Federal mandates requiring them to do so. This project was on the docket because it
appeared in a long-term planning document written for the City, by one of the construction companies that make money on big-build
projects like reservoir burials. When the City hosted community meetings to discuss what citizens might like to do with the historic
park after the historic reservoirs were torn out, citizens insisted on first having a discussion as to why the City was abandoning the
reservoirs. Pressure from the community – which came from citizens and preservation organizations like the Historic Landmarks
Commission and the Bosco-Milligan Foundation -- brought about an intense public process with an Independent Review Panel
(IRP), now referred to as the “Reservoir Panel”. With the IRP, citizens launched into hundreds of hours of research and were able to
refute each claim made by the Water Bureau. This panel discussed everything from terrorist threats, to environmental contamination
risks, to age and condition of structures. As the science on each subject was examined, the case for abandoning the open
reservoirs dissolved. This 2004 Reservoir Panel, after three months of research and public debate, voted to maintain the open
reservoirs. Eventually the Mayor and the Commissioner in charge of the Water Bureau decided to withdraw the project proposal. To
be clear, it was community intervention that protected these historic resources in 2002.
In 2002-2004, citizens began to understand that the Portland Water Bureau might not support community-will as it relates to the
historic reservoirs. So citizens started combing through Water Bureau documents and practices and they recognized a striking
pattern: despite the fact that they’d inherited a well engineered water system with spare capacity for decades of new growth, PWB
repeatedly neglected maintenance to instead embark on big-build projects recommended by the very contractors that profit from the
planning and construction of those projects. Citizens noticed conflicting interests in the relationships between water bureau
managers and the contractors that profit from the biggest contracts. And they noted practices that undercut the citizens PWB
serves. Citizens discovered that PWB was advocating for big-build techniques while serving on an EPA Federal Advisory Panel
tasked with crafting new drinking water regulation. This regulation, when finally published in 2006, heavily favored big construction
options over lower-impact mitigation protections as the best means to achieve clean water – this despite Portland’s example of the
remarkable water purity achievable through protection and mitigation. That EPA regulation is now known as LT2, and it is the rule
ostensibly forcing upon Portland the destructive disconnect project before us today.
LT2 rule revision and local deadline extensions –
Thanks to the efforts of New York City's water department, Mayor, New York's Governor and New York’s Senator Chuck Schumer,
EPA has decided to review LT2 to determine whether it should be “modified, streamlined, expanded, or repealed” to make LT2
“more effective and less burdensome.”
(President Obama's Executive Order 13563 linked here for the record:
19https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B0FLHRhrA9yaNTdjYTk3NDEtNzgxZi00ZjY1LWI2ZjItYzY3ZTIyMDNiNDQz/edit?usp=sharing ).

New York City’s elected officials took the above Executive Order as an opportunity to advocate for their historically significant,
functional reservoirs. As such, on March 18, 2011, NYC submitted substantive comments and very specific objections to LT2 open
reservoir requirements
(linked here for the record:
https://docs.google.com/file/d/0BzH1qBHNhE0_NTUzZDI4ZDMtNGJhYS00ZDA4LWJiYjctYmZmYWFlMjRmMmNi/edit?hl=en ).
Portland’s Water Bureau and the City’s lobbying team failed to submit any comments advocating for our historic reservoirs, despite
having recently collected significant scientific sampling data at the outlets of Portland's open reservoirs. That data should have been
widely shared, as it clearly supports modification of the EPA LT2 reservoir requirements. (This data was collected as a part of PWB's
participation in the American Water Works Association Research Foundation's #3021 Cryptosporidium Study. With this study, PWB
sampled 7000 liters at the outlet of Portland's open reservoirs in 2008-09. Results detected zero Cryptosporidium.)
In addition to actively participating in regulatory reform opportunities like the one mentioned above, other municipalities have
diligently advocated for their reservoirs at other levels. NYC and Rochester both submitted highly substantive, data-supported
appeals to their local primacy agencies and as such each city secured significant timeline extensions in their reservoir compliance
plans. These extensions were carefully designed to allow these cities and their historic reservoirs to benefit from pending regulatory
reforms. NYC’s newest timeline delays the start of reservoir projects until one month after LT2 revisions will be published. It is clear
that NYC openly negotiated their compliance timeline in relation to the regulatory reform schedule. In one document NYC officials
state, “US DOJ and the City have agreed to defer negotiations over revised dates until US EPA completes its review.”
(linked for the record, “The New York City Municipal Water Finance Authority, Fiscal Year 2013 Consulting Engineer’s Report” here:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0BwjTV06zgxKYaVVlZTFpM0dEems/edit?usp=sharing )
Portland has twice approached our agency of primacy -- the Oregon Health Authority (OHA) – seeking to slow the LT2 construction
timeline PWB set in motion in 2009. Internal communications between OHA reviewers regarding these extension requests, reveal
opportunities for better documentation and a more favorable response. First, the PWB could provide more of the supporting data
they possess – this would positively impact the reception among reviewers. As one OHA reviewer states: “the City of Portland
supplied very limited information supporting their request...The city of Rochester provided extensive documentation supporting their
request.” Second, there is no limit to the number of times the City can ask for a timeline extension. And third, as is revealed in one
email exchange, there is no limit as to who can ask for this extension on behalf of these historic structures. I request the Historic
Landmarks Commission to intervene on behalf of these historic structures and inquire both with the Governor and with OHA as to
what it would take to secure an LT2 compliance timeline that delays the start of reservoir project construction until January 1, 2017.
This would allow our historic resources to take advantage of regulatory revisions that happen in 2016. Those revisions could have a
major impact on the future of these historic reservoirs, essentially, allowing them to have a future.
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, OR 97219
503-936-1977
Majority quoted from:
Comments for the record, Case file # LU 14-218444 HR, sent as an attachment via email Nov 20, 2014 to BDS staff and the Historic
Landmarks Commission (HLC) from Stephanie Stewart, on behalf of the Mt. Tabor Neighborhood Association (MTNA)

Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Scott Fernandez <scottfernandez.pdx@gmail.com>
Monday, March 09, 2015 1:53 PM
Adam, Hillary; Scott Fernandez
Washington Park open reservoirs comment
3=9=15 Washington Park L.pdf

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Flag for follow up
Flagged

REQUEST FOR RESPONSE

Case File: LU 14-249689 – Demolition Review for Reservoir 3, Reservoir 4, and the Weir Building, contributing resources within the
Washington Park Reservoirs Historic District

March 7, 2015

Washington Park Land Use- open reservoir comments

Comments to Historic Landmark Commission

“All of the open reservoirs are historically significant, and thus are eligible for inclusion in
the National Register of Historic Places and for local landmark status.” – Open Reservoir
Study, Technical Memorandum, Montgomery Watson Harza, 2001. Contracted by PWB
“The reservoirs are historically significant as examples of early engineering, and serve as
monuments to the social history of the City’s growth and development. They provide an early
example of a planned landscape, including the views and vistas into and out of the
landscape.” -- Open Reservoir Study, Facilities Evaluation, City of Portland, 2001.
No waterborne disease outbreak or water quality incident of public significance has ever
been recorded in connection with Portland's open reservoirs. Montgomery Watson Harza.
Open Reservoir Study: Phase I Summary Report. City of Portland. January, 2002
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All features in good condition. ...a detailed maintenance program could extend the useful life
of the open reservoirs to the year 2050. Montgomery Watson Harza. Open Reservoir Study,
Draft TM 5.7 Facilities Evaluation, City of Portland. August, 2001.

Today we find ourselves at the crossroads of public health. We can take the safe approach based
on the already proven best available science and retain the historic open reservoirs or;
disconnect and destroy these living historic treasures leaving us with known toxic and
carcinogenic drinking water from covered reservoirs resulting in an adverse community public
health effect. The earliest visionaries and architects of Portland’s future system; Ernest
Ransome, Isaac Smith, and Portland’s public health officials all understood and were well
aware in the 1800’s the importance of clean, pure drinking water.
 The fundamental principles of sunlight disinfection are well established
Sunlight - to break down unwanted chemicals and providing supportive disinfection
Written by esteemed epidemiologist Milton J. Rosenau in 1902:“Sunlight (direct) is an active
germicide. It destroys spores as well as bacteria. The importance of the sun’s rays in
destroying or preventing the development or growth of microorganisms in nature cannot
be overestimated. Even diffused light retards the growth and development of
microorganisms, and if strong enough may finally kill them. In water or clear solutions it
penetrates some distance. The importance of oxygen in the influence of light upon bacteria
is emphasized. Bacteria in light, in the presence of oxygen and water, cause a production
of hydrogen peroxide which is well known to have strong disinfection powers.”
--Milton J. Rosenau, M.D., was commissioned as an assistant surgeon in the United States
Marine Hospital Service (now the United States Public Health Service) in 1890. In 1899, he
was appointed Director of the Hygienic Laboratory of that service. He was instrumental in 1922
in the establishment of the Harvard University School of Public Health and, in 1940, became
first dean of the School of Public Health at the University of North Carolina
 Oxygenation – allowing aerobic bacteria to breakdown unwanted chemicals
 Open air exposure- to allow volatilization/vaporization of unwanted chemicals such as
radon, chloroform, etc.

Landslide characterization issues and reasons for the changes to Washington Park reservoirs
have been overblown and portrayed incorrectly. Engineering issues were addressed and
mitigated to provide the reservoirs as useful and in good condition.(see attachment and
engineering comments below)
2

from-Landslides in the Portland Area from Storm of 1996- Portland State University

The primary function of these historic open reservoirs is to serve as drinking water reservoirs
that have provided safe and healthy water for over 100 years without illness. Those who
transacted the land these reservoirs reside on today expected them to serve that purpose in
perpetuity with the understanding they were supporting a “healthy water initiative”; removing
the contaminated Willamette River as their previous water source.
The open reservoir drinking water utility, national historic recognition and land use principles
are all synergistically intertwined as one unit and must be retained as such. Disconnecting and
destroying these historically acknowledged open reservoirs will not be invisible to a community
expecting the safe and healthy drinking water present in open reservoirs that covered reservoirs
cannot provide. The history and future of our open reservoirs as they are today providing safe
and healthy drinking water is too important to ignore.

Sincerely,

Scott Fernandez M.Sc. Biology/ microbiology-water chemistry

City of Portland Mayor appointedPortland Utility Review Board 2001-2008
Portland Water Quality Advisory Committee 1996-2000
3

Scott Fernandez
1821 NE 65th
Portland, Oregon 97213
503.282.1894
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Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Ann Witsil <ann@catalystrategies.com>
Monday, March 09, 2015 5:17 PM
Adam, Hillary
Catherine Ellison; Jennifer Briglia
[User Approved] no closure to the Sacajawea Circle

Hi Hillary,
As Arlington Heights residents we do not favor a closure of the Sacajawea Circle during construction. There are few
other options for getting to the down town area and back during rush hour periods.
Please consider closure only at certain times of the day (mid‐day) if necessary.
Thank you.
Ann Witsil
2902 SW Canterbury Lane
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Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Eric Nagle <ericwnagle@gmail.com>
Monday, March 16, 2015 9:55 AM
Adam, Hillary
Allison Duncan; Sam Beresky
Washington Park Project Type IV LUR application
Wash Pk Reservoirs CSB rec to HLC.pdf

Dear Ms. Adam:
I am a member of the Community Sounding Board convened by the Water Bureau to provide public input on
the Washington Park Reservoirs Project. The Sounding Board submitted the attached memo in support of the
project to the Landmarks Commission during the design advice review, and we would like to ensure that the
memo is part of the record for the LUR application.
In addition, as a representative of the Arlington Heights Neighborhood
Association, I would like to place special emphasis on the need for design features on walkways that will
discourage skateboarding, to ensure that the reservoir area remains a tranquil place for visitors.
thank you,
Eric Nagle
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Washington Park Reservoir Improvements Project
Community Sounding Board
To:

Historic Landmarks Commission

From:

Washington Park Reservoir Improvements Project
Community Sounding Board Members

Date:

January 27, 2014

Subject:

Community Sounding Board Input on Washington Park Reservoir
concepts

The Community Sounding Board for the Washington Park Reservoir
Improvements Project would like to express our support for the proposed concept
for visible features for this project.
Over the past six months, our group has met seven times to advise the project team on
community issues. Our Sounding Board is composed of park neighbors, park users,
neighborhood association representatives, historic advocacy organizations, and staff
from Portland Parks & Recreation. We have advised the team on the formation of Goals
and Objectives (Attachment 1), helped brainstorm potential elements to be included in
concept alternatives, and helped refine the concepts and identify the most viable
alternatives.
Throughout the process, the Goals and Objectives have been used as a foundation to
ensure the concepts reflect the values and priorities of the community. Based on these
Goals and Objectives, the Community Sounding Board supports the Cascades concept
for the upper reservoir area (Reservoir 3).
For the lower area (Reservoir 4), the preferences of our members were initially split fairly
evenly between the Lowland Habitat and the Reflecting Pool concepts, although all
participants expressed acceptance of either concept. We believe the subsequent Hybrid
concept successfully blends the best of each of the previous concepts.
Beyond preferences for concepts, there are several themes that were consistently
voiced by the sounding board:
•

Provide a large expanse of water – This value has been consistently and
almost universally raised throughout the process and through all forms of
outreach and consultation.

•

Retain historic character – Aside from the expanse of water, we value several
historic aspects, including: elements, such as the fence and buildings; the
tranquil character; and the function as part of the city’s highly regarded water
system.
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•

Provide habitat – Our group has also expressed interest in using this project as
a means of addressing the city’s goals for increasing native habitat.

•

Be responsible with ratepayers’ money – This value has been consistently
raised through all forms of outreach. While we support the visible features design
process and results, we want to ensure spending is kept within reason.

Specifically in regards to the proposed concepts, the Sounding Board recommends that
sections of new fencing be as low profile as possible so as not to detract from the
expanse of water and to allow for better views.
Finally, the Community Sounding Board supports the project’s public process and the
direction in which the design team is moving with the visible features of the project.
CSB Members
Charlie Clark –Northwest Heights NA
Nicolas Clark – Neighbors West Northwest
Terri Davis – Portland Parks & Recreation
Chris Kent – Goose Hollow NA
Annie Mahoney – Historic Group Representative
Dave Malcolm – Sylvan-Highlands NA
Eric Nagle – Arlington Heights NA
Bill Welch – Northwest District Association
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Attachment 1:

Visible Features Goals and Objectives Final Draft
While the Purpose of the Project articulates the fundamental “why” of the project,
the Goals and Objectives describe “how.” They identify what is important to
consider in developing concepts for the visible features, and provide a framework
for evaluating those concepts.

Be Good Stewards of Public Funds
•
•
•

Ensure costs are focused on the greatest benefits to the community
Spend public money prudently and limit impact on ratepayers
Keep maintenance and operating costs low

Respect Historic Resources
•
•
•

Minimize impacts to historic structures and features
Maintain historic character of the site
Honor the historic function of the Washington Park reservoirs in the context of the
overall Portland water system

Be a Good Neighbor
•
•
•
•

Reduce use of neighborhood parking by park visitors
Avoid attraction of nuisance and illegal activities into the park and surrounding
neighborhoods
Enhance the quality of the park as an amenity for neighbors, as well as visitors
Minimize construction impacts

Enhance Park Experience
•
•
•
•
•
•

Provide public access to the area with opportunities for low-intensity recreation
Retain the reflective and tranquil character of the site that is now created and
heightened by the visual connection to an expanse of water.
Enhance views into and from the area
Provide people with ability to connect with nature in the city
Maintain security of the park and water facilities
Ensure the new visible features enhance current park uses and are compatible
with future park uses

Support Sustainability
•

•
•

Create sustainable landscapes that provide habitat for birds and other native
wildlife
Minimize climate change impacts due to construction, operations and
maintenance.
Promote wise use of our water resources through design, maintenance and
education.
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Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Katherine Anne Stansbury <kathycallaway@whiz.to>
Thursday, March 19, 2015 10:23 AM
Adam, Hillary
[Approved Sender] Comment on Land Use Review number LU 14-249689
LU 14-249689 comment Stansbury - Revised.docx; ATT00001.htm

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Hillary,
Revised comment attached. Thank you for your trouble.
Comment on Land Use Review number LU 14-249689
Commissioners,
City Council and Portland’s Water Bureau have not taken pride in and protected our world-class water system, a system that has
functioned flawlessly for well over a century while providing beauty and recreation to our citizenry. They have instead embarked on a
Rube Goldberg-style boondoggle, bent on destruction of both the Washington Park and Mt. Tabor reservoirs.
You on the HLC have the responsibility and the influence to change the course of events in this matter.
I request the Historic Landmarks Commission to intervene on behalf of these historic structures, and inquire both with the Governor and
with the Oregon Health Authority to delay the start of reservoir project construction until January 1, 2017, after the EPA has reviewed
LT2. This review is expected to re-instate the option for cities to pursue site-specific “risk mitigation” options that will allow current
systems to remain in place and functioning. New York City has taken this path, and we could ally with them in this matter of civic
preservation and systems protection.
Thank you,
Katherine Anne Stansbury
5519 SW Multnomah Blvd.
Portland, Oregon 97219
503-936-1977
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Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

cosmicdancer <cosmicdancer@peoplepc.com>
Thursday, March 19, 2015 5:09 PM
Adam, Hillary
Washington Park Reservoir case - LU 14-249689 before the Historic Landmarks
Commission.

This is my Testimony. Hopefully you get this as my Yahoo account wont send?!!!
After years of watching over this.... I feel our best option, not being investigated. is keeping a flow of water moving
through these two reservoirs. The water is not treated so with the new technologies out, we will know EXCTLY what is in
our water.
Solar Bee is a technology used in many water sources not TREATED with Chlorine type chemicals. We can have satellite
real time read outs now. In this way, when the City uses any Spin on May B E Coli ... or whatever new May B, Could B,
Happened in the past, or any other determinate to divert ... We Portlanders can put a hickup in their get along... and
that is what they want to do... get along with their Master Plan (explained in FB page Portland Water Ninjas under
Auspicious Hearings Officer Helm) The EPA has these Billion Dollar Water Projects (LT2) under review with an
expectation of findings in 2016... http://lakes.medoraco.com/ Please also note this: Katherin Kilpatric wrote: In a
Facebook thread:
I've been asking City Hall for years to publicly release the OHA compliance agreement, and associated municipal
resolution, on which it bases its claim that the Mt. Tabor reservoirs must be decommissioned by 12/31 of this year.
When the City applied months ago for a decommissioning permit citing that document as the reason, I filed a formal
record request so I could submit it into evidence at the Historic Landmarks hearing on the City's application, given that
the application was based entirely on the OHA compliance agreement. The Landmarks hearing has come and gone, and
the City has yet to release this public document, even though it is easily accessible and probably on Amanda Fritz's desk.
Hello Ms. Kirkpatrick,
The City Attorney’s Office has forwarded your request for documents to me in the Water Bureau.
As you know, this is a significant document search and will take time. Per the City’s public records procedures, I will
submit to you an estimate of the cost to reimburse bureau staff who must be taken off their regular duties to conduct
the search, which includes to determine what documents do exist.
You will be required to pay 50% of the reimbursement cost before the bureau will begin the search, and the other 50%
paid once the search is completed. I’m sorry, but your request is not eligible for a waiver.
Let me know if you have any questions.
Thank you.
Tim Hall
Manager, Public Information & Involvement
Hello, Mr. Hall. Thank you for your response.
As mentioned, this is not a significant search; I’m requesting a handful of documents whose whereabouts should be
easily identifiable by City Council.....
The documents should be close at hand, because they’re the basis of the City’s current land use application to
decommission the historic Mt. Tabor reservoirs. Commissioners Fish and Fritz frequently reference them in public
forums, so for expediency’s sake I’m asking the Commissioners by copy of this e‐mail to kindly supply you with the dates
of the originals and any amendments.
As I hope I made clear, the purpose for my request is to provide these documents to the Historic Landmarks
Commission on the Mt. Tabor case, because it appears that the City has neglected to do so. I feel that the public would
be served by entering these documents into the case record, given that these documents are the basis on which the City
rests its contention that the applied‐for work must be done. I’m a disabled citizen on a limited income and have done all
my case research on a volunteer basis. I have nothing to gain personally from this request. I would therefore appreciate
reconsideration of the public‐service fee waiver, or at least an explanation as to why my request would not qualify.
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Thank you,
Katherin Kirkpatrick
But the point is not what's in that document‐‐I already know what's in it, and they know I already know what's in it.
The point is my elected officials' draconian response to my request for simple information to which I am entitled, and for
which as a taxpayer I have already paid them. And the bald willingness of a decision‐making body to make a decision
without seeing the chief piece of evidence on which their decision should be based. These people truly believe they're
entitled to act against the interests of those who pay their salaries, and they're willing to threaten and intimidate any
citizen who challenges their sense of entitlement.
Reservoirs must be decommissioned by 12/31 of this year. When the City applied months ago for a decommissioning
permit citing that document as the reason, I filed a formal record request so I could submit it into evidence at the
Historic Landmarks hearing on the City's application, given that the application was based entirely on the OHA
compliance agreement. The Landmarks hearing has come and gone, and the City has yet to release this public
document, even though it is easily accessible and probably on Amanda Fritz's desk.
Sincerely,
Beth Giansiracusa
0322 SW Gaines St.
Portland, OR 97239
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Hillary Adam
City of Portland, Land Use Services
1900 SW 4th Ave, Suite 5000
Portland, Oregon 97201
March 24, 2014
Dear Ms. Adam:
The Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association would like this letter to be included as
testimony in the record for the Historic Landmarks Commission hearing on Case File LU
14-249689 DM (PC# 14-139549), Demolition Review for Washington Park Reservoirs
#3 and #4 and the Weir Building.
There has been concern expressed in our neighborhood that the historic preservation
and restoration activities described in the attachments to the public notice are not
sufficiently linked to the demolition approval. After carefully reviewing the notice and
attached drawings, the Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association Board agrees.
Included in the notice is a Service Bureau note that states “If the Demolition Review is
approved by Portland City Council, a Type 3 Land Use Review is still required, as well as
building permit issuance for the new development, before a demolition permit will be
released.” This does not, however, link the approval to specific preservation and
restoration activities.
The key elements of the notice relevant to our concerns are the Proposed Demolition
drawing and the Preliminary Design Concept drawing. Both of these are marked
“Preliminary” which makes it ambiguous as to whether they describe the activities that
will actually take place. Developing a position on the proposed demolition is impossible
for our Neighborhood Association unless specific (not “preliminary”) plans are provided.
To remove this ambiguity, we request the following be required for approval:
A) Demolition of historic structures shall be limited to activities shown on, and listed in
Sheet Keynotes of, the Proposed Demolition drawing included in the Historic Landmarks
Commission hearing notice of February 27, 2015.
B) A demolition permit shall not be released unless the required building permit for new
development includes all of the historic preservation and restoration activities shown
on, and listed in the Sheet Keynotes of, the Preliminary Design Concept drawing in the
Historic Landmarks Commission hearing notice of February 27, 2015.

The Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association appreciates the efforts to which the
Water Bureau has gone to include public input in the design process, and their efforts
to preserve the historic character of Washington Park. We believe the requirements we
request for approval of a demolition permit are reasonable and in keeping with the spirit
of the project.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Susan Alpert Siegel, Ph.D.
President, Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association

Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Attachments:

Susan Siegel <susanalpertsiegel@gmail.com>
Wednesday, March 25, 2015 9:18 AM
Adam, Hillary
boardarlingtonheights boardarlingtonheights
Historic Landmarks Commission hearing on Case File LU 14-249689 DM (PC# 14-139549)
AHNAtoBDSreReservoirs_V2_SAS signed.pdf

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Ms. Adam,
Attached is a letter from the Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association to be included as testimony
in the record for the Historic Landmarks Commission hearing on Case File LU 14-249689 DM (PC#
14-139549), Demolition Review for Washington Park Reservoirs #3 and #4 and the Weir Building.
In this letter, we request the following be required for approval:
A) Demolition of historic structures shall be limited to activities shown on, and listed in Sheet
Keynotes of, the Proposed Demolition drawing included in the Historic Landmarks Commission
hearing notice of February 27, 2015.
B) A demolition permit shall not be released unless the required building permit for new development
includes all of the historic preservation and restoration activities shown on, and listed in the Sheet
Keynotes of, the Preliminary Design Concept drawing in the Historic Landmarks Commission hearing
notice of February 27, 2015.
The Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association appreciates the efforts to which the Water Bureau
has gone to include public input in the design process, and their efforts to preserve the historic
character of Washington Park. We believe the requirements we request for approval of a demolition
permit are reasonable and in keeping with the spirit of the project.

Please confirm receipt of this email.
Thank you!
Susan Alpert Siegel, Ph.D.
President, Arlington Heights Neighborhood Association
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Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

floy jones <floy21@msn.com>
Sunday, March 29, 2015 10:38 AM
Adam, Hillary
[User Approved] FW: Historic Structure Report Wash. Pk #1
1944_001.pdf

Hello Hillary,
I am forwarding the Washington Park Historic Structures Report via nine e‐mails for the official record
Washington Park LU 14‐249689 DM – Demolition Review for Washington Park Reservoirs (the PWB sent the
document in this format despite requests that they send it as one report alway employing as many tactics and
strategies to thwart community interests). This is the first of nine e‐mails. Please confirm that this report is
received by all HLC members.
Floy Jones

From: Tim.Hall@portlandoregon.gov
To: floy21@msn.com
CC: floy21@msn.com; jeff@jeffandlinda.org; merrittregna@gmail.com; kentcraford@hotmail.com;
stewartstclair@gmail.com
Date: Tue, 18 Sep 2012 16:01:27 ‐0700
Subject: RE: Historic Structure Report Wash. Pk #1
Ms. Jones,
Per your request, the final draft copy of Historic Structure Report for Washington Park reservoirs.
Total of nine e-mails (about 2 MB each, larger MBs have been returned by some of the people copied
per your/their request).
Tim
Tim Hall
Manager, Community Information & Involvement

Portland Water Bureau
1120 SW 5th Avenue, 6th Floor
Portland, OR 97204
503‐823‐6926 ‐ Office
503‐381‐0056 ‐ Cell 24/7
From: floy jones [mailto:floy21@msn.com]
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 6:45 PM
To: Hall, Tim; Shaff, David; Maria Del Toro
Cc: Jones, Floy; Jeffrey E. Boly; Regna Merritt; Kent Craford; Stephanie Stewart - MTNA Board
Subject: RE: Washington Park Reservoir inquiry
I completed the form, saved it and attached it, but the information apparently didn't save. I've tried again but otherwise
here is the relevant information:
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Date of Request: _8/27/12____________
REQUESTOR INFORMATION
Name: _Floy Jones___________________________________________________________________
Mailing Address: ____________________________________________________________
City, State, Zip: __PDX, OR 97215___________________________ Daytime Phone: __________________
E-mail Address: ___floy 21 @msn.com_____________________________ Fax: ________________________
Preferred method of contact: X E-mail
REQUEST DETAILS
1. Is this request related to a lawsuit involving the City of Portland? ______NO________
City of Portland Uniform Public Records Request Form
Last revised January 2011 Page 2 of 2
6. Does this request pertain to personnel records? ________
NOTE: If “yes,” please attach a signed release from the employee.
7. How would you prefer to have this request fulfilled?
XI would like electronic copies made and sent to me.
DESCRIPTION OF RECORDS REQUESTED
Please include the following when describing the materials requested, to the extent known and with as much detail as
possible:

Type of document

Title

Date

Address of any real property at issue

Author

Subject matter
NOTE: Additional sheets may be added if necessary.
Description:

The City will respond to your request as soon as practicable and without unreasonable delay.

If the estimated costs involved in fulfilling your request exceed $25, the City will advise you of those costs and require
your approval before beginning work.

If the fee estimate exceeds $100, a 50% deposit may be required to begin work.

Full payment of the total amount of costs incurred is required before the public records may be inspected or copies
released.

NOTE: Police reports cannot be obtained through the use of this form. For these records, please contact the Police
Bureau.
Form
v7. How would you prefer to have this request fulfilled?
X I would like electronic copies made and sent to me.

Under Oregon Public Records law provide:
An UNALTERED electronic copy of Cascade Design and Architect Rob Dortinacq Historic Structures report prepared for the
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PWB on Washington Park Reservoirs 3 and 4 (2010/2011)
Description:
Under Oregon Public Records law provide:
An UNALTERED electronic copy of Cascade Design and Architect Rob Dortinacq Historic Structures report
prepared for the PWB on Washington Park Reservoirs 3 and 4 (2010/2011) Please send copy to all parties
copied on this e-mail, Jeff Boly, Arlington Heights N.A. President, Stephanie Stewart, Regna Merritt, Kent Craford, etc.
I do NOT agree to pay any fees.
I HAVE READ AND AGREE TO COMPLY WITH THE ABOVE CONDITIONS, and further agree to pay the cost of fulfilling this
Public Records Request according to the conditions set forth above. These costs may include the cost of searching for
records, reviewing records to redact exempt material, supervising the inspection of records, copying records, certifying
records, and mailing records. I DO NOT agree to pay a maximum of $25 without further approval.
_______floy__jones 8/27./12_____________________________ _____________________
Signature
______________________________________ _____________________
From: Tim.Hall@portlandoregon.gov
To: floy21@msn.com
Date: Mon, 27 Aug 2012 15:36:01 -0700
Subject: RE: Washington Park Reservoir inquiry
Ms. Jones,
The form you sent with you message is not filled out. Thank you for your cooperation.
http://www.portlandoregon.gov/fire/article/231356

Tim Hall
Manager, Community Information & Involvement

Portland Water Bureau
1120 SW 5th Avenue, 6th Floor
Portland, OR 97204
503‐823‐6926 ‐ Office
503‐381‐0056 ‐ Cell 24/7
From: floy jones [mailto:floy21@msn.com]
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 3:22 PM
To: Hall, Tim; Shaff, David; maria.deltoro@portlandoregon.gov
Cc: Jeffrey E. Boly; Stephanie Stewart - MTNA Board; yahoogroup-reservoirs; Regna Merritt; Kent Craford
Subject: RE: Washington Park Reservoir inquiry
Portland Water Bureau,
Under Oregon Public Records law provide:
An UNALTERED electronic copy of Cascade Design and Architect Rob Dortinacq Historic Structures report prepared for
the PWB on Washington Park Reservoirs 3 and 4 (2010/2011)
Please send copy to all parties copied on this e-mail, Jeff Boly, Arlington Heights N.A. President, Stephanie Stewart,
Regna Merritt, Kent Craford, etc.
I do NOT agree to pay any fees. City form is attached.
Floy Jones
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From: Tim.Hall@portlandoregon.gov
To: floy21@msn.com
Date: Mon, 27 Aug 2012 14:46:18 -0700
Subject: Washington Park Reservoir inquiry
Ms. Jones,
I was informed that you had questions about the Washington Park Historic Structures Report. This is a draft document
that is still under review and therefore subject to changes.
Once it is finalized, the bureau plans to make the document public, including sharing it with the neighborhood associations
as we did with the Mount Tabor Historic Structures Report.
If you let the me know specifically what information you wish, we’d be glad to provide it (except where it is confidential or
in draft form).
I tried a number of times to reach you by telephone, but your line has been busy. I invite you to call me if there is anything
else you wish.
Thank you.
Tim
Link to Public Records Request Form:
http://www.portlandoregon.gov/fire/article/231356
Tim Hall
Manager, Community Information & Involvement
Portland Water Bureau
1120 SW 5th Avenue, 6th Floor
Portland, OR 97204
503‐823‐6926 ‐ Office

503‐381‐0056 ‐ Cell 24/7
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Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Schwab Mary Ann <e33maschwab@gmail.com>
Monday, March 30, 2015 9:04 AM
Adam, Hillary
Fwd: ACTION ALERT: Demolition of the Washington Park reserviours is on the Historic
Landmark commission agenda, Monday March 30, 1:30 p.m.

Good Morning Hillary,
For what my two cents are worth, kindly route this email to the Historic Landuse Commissioners.
They need to know that I was deeply disappointed when Mayor Hales and City Commissioner did not pay close
attention when on February 4th, for 3-minutes, I begged the Council to support
the professionals serving on the Historic Landuse Commissioners recommendation these water issues go to
MEDIATION.
As for who posted those public legal notification land-use hearing signs surround the Washington Park
Reservoir neighborhood streets remains a mystery to me.
As always,
Mary Ann Schab, Community Advocate
605 SE 38th Avenue
Portland, OR 97214-3203
Begin forwarded message:

From: Schwab Mary Ann <e33maschwab@gmail.com>
Date: March 29, 2015 9:31:07 PM PDT
To: Southeast Uplift Board of Directors <seulboard@googlegroups.com>,
"Board of Directors, 2014-2015 Sunnyside Neighborhood Association"
<board@sunnysideneighborhood.com>
Subject: ACTION ALERT: Demolition of the Washington Park reserviours
is on the Historic Landmark commission agenda, Monday March 30, 1:30
p.m.
Saturday, March 28th, my friend and I rang door bells, talked with homeowners, and hung door
hangers on their neighbors front doors. Not exactly what I would call an active neighborhood
watch community.
The homeowners reported how the Japanese Gardens were denied access to their neighborhood
streets, to being in solid needed to
expand the garden by three acres. Yet, I was surprised these homeowners were not apprised of
the number of 30,000 construction trucks* rumbling in front of
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their houses over a four year period. Granted there will be construction challenges, public
safety, limited access to site for deliveries and materials removal, worker parking on narrow
streets,
noise mitigation (1,000 pile drivers) truck traffic, concrete/materials deliveries.
We also noticed several students riding down hills on their skate boards. My fear now that Zoo
park and ride parking is no longer free, commuter's vehicles parking on both sides of narrow
street(s).
I'm not sure cement trucks can pass in-between parked cars.
Hand out read:
Save the Open Reservoirs and the Washington Historic Olmsted Landscape. Did you know that
this proposed project will bring four years of construction and 30,000 trucks going up
Jefferson/Burnside Streets and through you neighborhood? RES 3, mobilize/shoring/excavation
8,000 trucks, Res 3, MSE walls, 3, trucks, Res 3 Tank construction 7,000 trucks, Res 4 area
construction 6,000 trucks and finally, Rest 3/4 visible features 6,000 trucks.
The BDS public notification signs were placed along busy Burnside Street, hidden by berry
vines, and one at the entrance to the tennis court parking lot. Surely, read if they were placed
next to the MAX/Tri-met bus stop or path toward the park's water fountain. As for who did the
work, Park Rangers or PdOT -- I'm clueless. What I do know, no one driving East on Burnside
Street -- stops to read a legal posting. That is short of the City that Works truck with red lights
flashing.
Stay tuned,
mas

UPCOMING ACTION DATES‐ Mark your calendar
This Monday, March 30, 2015 1:30 P.M. (1st workday after Spring Break holiday)‐ Demolition
of the Washington Park reservoirs is on the Historic Landmark Commission agenda. The
Commission meets in the conference room on the 2nd floor at 1900 SW 4th Ave.
Reportedly this is but one of several upcoming HLC meetings addressing the Water Bureau's
fast‐track Washington Park reservoir demolition plans. Please attend if you are able and let the
Historic Landmark Comission know that you oppose the Water Bureau's demolition plans. One
of the HLC members works for the PWB's Washington Park consultant firm so he will not be
able to vote due to conflict of interest.
Thursday, April 23, 2015 2:00 P.M.‐ CITY COUNCIL LU HEARING ON WASHINGTON PARK
RESERVOIRS DEMOLITION‐ It is unclear why this Council session was scheduled to take place
before the Tabor LU session. Public testimony will be taken.
Thursday, May 14, 2015 2:00 P.M. ‐ CITY COUNCIL HEARING ON APPEAL OF THE MT. TABOR
RESERVOIR DISCONNECT LU PLAN‐ Public testimony will be taken

APPEAL OF LANDMARK COMMISSION TABOR DECISION. As predicted the PWB under Nick Fish
is appealing the conditions imposed by Historic Landmark Commission (HLC) related to the
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Tabor reservoirs disconnect.‐ conditions requiring maintenance and restoration of the
reservoir's historic features and maintaining water at historic operational levels. Tim Hall one of
the many propagandists at the Portland Water Bureau has for many years told community
members that if we didn't support onsite reservoir demolition and burial Tabor would be left
with empty tanks‐ as retribution. While the Portland Water Bureau uses your ratepayer dollars
to thwart community interest and bloat their budget, in order for the same ratepaying
community to appeal the PWB's bad plans, ratepayers must spend more money.
Here is the Oregonian
report, http://www.oregonlive.com/portland/index.ssf/2015/03/mount_tabor_reservoirs_app
eals.htm
l
As always the media gets many of the details wrong.The document the HLC supported as a
guide to restoration/maintenance work is the 2009 Historic Structures report. It is not a "rule"
as stated in the article.
PLEASE DONATE TODAY (see MTNA post below) TO SUPPORT THE APPEAL EFFORT (attorneys
are expensive but necessary to take the case to the State Board of Appeal). Our main
disagreement with the MTNA Land Use post below is with regard to the mitigation of the
Washington Park reservoirs. The water feature and other mitigations at Washington Park didn't
come about as a result of the HLC, they were proposed by the Water Bureau as adding in this
spending further bloats their budget and might apease wealthy westside contributors to
politicians campaigns. Having already installed grill work in 2003 for reservoir "covers" there is
no need for ANY reservoir demolition at Washington Park in order to be in compliance with the
onerous and unsupported LT2 rule. No one wants to see covers installed but covers are by far
preferred to the Water Bureau plans to demolish and bury a tank with a price tag that will
come close to $100 million.
The Water Bureau is big on promoting their PR blog thus they sent out an entry on conduit
cleaning related to leaving Tabor's Res. 1 empty for an extended period of time.
POWELL BUTTE II REPORTS TO COUNCIL STILL MISSING
We've still not seen a Water Bureau report to Council addressing the 3200 hundred cracks
at Joe Glicker's CH2MHill designed Powell Butte II tank.
And even though the CH2MHill Powell Butte II contract expired in December after having
increased by 45% (or more), the Water Bureau has not brought it to Council to close it out. FOR
mentioned this to City Council at their sad excuse for a budget meeting, without a peep in
response.

Here is a link to the WB post on " what park users will see in the next few months at Reservoir
1."
https://www.portlandoregon.gov/water/39678

Water Bureau Appeals the Landmarks Commission Decision
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We are disheartened to report that on February 26, the Portland Water Bureau (PWB) filed an appeal to overturn aspects of the
decision rendered by the Historic Landmarks Commission (HLC) review. The PWB continues to resist their responsibility to care
for Tabor’s historic resources, even going so far now as to oppose those mandates set forth by Portland’s respected Historic
Landmarks Commissioners. Specifically, Water Bureau objects to aspects of the requirement to keep water as a central
feature at the site, and to the requirement to perform much needed historic‐preservation work. Contrast this with Water
Bureau's response to directives from the Historic Landmarks Commissioners regarding the reservoirs in Washington Park — at
Washington Park's reservoir site, Water Bureau respected input from the HLC, they took a careful and holistic approach to the
construction plan for the site, and they're providing water features and thoughtful historic preservation work there.
MTNA has now entered an expensive appeal process, by which we hope to secure, again, deep water views and historic
preservation‐maintenance for Mt. Tabor's reservoir site. Tabor's reservoirs need your financial support, today.

Donate Now!
What is Mt. Tabor Park worth to you? What does it bring to your life and your routines? How will your park experience be
affected, if Tabor's anchoring features are allowed to sit empty and crumble? The historic reservoirs on Tabor are part of a
captivating American story that marries ingenuity and beauty. They provide the magnificent, deep‐water views that are the
hallmark of this Eastside, crown‐jewel park. Historic preservation specialists agree that this site's story is worth preserving. We
need your help to secure what is right for Mt. Tabor's historic site.
Please, sit down now and write a check of any size. It’s tax‐deductible! Every dollar counts. If 100 people write $200 checks,
we can meet our goal quickly. If you can be one of those 100, please stretch yourself and help make it happen. If not, just
remember, every single dollar counts!

Make checks payable to “SE Uplift” and include “MTNA‐reservoirs” in the memo line.
Mail checks to:
SE Uplift
3534 SE Main St.
Portland, OR 97214

Stephanie Stewart
MTNA land use

_______________________________________________
Reservoirs mailing list
Reservoirs@friendsofreservoirs.org
http://friendsofreservoirs.org/mailman/listinfo/reservoirs_friendsofreservoirs.org
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Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Dee White <deewhite1@mindspring.com>
Sunday, March 29, 2015 6:22 PM
Adam, Hillary
LU14-249689DM Demolition Review for WA Park comment for HLC March 30, 2015 meeting
The Portland Alliance Panel votes not to bury reservoir.pdf

Historic Landmarks Commission
March 30, 2015
Re: CASE FILE:LU14-249689DM(PC# 14-139549)
Demolition Review for Washington Park Reservoirs
#3 and #4 and the Weir Building
Comment from:
Dee White
3836 SE 49th
Portland, OR
The Zoning Code Approval Criteria on page 6 references the Historic Resource Review section
33.445.330, titled Demolition of Historic Resources in a Historic District. This reads:
Demolition of other historic resources within a Historic District requires demolition review to
ensure their historic value is considered. The Review period also ensures that there is an
opportunity for the community to fully consider alternatives to demolition.
This opportunity for the community has never taken place. The Water Bureau made the
decision to demolish the reservoirs behind closed doors. The public was NEVER given any
meaningful opportunity to consider alternatives to demolition. One of the reasons for this
proposal to demolish is to address the LT2 rule. This federal regulation, which is in review until
2016, requires that all public water systems that store water in open reservoirs must either cover
the reservoirs or treat the reservoir discharge. There is no demolition alternative. The public
has never been allowed to weigh in on the either of the alternatives that would preserve
the reservoirs until the LT2 review is completed in 2016.
In 2003 the City created the Mt Tabor Independent Review Panel for the purpose of reviewing
the options for meeting this same LT2 rule and keeping the reservoirs secure. It was created in
response to the massive amount of criticism for the lack of public participation in the decision
to bury the reservoirs at Mt Tabor and WA Park. In the attached report from Dave Mazza,
who was a member of this 13 member panel, you can read about the panel’s findings and the
final vote AGAINST burying the reservoirs.
So, essentially, in 2004, once all of the facts were brought to light, much of it by the public, and
presented to the independent panel, the panel voted not to move forward with the burial.
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This of course, did not please the City and the Water Bureau. And this is exactly what the Water
Bureau and the City want to avoid with this proposal now to demolish the reservoirs at WA
Park. Cover and treat has been pushed aside behind closed doors.
A treatment option was never presented to the public for consideration. The City has always
maintained that treatment would be impossible or too expensive, but these were only sound
bites. The public process was never allowed to question these assertions, never mind provide
meaningful consideration to the Water Bureau. The other alternative, that is putting covers on
the EXISTING metal framework on the reservoirs at WA Park, thus “covering” the reservoirs
until the LT2 review comes out in 2016, was never considered because the City KNOWS that if
they HAD allowed the public to be at the table in this decision and subsequent application, they,
the City and the Water Bureau, most likely, would have not been able to move forward with the
demolition before 2016. The Water Bureau does not want anyone except themselves and their
appointed cheerleaders at their decision-making table.
The goal of Citizen Involvement for the demolition decision, including consideration of the
alternatives, has NOT BEEN MET.
The HLC should reject this application until a meaningful public process has taken place, and a
good place to start would be to have another independent panel consider all of the alternatives
that could delay demolition and finally, preserve our historic reservoirs.
Thank you.
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LU 14-249689 DM (PC# 14-139549) Demolition Review for Washington Park Reservoirs
#3 and #4 and the Weir Building
Comments submitted via e-mail by Floy Jones on behalf of Friends of the Reservoirs
The Friends of the Reservoirs strongly opposes the proposal to demolish Reservoir 3
and Reservoir 4 and the Weir buildings at Washington Park. This plan does not meet
criteria and otherwise creates new and unique cancer-causing public health risks.
Demolition is not required by the onerous EPA LT2 regulation nor is it necessary for any other
reason. Low cost alternate compliance has already been financed by ratepayers who will
continue to pay not only for installation of the grillwork and liner installed in 2003 as
preparation for installation for reservoir covers as well as for the purchased covers. Reservoir
covers meet the EPA LT2 requirements. Ratepayer are also financing the Washington Park
reservoir upgrades completed between in 2003 and 2010, costs that will increase over time as
they are debt financed. A secondary LT2 compliance option, one that would preserve the open
reservoirs but has never been fully considered is also available, "treatment at the outlet".
Unlike demolition employing either of these options would likely meet LU criteria for historic
resources.
The Portland Water Bureau has not met the requirements for compliance with Chapters
33.445 and 33.846
The Portland Water Bureau has not demonstrated that they considered the historic value of
Portland's open reservoir resources when making the backroom and unsupported decision to
demolish the Washington Park open reservoirs, a decision made by Water Bureau engineers in
2008. Also,the community was never afforded opportunity to fully consider the alternatives to
demolition. There is no need to demolish the Washington Park reservoirs 3 and 4 or the Weir
building when other less detrimental and lower-cost EPA compliant alternatives exist yet have
not been fully considered.
The Portland Water Bureau and their cozy revolving-door consultants have been trying for
decades to force "fun" reservoir burial projects as described in 2013 by Water Bureau engineer
Stan Vanderberg at a wholesale customer water managers meeting. In 2004 Water Bureau
Administrator Mort Anoushirivani when asked at a public infrastructure meeting why the
Water Bureau was spending so much money on revolving-door consultant studys while
deferred maintenance (as referenced by a 2004 City Auditor report) was being avoided,
responded by saying "designing and building is glamorous and maintenance is boring."
When trying to force unsupported reservoir demolition and covering projects between 2001
and 2004, PWB PR staff including Tim Hall repeatedly told the public that the reservoirs were
not historic resources. It was not the Water Bureau that worked to place the reservoirs on the
National Register of Historic Places in 2004 but several members of the Friends of the
Reservoirs, a Water Bureau watchdog organization with members representing both sides of
the river that formed in response to 2001 line-item budget decisions to cover Washington Park
reservoirs and demolish the Mt. Tabor reservoirs.
At a budget presentation earlier this month the Portland Water Bureau failed to include the
historic open reservoirs as assets, let alone as the significant assets they have been and
remain.
The Portland Water Bureau was the only utility in the entire nation that was secretly seated at

the table serving on the EPA LT2 Federal Advisory Committee. They brought with them a
revolving-door consultant, Joe Glicker, a former PWB engineer, whose associated global
engineering firms have profited from the onerous one-size-fits-all regulation that by all
accounts will provide no measurable public health benefit to systems like Portland's Bull Run
open reservoir water system. A list of some of the contracts awarded Glicker's associated
corporations was provided the HLC in the Mt. Tabor Disconnect LU case.
It was the Water Bureau in isolation and/or in backroom consultation with consultants who
set the fast-track schedule for compliance. There is no deadline in the LT2 rule for reservoir
compliance.
DEMOLITION DOES NOT MEET GOALS
GOAL 1: This goal can be met by installing "covers" or "treating at the outlet or by a Oregon
Health Authority deferral, an EPA waiver or a variance which is allowed by the Safe Drinking
Water Act for "treatment techniques" such as the "treat or cover" EPA LT2 requirement- See
additional comments below.
GOAL 2: The land around the reservoirs was opened up to the public in 2006 during daylight
hours after extensive upgrades were completed including upgrading and reopening the grand
entry staircase. Friends of the Reservoirs participated in the subsequent celebration which took
place on the day Randy Leonard announced that David Shaff would be permenantly appointed as
Water Bureau director. The value to the community will be significantly diminished not improved
by demolition of the open reservoirs.
GOAL 3: The PWB specificaly avoided opportunity for the public to fully consider options to avoid
demolition. It was public opposition to the lack of public process in 2001 that lead to the 2004
"Independent Reservoir Panel" which after opportunity to consider all of the option with much of
the significant information provided the panel coming from Friends of the Reservoir failed to
support the Water Bureau failed to support demolition of the Tabor reservoirs and covering
Washington Park reservoirs.
Additionally, the WB failed to notify stakeholders of meetings associated with this Washington
Park reservoir demolition case, including conferences with the Historic Landmark Commission.
In order to make significant participation including research difficult they brought this demolition
LU case forward over the Christmas holiday overlapping the Mt. Tabor LU process. See
information below.
GOAL 6: The promenade around the reservoirs was opened up following costly upgrades in 2006
including the upgrade construction of a grand entry staircase, new wrought iron fencing, etc.. The
significant value of the historic open reservoirs by far supercedes the minimal restrictions.
GOAL 9: CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT – PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT AVOIDED; COUNCIL ORDINANCE
REQUIRING PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT DEFIED There has been no citizen involement in the
decision-making process as required by the Independent Reservoir Review Panel ordinance #
36237 (attached for the record). A meaninful public process would have thoughtfully and
publicly considered all EPA compliance options with all community stakeholders seated at the
table. All stakeholders would have equal access to all pertinent information without having to deal
with the Water Bureau's stonewalling public records requests or having to go to other utilities for
factual information as has been the case many times for decades. The Portland Water Bureau
made all significant land use decisions backroom in defiance of the reservoir City Council
ordinance # 36267 which required bringing community stakeholders together to determine what
action to take if the LT2 "risk mitigation" option could not be met. Friends of the Reservoirs was
present when this ordinance was negotiated with Commissioner Saltzman in 2004. Mayor Potter
was very supportive of, insistent on inclusion of all community stakeholders in ANY future
decisions/actions impacting the open reservoirs.
The relevant sections of the ordinance include but are not limited to: "BE IT FURTHER
RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the Water Bureau to work with Portland Parks and Recreation, the
Police Bureau and members of the public representing commercial and residential ratepayers, neighbors and
stakeholders, to develop and submit to the appropriate state or federal regulator agency a risk mitigation
proposal for the City’s open finished drinking water reservoirs after the LT2ESWTR is promulgated in final
form using a process consistent with the City’s adopted Principles of Good Public Involvement" ; and BE IT
FURTHER RESOLVED .....utilizing meaningful public process consistent with the City’s adopted Principles of
Good Public Involvement, in future actions related to the open reservoirs . Inexplicably the EPA removed the
"risk mitigation" option that was included in the draft 2003 regulation from the onerous and
scientifically unsupported final LT2 rule released in 2006. Community stakeholders (including
Friends of the Reservoirs) should have been brought together prior to the Portland Water Bureau's

development of any reservoir compliance plan.
Friend of the Reservoirs devoted many tens of thousands of volunteer hours over the last 12 plus
years in service of protecting the significant and well-functioning resources that are Portland's
historic open reservoirs. We have worked with a broad-base of community stakeholders including
many neighborhood associations, neighborhood coalitions, public health, businesses and
business coalitions, environmental and social justice organizations -all of whom have written to
City Council and/or the Congressional delegation in support of alternatives to the current
reservoir plan. Over 30 community organizations have opposed the Water Bureau's burial and
covering plans since 2002. At least 22 of these organizations have written to City Council, the
Congressional delegation and/or testified in support of alternatives since 2010.
40 members of the public attended the Water Bureau's first public meeting (2014) related to the
Washington Park demolition plans. No information was presented on any of the viable options
that would avoid demolition. Overwhelmingly, everyone in attendance at this meeting save one
opposed the Water Bureau's demolition plans. By design the Water Bureau has avoided
providing opportunity for the community to fully consider alternatives to demolition. Just as in
2002 the Water Bureau wants to limit ratepayer discussion to what happens after the degradation
of significant water system and community assets.
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. Criteria: Denial of a demolition permit would effectively deprive the owner of all reasonable
economic use of the site. This is not the case here.
RESPONSE: The Portland Water Bureau would be able to continue to use both of the
open reservoirs if needed, Reservoirs 3 and 4, as part of the drinking water system and be
in compliance with federal regulations if they install a reservoir cover at very low cost.
Prior to construction of the Powell Butte II tank the city had an excess of in town storage
at Tabor and Washington Park as reported by the PWB to the Oregon Health Authority and
the EPA, 50 million gallons of excessive storage, thus the Water Bureau has not been
utilizing all of the storage at Washington Park (or at Tabor) though not being clear with the
public about this fact.
In 2002/03 the Water Bureau absent any public process or regulatory requirement
installed grillwork for floating reservoir covers at the Washington Park reservoirs. The
Water Bureau also installed a white liner on the upper Washington Park reservoir, which
was intended to last 25 years as represented by an onsite PWB engineer at the time. In a
February 19, 2003 powerpoint to City Council referring to the "Washington Park Solution"
of covers the Water Bureau said that this "eliminated regulatory modification" and that the
"historic structures are not affected" , "trees remain in place", and "roads remain open."
The cover material (Hypalon) intended to attach to the installed grillwork was purchased
by the Water Bureau but never installed as the 2004 Reservoir Panel did not support the
Water Bureau. When the 2004 Independent Reservoir Panel did not support "treating or
covering" Portland's open reservoirs (the PWB's arguments failed to hold water) and City
Council ordered the Water Bureau to terminate covering the Washington Park reservoirs,
the Water Bureau attempted to sell the hypalon cover on E-Bay where a Water Bureau
employee attempted to purchase the cover at a price well below its value. Commissioner
Saltzman stopped the sale but the final disposition of the cover has remained hidden. The
grillwork remained in place at the Washington Park Reservoirs 3 and 4. The estimated cost
of replacement of the floating covers would be somewhere in the vicinity of $1 million
compared to demolition and replacement costs that could reach $100 million. Installation
of these covers would meet the regulatory requirements
While covering the reservoirs was absolutely not supported years ago for many reasons,
including the fact that the option of a "risk mitigation" option was included in the draft
2003 regulation, it is still not ideal. This option meets regulatory requirements and would
provide opportunity for the Congressional delegation to work in support of revising the
poorly crafted LT2 rule such that "risk mitigation" is again an option. In that the
compliance deadline for Washington Park is over 5 years away, the covers might never
need be installed if the "risk mitigation" option is restored as has been requested by New
York's water department and others. Oregon delegation members have indicated that

they would join forces with Senator Schumer and others to support rule revision if
demolition/disconnection projects were placed on hold.
or
Alternatively, "treatment at the outlet" compliance option has never been fully considered
by the community. In 2004 the PWB made no argument to City Council that "treatment at
the outlet" would be costly or otherwise difficult to install. Their February 19 power point
to City Council (Council hearing) included "treatment at the outlet" as a viable option.
Since then the costs of UV "treatment at the outlet" have dramatically declined. Rochester
New York has two historic open reservoirs set in city parks. Rochester initially planned on
building underground storage after learning of the EPA LT2 rule but in response to strong
community opposition they investigated installing UV radiation bulbs and found that costs
had dramatically dropped. Responsive to Senator Chuck Schumer's success in including
revision of the EPA LT2 regulation as part of Obama's order to revise onerous regulations
Rochester sought and secured a 10-year deferral of reservoir projects until 2022.
Rochester is concurrently working in support of revising the EPA rule to avoid wasting
money on "treatment at the outlet" a project they too believe will provide no measurable
public health benefit. The Portland Water Bureau under the crony leadership of David
Shaff has said that they have only done a "back of the napkin" look at treatment at the
outlet since the promulgation of the EPA regulation in 2006 (documents supplied by the
PWB confirm the lack of a comprehensive, independent examination of this option), thus
this option has never been fully considered by the community.
And
Friends of the Reservoirs has requested that our new Governor who is the head of the
Oregon Health Authority (OHA) direct that bureau to approve a deferral of projects.
If the Portland Water Buerau worked in support of, rather than against community interests,
a deferral of projects minimally in line with Rochester's deferral could be approved by
OHA. Previously the Water Bureau failed to submit adequate supportive documentation to
back up a deferral request, used a surrogate to send a message that they wanted to
pursue burial projects, and the City failed to lobby OHA to support the deferral request.
The community has never had opportunity to comprehensively examine any claims the Water
Bureau might make with regard to landslide risk. After a public presentation on Mt. Tabor
geology in 2012 I spoke with PSU geologist Scott Wells regarding the plans for the
Washington Park reservoirs. He advised that as long as there was no digging at
Washington Park there should be no serious threat of landslides.
At the end of the 2004 Independent Reservoir Panel process the Water Bureau knew that they
had failed to convince the Panel majority (a panel that excluded every single NA in the city
and every single neighborhood coalition) to support their plans. In the final week of the
long-running panel process an anonymous phone call was made by a known Water
Bureau shill to the Urban League panel member suggesting that the reservoirs were an
earthquake threat. Friends of the Reservoir spent hundreds of hours that next week
researching Water Bureau consultant documents, PSU geology maps, etc.. Water Bureau
documents, geological records and other information showed that a serious earthquake
was expected to cause only minor leaking at the reservoirs. The Water Bureau's backup
source at the Columbia South Shore Well Field would likely be lost or severly damaged
due to liquifaction.
System wide leaking including the Washington Park reservoirs is limited as has been
repeatedly reported by the PWB to their budget committee including when I was a member
of that committee. The Washington Park reservoirs have not been leaking anywhere close
to the leaking at the newly constructed Powell Butte II tank, which was leaking as a result
of the massive number of cracks, 3200 cracks as reported by KOIN 6 tv in 2014. KOIN's
report came after their hard-fought public records requests subsequent to backroom
industry discussion of the serious problem with the new tank. The Powell Butte II costly
underground tank project, with the cozy consultant contract running at least 45% over
budget, was leaking enough to fill an Olympic size pool every day. The Water Bureau
wants to limit media attention to this problem.
2. Criteria :Demolition of the resource has been evaluated against and, on balance, has been
found supportive of the goals and policies of the Comprehensive Plan, and any relevant
area plans. Criteria has not been met.

RESPONSE:
The goals of the Comprehensive Plan are not supported by this plan- see additional
comments above.
Economic and Sustainability and public health goals are not met with this demolition
plan.
Significant investments have been made in upgrades at the Washington Park reservoirs
between 2003 and 2010. The significant costs associated with these consultant and
construction contracts will be born by ratepayer over a 25 year period with those costs
increasing over time. Many of the upgrades were designed to keep the reservoirs safely
operating for an 50 additional years. The majority middle class ratepayers cannot
afford any further rate increases on top of rate increases that have been staggeringly
high since 2004. The Water Bureau plans another 7% increase in water rates this May.
The open reservoirs avoid new and unique public health risks associated with burying
Portland's open reservoirs, for example cancer-causing Nitrification, a problem EPA
has long scientifically documented with buried storage. EPA acknowledged in their
Coliform Rule papers that they failed to address the Nitrification problem when
promulgating the LT2 regulation. Radon, from Portland's secondary lower quality
source, the Columbia South Shore Well Field, which presently vents through the open
reservoirs will not be able to vent adequately with the elimination of open reservoirs.
Radon entering homes via water will permeate homes every time water is used for any
purpose.
The historic character of these resources cannot be replaced. The water system, the park,
the surrounding neighborhoods and the City will be harmed.
On June 21, 2006 Historian, Park Board Member, the former chair of the Tabor "What
goes on Top" committee, Chet Orloff ,wrote to Portland City Council praising them for
reconsidering their earlier decisions on the open reservoirs. He additionally suggested
"greater historical interpretation of the reservoirs with some permanent, on-site exhibit
boards mounted adjacent to them, presenting information and images about the
history of the reservoirs , the story of our great water system.. to " more thoroughly
inform citizens and deepen everyone's pride in, these great assets."The Water Bureau
ignored Chet Orloff's suggestions not wanting to promote the historic resources as the
significant assets to our water system and city that they have been for over 115 years.
DENY THE PERMIT
The Historic Landmark Commission should deny this application as it does not meet the
criteria for approval.
MITIGATION: Approval of any alteration to the open reservoirs, including the
unconsidered options of installation of the floating covers to the grillwork or
installation of UV radiation bulbs, should include a mitigation plan that requires
completion within the next 3 years of the short-term maintenance projects outlined in
the 2010 Robert Dortignacq Washington Park Historic Structures Report
submitted for the record via separate electronic communication. All restoration and
maintenance projects recommended in this Historic Structures Report should be
mandated by the Historic Landmark Commission to be completed over a reasonable
timeframe to suport preservation.

RESOLUTION NO. 36237
Accept final report and recommendations of the Mt. Tabor Open Reservoirs Independent
Review Panel and authorize interim enhanced security measures for City open finished
drinking water reservoirs (Resolution)
WHEREAS,

the Mt. Tabor Open Reservoirs Independent Review Panel has
completed its review of options for addressing the security needs,
pending regulatory requirements and necessary infrastructure
investments for the Mt. Tabor open finished drinking water reservoirs; and

WHEREAS,

the panel unanimously rejected the options of burying water storage
without making park improvements, constructing treatment facilities at the
reservoir outlets, replacing the bulk of the existing water storage at Powell
Butte, and doing nothing; and

WHEREAS,

the panel unanimously rejected the option of doing nothing because it felt
some action is required to ensure water safety; and

WHEREAS,

the panel unanimously recognized that the pending federal Long Term 2
Enhanced Surface Water Treatment Rule (LT2ESWTR) affecting the
structure and operations of open finished drinking water reservoirs has
not been finalized and that there is no assurance of when it will be; and

WHEREAS,

a majority of 8 panel members recommended that the Water Bureau,
working with Portland Parks and Recreation, the Portland Police Bureau
and members of the public develop a risk mitigation plan that addresses
the requirements of the forthcoming Long Term 2 Enhanced Surface
Water Treatment Rule (LT2ESWTR) and is compatible with the character
and uses of the park to be submitted for approval to appropriate state or
federal regulating agency; and

WHEREAS,

a minority of 5 panel members recommended that the City retire
Reservoir 1 from use, place enclosed water storage beneath Reservoir 5
and Reservoir 6 North, restore the surface water features at Reservoir 5
as they currently exist, and restore the remaining surface water features
consistent with the values and design guidelines established in the Mt.
Tabor Master Plan and guiding principles; and

WHEREAS,

the project to place temporary floating covers over the Washington Park
open finished drinking water reservoirs has been placed on hold pending
the completion of the Independent Review Panel process; and

WHEREAS,

safe drinking water and a secure and reliable drinking water system are
essential to the health, safety and economic vitality of Portland and the
surrounding metropolitan region; and

WHEREAS,

two-thirds of the City of Portland gets its drinking water directly from
highly accessible open drinking water reservoirs located in public
parks; and
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WHEREAS,

Portland’s open drinking water reservoirs and surrounding structures hold
significant aesthetic and historic value to park neighbors and visitors; and

WHEREAS,

two separate security vulnerability assessments of the Portland water
system indicate that Portland’s open drinking water reservoirs are among
the most vulnerable points in the water system to contamination both
incidental and intentional.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council accepts the report and
recommendations of the Mt. Tabor Open Reservoirs Independent Review
Panel; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the Water Bureau to
terminate all current contracts for services related to the burial of the Mt.
Tabor open reservoirs; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the Water Bureau to work
with Portland Parks and Recreation, the Police Bureau and members of
the public representing commercial and residential ratepayers, neighbors
and stakeholders, to develop and submit to the appropriate state or
federal regulator agency a risk mitigation proposal for the City’s open
finished drinking water reservoirs after the LT2ESWTR is promulgated in
final form using a process consistent with the City’s adopted Principles of
Good Public Involvement; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that should the risk mitigation plan submitted fail to gain
the regulatory approval of the appropriate state or federal regulatory
agency, the City Council, with full public participation and input, will
evaluate and decide on appropriate alternative actions to meet the
regulatory requirements for open finished drinking water reservoirs in the
LT2ESWTR; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the Water Bureau to develop
and submit to Council, as part of its 2005-06 capital improvement plan, a
schedule for addressing priority deferred maintenance needs at the City’s
open reservoirs until the City achieves compliance with the final
LT2ESWTR through either risk mitigation or alternate means; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the Water Bureau to cease
installation of the temporary floating covers on the Washington Park open
drinking water reservoirs until promulgation of the final LT2ESWTR and
further direction from Council regarding how the City will comply with the
regulatory requirements for the reservoirs at Washington Park; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the Water Bureau
immediately to implement the phase 1 enhanced interim security
measures and deferred maintenance for Portland’s open finished drinking
water reservoirs described in Exhibit “A” attached to this resolution; and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the Water Bureau to follow
all planning and design guidelines related to the reservoir sites and
surrounding parks--including those described in the Mt. Tabor Park
Master Plan, the Public Advisory Committee Guiding Principles, and the
requirements of the listing of the open reservoirs on the National Register
of Historic Places-- utilizing meaningful public process consistent with the
City’s adopted Principles of Good Public Involvement, in future actions
related to the open reservoirs; and
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council directs the Water Bureau to use the
0.5% in FY 2004-05 rate savings associated with the phase 1 enhanced
interim security measures to reduce FY 2005-06 Water rates.

Adopted by the Council, July 28, 2004
GARY BLACKMER
Auditor of the City of Portland
By /S/ Susan Parsons

Commissioner Dan Saltzman
Edward Campbell
July 22, 2004

Deputy
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36237
NAYS

Adam, Hillary
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Adam, Hillary
Thursday, April 02, 2015 2:19 PM
Elliott, Teresa
RE: Save the Reservoirs / Land Use Review number LU 14-249689

Thank you.
I had never received this ‐ the last name is wrong.
Hillary Adam
Bureau of Development Services
p: 503.823.3581

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Elliott, Teresa
Sent: Thursday, April 02, 2015 2:14 PM
To: Adam, Hillary
Subject: RE: Save the Reservoirs / Land Use Review number LU 14‐249689
Hillary ‐ I noticed this email was missing from the list of exhibits for WP type 4
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Mark Wheeler [mailto:mark@rootsrealty.com]
Sent: Tuesday, February 17, 2015 10:51 AM
To: Hillary.Adams@portlandoregon.gov; Wochnick, Lindsay
Subject: Save the Reservoirs / Land Use Review number LU 14‐249689
Hello,
Once again I'm commenting to affirm that I am strongly opposed to any degradation of our perfectly fine, well‐
functioning open reservoirs. Please stop wasting money while making our water less safe and less able to be used in the
event of a large scale emergency such as an earthquake. This whole thing has been an insulting boondogle from the
beginning, a corporate money & resource takeover plan, & a byproduct of 9/11 hysteria.
Friends of Reservoirs is on the right side of history, please follow their recommendations. Thank you.
Mark Wheeler
Mt Tabor
Citizen & Voter

1

