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Public Participation Plan

Introduction

This plan was developed following the PDC Draft Public Participation Manual (July 2005) and in
cooperation with the PDC project manager, project team and Public Participation Manager to
document public participation goals, tools and timeline. This planning process will help to ensure
that the project meets the needs and expectations of the broader community.

Step #1: Project Description

Background/Context:
The Portland Development Commission (PDC) conducted an inventory of the residential
units in the Central City to better understand the overall housing profile in this market
area. The inventory provides information on the amount of housing, the type of housing,
and the affordability of the housing. The previous Central City Housing Inventory was
completed by PDC in April 2002. The 2005 inventory includes information updated
through April 2005.

For the 2005 analysis, “Central City” refers to the Central City Plan Area as defined by
the City of Portland (City Code Section 33.510) as of December 2005. This area is
comprised of the sub-districts generally understood as North Macadam, Downtown,
Goose Hollow, River District, Lower Albina, Lloyd District, and the Central Eastside.
The sub-district boundaries are as defined in the Central City Plan and in most instances
(while they may overlap with) are not the same as the City's urban renewal areas.

Boundary amendments made as a part of the April 1, 2005 (City Ord. No. 179092)
change are not reflected in this report. For future inventories, PDC will work with the
Bureau of Planning to reflect boundary and sub district changes in a manner that allows
for comparison to past inventories and analysis of trends.

In August 2001, City Council adopted a No Net Loss policy for affordable housing in the
Central City which states that either through preservation or replacement, the Central
City will retain at least the current number of housing units affordable to households at or
below 60% Area Median Income (AMI). The inventory provides information to assess
the City’s progress on the Central City No Net Loss policy, as well as other housing
policies established in the Central City Plan, the City’s Comprehensive Plan: Goal 4 and
relevant Urban Renewal Area Plan goals and housing strategies.

2. Strategic Plan (tie in):
1. Foster an open, inclusive, and accountable approach to economic development
and prosperity in the city and region.
i. Retain and develop housing and diverse neighborhoods

City Plans and Policies (tie-in):
Comprehensive Plan (Housing Goal 4)
Central City No Net Loss Policy
Central City Plan/Central Portland Plan
Urban Renewal Plans
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South Park Blocks
Downtown Waterfront

River District and Expansion
North Macadam

Oregon Convention Center
Central Eastside

3. Project Goals
e Conduct a survey and produce an inventory of current residential units in the Central
City to determine the number of housing units, the type of housing and the
affordability of housing for purposes of addressing the City’s No Net Loss policy,
adopted in August 2001.
¢ Improve upon past inventory processes and quality of product to the extent possible
given limited resources.
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Step #2: Assess the Level of Public Concern

Assessment Questions Very low Low Moderat | High | Very High
(1) (2) e (4) (5)
(3)
. What is the level of anticipated | :
controversy, opportunity, conflict or
concern on this or related issues?
2. How significant are the potential impacts |
to the public?
3. How much do the major stakeholders care 2
about this issue?
4. What degree of involvement does the 1
public appear to desire?
5. What is the potential for public impact on 1
the potential decision or project?
6. How significant are the possible benefits 1
of involving the public?
7. How serious are the potential 1
ramifications of NOT involving the
public?
8. What levels of public participation does 1
the Commission and/or directors desire or
expect?
9. What is the possibility that the media will 3
become interested?
10. What is the probable level of difficulty in 1
solving the problems or advancing the
project?
Count number of checks in each 8 1 1
column
Multiply number of checks by the X1 X2 X3 X4 X5
weight
Enter column score 8 2 3
Add total of all five columns 13
Divide total score by number of 1.3
questions
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Step #3: Determine Level of Public Participation

Increasing Level of Public Participation

B

Inform Solicit Input / Involve Collaborate
(1-1.9) Consult (3-3.9) (4-4.9)
(2-2.9)

One-way
communication
between PDC and the
public to provide the
public with balanced
and objective
information to assist
them in understanding
the problems,
alternatives and/or
solutions.

Seek public feedback
on a proposal,
analysis or
alternatives.
Requires a response
from the public, but
limited opportunity
for public dialogue.

Work directly with the
public throughout the
process to ensure that issues
and concerns are
consistently understood and
considered. Includes
elements of public
information and outreach,
but adds a third dimension
of two-way communication.

To collaborate with the
public on some or all
aspects of the decision
including the
development of
alternatives and the
identification of the
preferred solution.

Promise to the Public

We will keep
stakeholders informed

We will keep
stakeholders
informed, listen to
and acknowledge
concerns and provide
feedback on how
public input
influenced the
decision.

We will work with
stakeholders to ensure that
their concerns and issues are
directly reflected in the
alternatives developed and
provide feedback on how
public input influenced the
decision.

We will look to
stakeholders for direct
advice and innovation
in formulating solutions
and incorporate their
advice and
recommendations into
the decisions to the
maximum extent
possible.

Example of Tools to use

v Fact sheets
v Press Releases
v  Web site

v Public Meetings
v Comment Cards
v Surveys

v Workshops

v Design Charrettes

v Citizen Advisory
Committees

v Working Group
v Joint Venture

Step #4: Public Participation Goals

I. Provide stakeholders with information regarding the project and it purpose.

2. Provide stakeholders and the general public with information regarding the results of the

survey.
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