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Members of the Tigard Planning Commission,

My name is Steve Bintliff, a resident of Tigard and member of the citizen group, Tigard First.

I’m speaking in opposition to the A&O Apartments application to build an apartment complex along Oak 
Street near 90th Ave.

We have noted that the developer for the project is listed on the application as the "Othman Group", 
but many of the documents are on OTAK, Inc. letterhead.   We know that the CEO of OTAK, Mr. Othman, 
was on the Tigard Task Force that designed the Washington Square Regional Center Plan.   So it's no 
surprise that he would want to capitalize and profit from his involvement and knowledge of the area by 
pursuing a project here.  

We know that this project is funded by 'wealthy foreign investors' as part of the US Government's EB-5 
Investor Green Card Program.  Congress established the program to attract foreign cash by rewarding 
foreign investors with green cards.  Foreign citizens who invest $1 million in a new businesses organized 
through government-approved regional centers can qualify for U.S. visas.  The Washington Square 
Regional Center is one of these government-approved centers. (Link: http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/print-

edition/2011/12/09/eb-5-to-trigger-millions-for-projects.html?page=3 )

According to the Portland Business Journal, The Othman Group  was launched to help Middle East-based 
clients expand to the U.S.. and help Pacific Northwest clients do business in the Middle East. The firm 
provides strategic positioning, business development, investment advice and community development 
services. It's clients are in Portland, Iraq and the United Arab Emirates."   (link: 
http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/real-estate-daily/2013/02/otak-founder-othman-launches-real.html )

We can be sure that the investors in this project will have no interest in our community whatsoever. This 
project is just a clever way for them to get a green card.  However, they DO expect a high return on their 
investment, and to assure that, they're asking Tigard taxpayers to improve their ROI and cover their risk 
should something go wrong with the property.

We have two main areas of objection:

Wetlands:

By changing the master plan to allow them to take almost half an acre of the wetlands on the site, we, 
the taxpayers of Tigard become responsible for whatever happens.  What could go wrong on land built 
in a floodplain,  to a development built on land we KNOW will flood?   

http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/print-edition/2011/12/09/eb-5-to-trigger-millions-for-projects.html?page=3
http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/print-edition/2011/12/09/eb-5-to-trigger-millions-for-projects.html?page=3
http://www.bizjournals.com/portland/blog/real-estate-daily/2013/02/otak-founder-othman-launches-real.html
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TDC18.775.130 requires that the economic benefits of the project must  justify the loss of the wetlands.  
The Staff report supports the project consuming puts a portion of the wetlands, yet the report does 
nothing to explain what these benefits are to the community.   So we ask: What benefit do the taxpayers 
realize in exchange for this?   By the applicant’s own admission, they never seriously considered other 
alternatives that would leave the wetlands intact.  They claim it would result in higher rents, but they 
never actually put pencil to paper.   Honoring the current wetland boundaries might result in higher 
costs or a lower rate of return for the foreign investors involved, but that’s not a problem for our City 
Staff or for this body to solve, and not a reason to waive or modify the rules for the development.

Parking:

By admission of the applicant and City Staff, the proposed development doesn’t include enough parking. 
If a waiver is granted by this Commission, we believe the residents and their visitors will have to go 
looking for on-street parking, adding to traffic and congestion in the area.   The applicant’s weak 
promise to ‘make information available about rideshare services’ is NOT an effective mitigation of this 
possibility, nor is City Staff’s assertion that there might be future transit and walkability improvements 
available to residents.   Again, the City Staff report doesn’t adequately  justify why a parking exemption 
should be granted.  This body should require the parking spaces as specified by the code.

 

Tigard First strongly urges you to reject the current application, until the project can be resized or 
restructured preserve the current wetland boundaries, and to have the required number of parking 
spaces on – site.  
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