
TO: Parks, Recreation and Natural Resources Advisory Board (PARKS Board) 

FROM: Carol Hartley, Tennis Center Manager and Sports Division Recreation Supervisor 
Parks & Recreation Department 

SUBJECT: Tennis Center Addition Project 

DATE: May 8, 2018 

ACTION 
The Parks Board is asked to review the information in the Tennis Center Addition Project packet, 
and be prepared to discuss the information and provide input during the May 16, 2018 board 
meeting. It is anticipated there will be public comment about this agenda item. 

INTRODUCTION/BACKGROUND 
The Parks & Recreation Department operates the Indoor Tennis Center at 2900 Diane Drive. The 
center, built adjacent to Springbrook Park in 1974, is a four-court facility with an adjoining 
parking lot. It operates seven days per week, 50 weeks per year, from 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 

Please refer to the historical timeline of studies/outcomes and facility improvements listed in 
Attachment A. 
Please refer to the fact sheet provided by Indoor Tennis Center staff in Attachment B. 

DISCUSSION 

Why does Parks & Recreation want to make changes and/or augment the existing location? 
- A new tennis center at a new location is not under consideration at this time, or for the 

foreseeable future. 
- Minimal augmentation is needed to meet basic needs, which have been identified repeatedly 

in surveys and studies dating back to at least 2000. The basic needs include an expanded 
lobby area, viewing area, additional restrooms, ADA accommodations, meeting space, and 
parking. 

- The Tennis Center has raised the per hour court usage rates consistently since the original 
2009 Golf and Tennis study, with the intent of increasing the Tennis Center fund balance for 
facility enhancements, and improving the tennis experience. 



Page 2 of 4 
 

Any design concept that is acted upon must meet the guidelines of the City Charter, Chapter X 
(Attachment C), City Code, the City’s planning process, and Sensitive Lands requirements 
(Attachment D). 
 
If the Parks Board decides to move forward with recommending bond renewal to City Council, 
then the Tennis Center project would be included in the funding proposal.  
 
What Design Options Were Presented to the Public? – Attachment E 
The design concepts in Attachment E, the Basic, Modified 2003, and Court 5+ plan designs were 
presented to the public mid-March through mid-April.   

The Basic Plan:  This plan addresses ADA accessibility, and it provides an expanded lobby and 
a tennis coordinator office.  This plan has the potential to add some parking if we were 
allowed a variance to move the parking lot to the west by 12 feet 

The Modified 2003 Plan:  This plan is a version of a concept that was designed in 2003. The 
primary change that was made was reversing the entrance from the south end to the north 
end of the building. The plan accomplishes everything the Basic Plan does, plus adds 
mezzanine viewing and much needed meeting space. 

The Court 5+ Plan:  This plan incorporates all of the Modified 2003 Plan and adds a 5th court 
on the south end of the building.  This plan expands the parking lot to the south, 
accommodating the cars that are currently parking in fire lanes.  

The Original 2003 Plan:  While the Original 2003 Plan was not specifically presented online 
or in the public meetings, this plan was the basis for the Modified 2003 Plan. The Original 
2003 Plan design shows the entrance on the south end of the building.  

 
The Original 2003 Plan addresses ADA accessibility and incorporates needed and desirable 
areas inside the Tennis Center.  These areas include a larger lobby, viewing space, 
coordinator office, instructor changing room, meeting room, additional bathrooms and 
storage.  The entrance is on the south end of the building.  The parking lot includes ADA 
accessible spaces.  

 
Utilizing the feedback received from the meetings, other written communication, online survey 
results, and additional information from the City’s Planning Department and City Attorney, the 
staff project team believes the Original 2003 Plan concept design is a feasible option. 
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Public outreach efforts.  
- Public Meetings 
o 3/15/18 Uplands Neighborhood Association Meeting, 22 Attendees 
o 3/19/18 General Meeting at Palisades 1:30-3:30 pm, 62 Attendees 
o 3/19/18 General Meeting at Palisades 7:00-9:00 pm, 44 Attendees 
o Proposed 4/19/18 Friends of Springbrook Park Board– Cancelled by FOSBP 

- Public Website Information – Created Tennis Center Addition Project Page with concept drawings, 
meeting dates and locations, FAQs, and link to online survey 

- Survey Monkey Questionnaire survey 3/20/18 through 4/22/18, 323 responses 
- 3/22/18 LODown with link to Survey Monkey 
- Facebook Post 
- Various email blasts  
 
What feedback has been received? – Attachments F, G and H 
- From Comment Cards of Outreach Meeting Attendees – Attachment F 
- From Other Comment Cards/Emails/Letters – Attachment G 
- From Survey Monkey Online Survey – Attachment H 
 
Please Note:  Lake Oswego Parks & Recreation has elected to include names, but not include the personal contact 
information of comment providers who sent letters and emails regarding this project. However, Lake Oswego Parks 
& Recreation does maintain the record of names and contact information provided by responders and is deemed 
part of the public record policy. 
 
What is the general/majority feedback indicating?  
- Friends of Springbrook Park Board and most neighbors support the facility modification to meet ADA 

requirements. 
- Many neighbors would like to see road and traffic improvements leading to and supporting the 

existing facility. It was suggested to add a light on Rainbow Drive and Boones Ferry Road. They are 
opposed to a 5th court and the additional traffic it would bring to their neighborhood. 

- Friends of Springbrook Park and most neighbors do not want any expansion of the tennis center, and 
believe expansion is not allowed due to Chapter X of the City Code relating to Springbrook Park.  

- Neighbors oppose parking expansion because it brings cars and headlights closer to the homes on 
Doris Avenue. It was suggested to build a wall to block the lights from entering neighbor’s homes. It 
was also suggested to reconfigure the existing parking lot. 

- Most tennis patrons prefer additional courts, or a new tennis facility with more courts. 
- Most tennis patrons would be grateful for the addition of the most basic needs (larger lobby, viewing 

area, improved parking, additional restrooms, and a meeting space). 
- Most respondents want to know how much any augmentation would cost, how much of the cost is 

paid from the tennis fund, and how much taxpayer money would be required. 
- The tennis community has been repeatedly approached, asked their opinions, written letters, 

attended meetings, and given their time on committees regarding proposed actions that have never 
occurred. 

- With the loss of the Palisades gym, the pickleball community is requesting indoor play space and 
support a 5th court. 
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For specific feedback, please refer to Attachments F, G, and H. 
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Attachment A – Indoor Tennis Center Historical Timeline 
Attachment B – Staff Report – Indoor Tennis Center Current State 
Attachment C – City Charter Chapter X and Amendment - Springbrook Park  
Attachment D – Tennis Center Sensitive Lands Map and Designation 
Attachment E – Concept Drawings 
Attachment F – Notifications, Results and Comments from Outreach Meetings 
Attachment G – Other Comments Received 
Attachment H – Online Survey Results & Comments 
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Indoor Tennis Center Historical Timeline 

Prepared C. Hartley, Tennis Center Supervisor, April 5, 2018 

• 1974:  Indoor Tennis Center Facility constructed and set up to be paid for with revenue bond based on 
funds generated from tennis operations.  

• 1975: Indoor Tennis Center opens January 13 
o Hourly rate for courts was $2.50. There were restrooms, small lobby, electrical/maintenance room. It 

was unstaffed, entrance was controlled by tokens and a coin box (the box is still outside). There was 
indirect metal-halide lighting.  

• 1978: The City Charter amended to include preservation and building limitations in Springbrook Park. 
The Indoor Tennis Center facility and adjoining parking lot are specifically EXCLUDED in the description 
of Springbrook Park. – Chapter X, Sections 41. Through 46. Amended November 7, 1978. 

• 1990: High level of support within Tennis Center community and for additional court space noted in 
Parks & Recreation Comprehensive Plan.  

• Early 90’s :  Building was re-roofed 
• 1998: Front Area Renovation: 

o Included Lobby remodel that incorporated new office construction and other entry improvements 
• 1999:  All 4 courts resurfaced (green)  
• 2000: Cary Strauch, Tennis Center Expansion Initiative Chief Petitioner provides citizen comment at the 

August 1, 2000 Council Meeting that Lake Oswego population had nearly doubled since 1975 when the 
Tennis Center was built and that there are no showers, no handicapped restrooms, no viewing area 
and 84% pre-booking of courts. 

• 2001:  New fluorescent lighting installed 
• 2001: High level of support within Tennis Center community and for additional court space noted in 

Parks & Recreation comprehensive plan.  
• 2003:  Plans drawn for addition – Original 2003 Plan 
• 2005:  Revenue bonds were retired.  
• 2005:  Front Lobby Remodel 

o Remodel created a partition between the lobby and front desk. Replaced caged front desk area with the 
sliding window and door. 

• 2007:  Community Center Feasibility Study proposed for West End Building site noted Tennis facility 
needs  

• 2009: Courts resurfaced (blue courts) Completed FY 09-10 at $16,642 
• 2009:  The Golf-Tennis Feasibility Study findings and recommendations were presented to the City 

Council in December 2009. The study found large market demand for indoor tennis and called for a 
new 8-10 court indoor tennis facility at one of three potential sites. The study was commissioned in 
June 2009 and employed the consulting services of PBK Architects, Inc., National Golf Foundation, Inc., 
and Tennis Planning Consultants, Inc., as a team of experts to work with the Parks and Recreation 
Advisory Board, a 16-member Golf-Tennis Advisory Committee, City Staff, and interested citizens of 
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Lake Oswego with the goal of developing a facilities recommendation for City Council with respect to 
the long-term feasibility and possible expansions and/or improvements to the existing Golf Complex 
and Indoor Tennis Center. 

• 2010: September 2010, Kim Gilmer and Brian Jackson presented the findings of the Golf/ Tennis Center 
Study to City Council, and specifically addressed the various site options for Tennis Center placement. 
The recommendation from staff and the general consensus of the Council was to target the Rassekh 
property and begin the process for determining costs of placing there. Council voted to initiate the 
Tennis Siting Study.  

• 2012: As part of Parks Plan 2025 Goal 2. Investing in existing parks.   
o Goal 2.6 Relocate and expand the Indoor Tennis Center. Construct a new 8 court indoor 

tennis center facility. 
  The existing tennis center is a four-court facility built in the mid-1970’s. The facility 

has outgrown its capacity to meet the demand for community tennis program and 
activities. Two studies conducted in 2009 and 2010 identified strong market demand 
for indoor tennis in Lake Oswego, and analyzed and recommended the construction 
of a new indoor public facility.” 

• 2012: July – December 2012, Brian Jackson further developed the site study. On 12/18/2012, he and 
Kim Gilmer presented the Concept Planning and Cost Estimate to City Council.  The Council made and 
motion and voted 5/2 to proceed with a traffic study.  12/24/2012 - Kim Gilmer hires DKS Associates to 
conduct the Transportation Impact Analysis for Rassekh. 

• 2013: January 16, 2013 - Kim Gilmer tells PRAB that Stafford Hills has filed an appeal regarding Metro’s 
UGB decision to allow LO to bring Rassekh into the UGB for the Tennis Center build. Kim tells PRAB City 
Council has to decide if they will go to bat for Metro regarding this appeal or not. If not, then Metro 
has to decide if it is going to address the appeal or not. Kim introduces Ivan at this meeting, and Ivan is 
the leader going forward from this point. Kim Gilmer indicates during PRAB update on UGB that she is 
delaying the traffic study until Council makes the decision on intervention. 
January 22, 2013 - City Council has an Executive session to address the appeal filed with Metro by 
Stafford Hills regarding the status of the UGB decision (to bring Rassekh into LO UGB). The Council 
votes 6/1 to intervene on Metro’s behalf. The Stafford Hills appeal was withdrawn. 

• 2014:   
o On January 14, 2014, a fire inspection of the Tennis Center was completed and resulted in several 

violations including working space and clearance, storage items not allowed in working space, access for 
sprinkler riser, and emergency vehicle accessibility in parking area. 

o PRAB minutes from March 19, 2014 - Ivan Anderholm tells PRAB during his Director’s Report that the 
Tennis Center project is on the shelf. He also tells PRAB about adding the 14x16 storage room to the 
West side of the building as a result of a fire inspection and future plans to add another 14x16 room for 
assembly/meeting space. 

• 2015: New 19’ x 13’ Storage Room for equipment added in response to 2014 fire inspection.  New door 
entry system linking to Active Net Tennis Memberships installed. 

• 2016: LED Lighting system for courts installed  
• 2017: Converted entire building to LED lighting  
• 2018: On-line court reservation system launched.  Staff begin the public process of addressing 

augmentation of the Tennis Center to meet the most basic of needs identified in previous plans and 
studies:  Expanded lobby, viewing area, additional restrooms, meeting space, and ADA compliancy. 
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Tel 503.675.2549     PO Box 369     Lake Oswego, OR 97034     www.ci.oswego.or.us 

TO: Parks & Recreation 

FROM: Lisa West, Indoor Tennis Center Coordinator 

SUBJECT: Staff Report, Current Status of Indoor Tennis Center 

DATE: April 16, 2018 

The Indoor Tennis Center offers the following programs: 
• Classes for ages 3-up
• Junior Performance program
• The only Special Olympics tennis program in the Pacific Northwest
• Greater Portland City League play for women
• Men’s night mixers
• USTA league play for adults (ages 18-70+)

We continually adjust the balance of adult, youth, seasonal and league programming to get 
as much use of the four courts as possible while meeting revenue and expense expectations. 

Current State of the Tennis Center 
• The Tennis Center has been well-maintained and is generally in good condition. One of the major

customer complaints is a lack of heat in the court area, and we will rectify this during this year’s 
August maintenance closure. 

• Past tennis studies and customer input have identified the most basic needs as a less congested
lobby area, a viewing area, a gathering space, a staff office, room for storage, more restrooms and
better parking.

Entrance and Lobby 
o The lobby, front desk, and restroom area is about 100 square feet. The lobby fills up quickly

on typical days. It is very difficult to assist counter customers due to the noise and limited 
space. On City League match days, there are two teams of 11 people trying to fit in the 
lobby, along with a table set up for lunch. The players’ tennis bags are on the floor, blocking 
doors, and left on the customer counter, which interferes with office staff helping 
customers.  

o The lobby, front desk, and restroom area are not accessible or up to ADA standards.
o The number of people accessing and egressing through the lobby during class changes

causes a bottleneck and continuous disruption in reception.
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Restrooms and Additional Space: 
o The front desk area is only big enough for one reception person. The full-time tennis

coordinator continually migrates between the front desk, the mechanical room, and the 
storage room for administrative duties.  

o The Tennis Center is known in the greater Portland tennis community as having the best
courts, best lights, and worst amenities. There is no viewing area, so spectators sit on Court
1 or Court 4, which is uncomfortable for spectators and players. Spectators are not able to
have conversations while they watch. The restrooms are single-stall, with no changing area.
There is no place for City League players to eat, except for standing in the lobby or outside.
On cold or rainy days, most visiting City League players sit in their cars until it’s time for
them to play, because it’s a more comfortable option than being packed into the lobby. On
nicer days, they wait outside in the parking lot with their teammates.

Parking: 
o There are no designated ADA spots.
o There are not enough parking spaces to accommodate the number of people using the

Tennis Center. There are 18 parking spaces, and on a City League match day (most Tuesdays
and Wednesdays from September-May), there are typically about 34 cars in the lot, more if
the visiting team is local, like Mountain Park when every player drives instead of carpooling.
Parking violations within the parking lot obstruct emergency vehicle access.  Overflow
parking is on the neighborhood streets.

Activities we are not able to offer: 
• Special Olympics to people in wheelchairs because of ADA requirements. We cannot fit a

wheelchair into the restrooms, and there is no easy way to get a wheelchair into the facility 
• Women’s mixers
• Youth mixers
• “Get to know us” mixers
• Junior Team Tennis Teams
• In-house junior ladders
• Enough courts to meet the demand for hourly reservations
• Enough adult programs to meet the demand
• Drop-in adult classes at a more reasonable hour (currently 8:30-10:00 p.m.)
• Cardio Tennis

All of these programs are missed opportunities for revenue, except Special Olympics. These are 
programs we would like to offer and believe would be successful. 
Additionally, because we don’t have comfortable waiting area/lobby/viewing area, we are missing the 
opportunity to sell beverages to people after they play, or while they watch others play.  
Since 2012, the Tennis Center has expanded programming in the following areas:  

• Added Little Tennis class for 3 and 4-year-olds
• Added two additional courts of classes for juniors on Saturdays (went from one court to two,

and then two to three)
• Added a class to the Jr. Competitive program for ages 7-9

Attachment B
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• Added drop-in classes for adults at the 4.0 level and above. This is all we offer for this level due
to limited court time and their smaller numbers, but they are among the most committed
players at the Tennis Center, and continually ask for more program opportunities.

• Expanded Special Olympics from three courts to four. We also made this program free,
underwritten by the Tennis Center, to remove more barriers to participation. Unfortunately, we
are still not able to accommodate wheelchairs.

Historical Usage Statistics 
Court Utilization* 

Fiscal Year Hours Offered Hours Used Utilization 

2016-17 22,528 17,609 78.16% 
2015-16 22164 17442 78.70% 

2014-15 22400 16328 72.89% 

Activities Held 
Fiscal 
Year 

Activities Held Participants Participant Hours 

Adult 103 607 6,782 
Youth 187 1,217 28,168 

2016-17 Totals 290 1,824 34,950 
Adult 133 567 5,226 
Youth 182 1,151 23,746 

2015-16 Totals 315 1,718 28,972 
Adult 83 329 5,118 
Youth 196 838 26,006 

2014-15 Totals 306 1,791 31,124 

Seasonal Reservations (groups of 4, timeslots ranging from 1 to 1.5 hours) 
Fiscal Year Seasonal Groups Participants/Week Participant Hours 

2016-17 172 688 39,629 
2015-16 175 700 35,000 
2014-15 209 836 22,819 

Leagues 
Fiscal 
Year 

Teams Participants Participant Hours 

2016-17 74 1,033 32,112 
2015-16 68 996 31,272 
2014-15 67 960 30,922 
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CITY CHARTER, CHAPTER X AND 
AMENDMENT – SPRINGBROOK PARK 
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TENNIS CENTER WITH SENSITIVE LANDS 
 

 



This  product  is  for  informational  purposes  only  and  may  not  have  been  prepared  for  or  be  suitable  for  legal,
engineering,  or  surveying  purposes.   Users  of  this  information  should  review,  or  consult,  the  primary  data  and
information sources to ascertain the usability of the information.  This map represents the best data available at  the
time of publication.  While reasonable effort has been made to insure the accuracy of the information shown on  this
page,  the City  of  Lake  Oswego assumes  no  responsibility,  or  liability, for  any  errors,  omissions  or  use  of  this
information.

Tennis Center

0 Feet200.0

11/8/2017

Staff has met with the Planning Department 
and has information about sensitive land 
designations, and will meet the necessary 
code requirements.
The green area around the building is the 
RC (Resource Conservation) area for a 
tree grove. The site contains a Resource 
Conservation (RC) District, Tree Grove 14, 
as well as a Resource Protection (RP) 
District, Stream Corridor 
W-72C (Springbrook Creek).  The exact 
boundary of the RC tree grove has not 
been delineated.  The pre-application 
notes state that the RC District is 
approximately 70 feet from the south side 
of the existing building.
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Lake Oswego 
Indoor 

Tennis Center
A D D I T I O N P R O J E C T

503-635-5550  

2900  Diane  Drive  

Lake  Oswego ,  OR  97035  

tennis@ci .oswego .or .us  

C O N T A C T D E T A I L S

Here’s what you can do to help: 

1. Take the survey and make 

your voice heard. Answer the 

questions, give us your 

comments, and if needed, ask us 

questions, too. 

2. Spread the word. 

Post about the addition on 

social media. We want feedback, 

so encourage your friends and 

family members to take the 

survey too. 

3. Check on the Tennis Addition 

progress. (link below) 

4. Visit the Tennis Center. If you 

aren't familiar with it, take a 

tour and learn about the work 

we do. 

Tennis Center Addition Project 

progress and link to the survey 

can be found here: 

www.ci.oswego.or.us/parksrec/te 

nnis-center-addition-project 

Thank you for your interest in 

the Tennis Center Addition 

Project. We appreciate your 

time and feedback, and look 

forward to seeing you soon at 

the Lake Oswego Indoor Tennis 

Center! 

The ball's in your court

L A K E O SW E G O

P A R K S A N D R E C R E A T I O N
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2003 Plan

No additional court

Adds 2,018 sq ft of support area: 

- Ground level and second level 

viewing area

- Locker rooms 

- Two additional public restrooms 

- Meeting room

- Pro officewith restroom

Adds 10 parking spaces for a total

of 28

Court 5+ Plan

One additional court (6,403 st ft)

Adds 2,018 sq ft of support area: 

- Ground level and second level 

viewing area

- Locker rooms 

- Two additional public restrooms 

- Meeting room

- Pro officewith restroom

Adds 21 parking spaces for a total 

of 39

Basic Plan

No additional court

Adds 1,230 sq ft of support area: 

- Ground level viewing area

- Locker rooms 

- No additional restrooms

Adds 10 parking spaces for a total 

of 28

$450,000 $711,000 $1,820,000

View all plans and project survey at

www.ci.oswego.or.us/parksrec/tennis-center-addition-project
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Attachment F 

              TENNIS CENTER ADDITION PROJECT 
FEEDBACK RESULTS FROM OUTREACH MEETINGS 

MARCH 19, 2018 1:30PM  

Public  Meeting  Feedback on the 3 Concepts Using Dot Method  March 15, 2018 – 1:30pm 

The ratings of 1 (being most desirable) to 3 (being least desirable) were used. 

MARCH 19, 2018 7:00PM 

Public  Meeting  Feedback on the 3 Concepts Using Dot Method  March 15, 2018 –7:00pm 

The ratings of 1 (being most desirable) to 3 (being least desirable) were used. 



March 19, 1:30pm Comment Cards

Comments/Questions Association
Please, Please make something happen on this project. The 
discussoon has been going on for years.  L.O. lags far behind 
our other tennis centers in mearby communities We certainly 
have a need for this + this is self sufficient

TC Customer

Bargaining with neighborhood.  Offer light on Boones Ferry TC Customer

1. Who picks which plan? 2. We'd like to stress the need for
LO to progress to the level of all our surrounding cities 
centers!! 3. A 5th court is a revenue rabbit

TC Customer

At least 9 Pickleball representatives were present . This is 
symptomatic of the problem of the community problem. 
Tennis players will eventually gravitate to Pickleball. Some 
planning needs to include thee older "has been" tennis 
players.  

Pickleball

What is Parks & Rec. doing to address growing need for L.O. 
citizens growing older and needing court spared for 
Pickleballers?

Pickleball

This is a building meeting, but addressing capacity first seems 
important. Building anything additional without programming 
addressed is cart before the horse planning.  I would vote yest 
for a 5th court if Pickleball was added. 

Pickleball

1. Going with a cheaper option may leave funds for replacing
pickleball courts that we are losing.  Picleball is not goind 
away. It is growing and will continue to grow  

Pickleball
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March 19, 7:00pm Comment Cards

Comments/Questions Association
As the Tennis Community is feeling a since of urgency in 
getting this enhancement going would the timeline be the 
same for all three plans? 

TC Customer

I would prefer to have a stepped, raised viewing area along 
court 1 than the viewing mezzanine

TC Customer

I would like to see the viewing area extended along the North 
end of the Tennis Center (off of the office) instead of building 
an upper level

TC Customer 
(City League)

1. Why is there not an ADA option without expanding the
Tennis Center 2. Why is there not a plan to build somewhere 
else? 3. What plans are being made to cover traffic issues if 
expanded? 

TC Customer 
& Neighbor

I like Court 5 plan with the following changes = No 2nd floor 
viewing area, but extend viewing area off office side of 
building instead. Heating & Cooling on the courts to temper 
extreme temperatures

TC Customer

The park is for the whole city to use. All park users have a right 
to come and park here. Please add viewing & parking. More & 
more dog walkers are coming to park & use Springbrook Park. 
They are part of increased Park use here and need to be 
considered.  The neighbors must share the park

TC Customer

1. Can the parking extension to the south be used to the south 
be used with the basic plan rather than placing parking only to 
the West? 2. What are the requirements for a variance? 3. 
When is the signal light proposed for Rainbow and Boones 
Ferry scheduled on the capital plan? 4. What is the carbon 
increase on the environment by the planned tree removal for 
each alternative? 

TC Customer 
(sometimes) 
& Neighbor

1. How many children attend the LOTC everyday? 2.  How can
their safety be assured? 3. What can be done to mitigate light 
pollution by headlights while cars park? (property owners 
right behind the parking) 4. Look up property values of homes 
on Doris Court/Lane adjacent to the park vs across the street. 
(They are less).  Also, look up the values of homes around 
Irvington Tennis center vs LOTC.  They (Irvington) are much 
higher (Zillow) 5. Property owners knew they were buying 
their homes near LOTC! Improving the center will improve 
their home values. 

TC Customer
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March 19, 7:00pm Comment Cards

Comments/Questions Association
Dump It! neighbor

Our small pocket neighborhood has one ingress and one 
egress. Traffic Control? If expansion occurs, how do you justify 
destroying the natural area for asphalt? What about the trees 
and wildlife? What about the negative effect on my property 
value?  My property backs to Springbrook Park . OPPOSED to 
expansion. contact process? 

neighbor 
(home backs 
up to 
springbrook 
park)

I'd suggest "zooming out" a little on the plan options to show 
the neighborhood impact to the residences that border it. As a 
resident, you can't help but wonder about the "creep" of 
potential future needs and how expansion might encroach the 
next time around. 

Neighbor

NO PLAN - somewhere else. Another location. An expansion 
does not meet capacity needs. We already have parking 
problems with people outside the neighborhood using the 
woods, walking their dogs, plus children using that entrance 
for schools

neighbor 
(Doris Ave.)

I vote for Basic Plan with NO parking expansion to the West! 
Only ADA compliant improvements

Neighbor

Send flyers out to the neighborhood to notify of all meetings Neighbor

Move the Tennis Center to another location. Did not vote for 
any option. #1, #2, & #3 stickers on comment card

Neighbor

1. What plans are to beautify the existing ugly steel building?
2. How will the Parks Dept. mitigate the loss of 11-12 mature
Douglas Fir trees as a result of court 5+ option? 3.  How will 
the adjoining property owners be compensated for reduced 
livability enjoyment as a result of parking lot 12' from their 
back yard?  Reduced property values? 4. Why does no option 
eliminate parking proposed toward West? Homeowners may 
be more apt to agree to expansion plans if there were not cars 
shining headlights into to they windows.  5. Why do you say 
that LOTC profit will pay for financing, when in actuality the 
debt service on 1.4mil is about $110,00/yr. and revenue 
would be about $95,000? 6. a tennis player at our table 
mentioned that local players are "embarrassed" to invite 
friends to our TC when coming from "nice" center elsewhere. 
None of the options resolve the 'image' of the dated, too 
small, center

neighbor
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March 19, 7:00pm Comment Cards

Comments/Questions Association
I was a tennis player, but I am 70 and play pickleball .  I have 
to drive to Beaverton Tennis Center to play indoors.  We need 
indoor pickleball  facilities alone or toether w/ Tennis

Pickleball

How much more revenue can we expect from 5th court 
addition? And would it help analyze (?) the improvements and 
loans/debt 

Pickleball

1. Most cities include Pickleball with the tennis center. Why
isn't Lake Oswego considering this approach? 2. Option with 5 
courts preferred. 

Pickleball

Why are accommodations for including Pickleball left out of all 
of these plans?  

Pickleball

Move the Tennis Center to another location. Did not vote for 
any option. #1, #2, & #3 stickers on comment card

No change needed, just make ADA change

Next time include the residents who will be affected, please. 
Please move the center Did not vote for any option. #1, #2, & 
#3 stickers on comment card 

Since any expansion will not solve the need/want of the tennis 
players, why do it? 

Basic Plan Alternative, Handicap access only (no additional 
parking)
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Friends of Springbrook Park is a 501 (c) 3 Organization 
www.springbrookpark.org 

Friends of Springbrook Park 
3360 Fir Ridge Road, Lake Oswego, Oregon 97035 

April 15, 2018 

Lake Oswego Parks Board 
City of Lake Oswego 

Subject: Tennis Center Expansion Position of Friends of Springbrook Park Board 

Dear Parks Board Members: 

All the board members of Friends of Springbrook Park have reviewed the various options 
and plans to make changes to the tennis center which occupies land within the park 
boundaries. We have each voted and unanimously agree to the following. 

1. We do not support the expansion of the current facility to add more courts.

2. We do not support expanding the parking spaces that would result in tearing down
trees and getting closer to neighbors’ properties.

3. We will support basic modifications and upgrades to the facility to make it
compliant with ADA Regulations.

The tennis center facilities are located within Springbrook Park boundaries. The existing 
City Charter created many years ago defines the limits and does not allow for removal of 
trees or building facilities for sports or other activities within Springbrook Park 

This letter is signed in behalf of the Board Members: Doug McKean, Ginny Haines, 
Anne Lider, Eric Lider, Laura Tanz, Tom Bland, Kim Sloat, and Paul Lyons. All board 
members are residents of Lake Oswego and the Uplands neighborhood. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Paul J Lyons 
Board President 
Friends of Springbrook Park 
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From: Peter Engel [mailto:pedroengel1@comcast.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2018 1:02 PM 
To: Balogh, Dina <dbalogh@ci.oswego.or.us> 
Subject: Lake Oswego Tennis Center 
To Whom it May Concern, 
I’ve lived on Doris Ave. for twenty-two years. The tennis center is just beyond my 
back yard(thirtyone and a half feet from the tennis center parking lot curb to my 
property line). 

As for the proposed expansion of the parking lot and another tennis 
court…….I’m NOT IN FAVOR of these plans. We have more than enough traffic 
and noise already. 

There are no sidewalks in this neighborhood………everyone(high school kids, 
very young children riding their bikes and battery-operated cars, dog-walkers, 
and adult exercise-walkers)use these streets. 

The1978 City Charter amendment that was passed by the city voters to preserve 
Springbrook Park(Chapter X of the Charter)…………Doesn’t that prohibit 
expansion of the parking lot and another court ? 

Peter Engel 
pedroengel1@comcast.net
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From: Christine Rossi [mailto:mangoopal12@gmail.com] 
Sent: Wednesday, April 18, 2018 10:31 PM 
To: Balogh, Dina <dbalogh@ci.oswego.or.us> 
Subject: Lake Oswego Charter, approved and signed, 12/05/78, Preserving Springbrook Park & 
Limiting Development 
Text excerpts copied off copy of recorded document: 
CHAPTER X PARK DEVELOPMENT LIMITATION 
The purpose of this Charter is to preserve Springbrook Park as natural areas for the enjoyment 
of all residents of and visitors to Lake Oswego. This Charter shall be interpreted liberal to 
achieve this purpose. 

Definitions as used in Chapter: Springbrook Park means the park land by the city of Lake 
Oswego, (52 acres, more or less, to the south Country Club Road, to the West and North of 
Wembly Park Road, and to the East of Boones Ferry Road). The term "Springbrook Park" 
does not include the City of Lake Oswego existing indoor tennis facility and adjoining parking 
lot, 

"Athletic Facility" means any area, field or building which is graded, leveled, constructed or 
equipped for use in sports or athletics. Fields for baseball, soccer or football and courts of 
tennis are examples of Athletic Facilities. 

Limitations on Development 
The City of Lake Oswego shall insure that all development within Springbrook Park is 
consistent with the preservation of Springbrook Park as a natural area available for public 
enjoyment. 

The City of Lake Oswego shall not construct or develop (or allow any person to construct or 
develop) any Athletic Facility or any parking lot, road or trail for motorized vehicles within 
Springbrook Park. The City of Lake Oswego shall not cut (or allow any person to cut) any 
trees in Springbrook Park for the purpose of facilitating the construction or development of 
any Athletic Facility or any parking lot, road, or trail for motorized vehicle. 

I AM NOT IN FAVOR OF ANY EXPANSION. This charter appears to have exempted the 
Indoor Tennis Facility and its parking lot from the definition of Springbrook Park. It appears 
to prohibit any expansion or development of Athletic Facility or parking area and not allowing 
tree removal in order to satisfy those means. So, in simple terms, the tennis center building 
and parking lot footprint are completely surrounded by a protected forest. 

As a homeowner in Rainbow Terrace and property owner that backs to the forest, this has 
been a very troubling and biased proposal by the city. Why are we having this conversation? If 
the desire for feedback is genuine, present the facts in a neutral way. 

No to more traffic, noise, pollution and intrusion in our little pocket neighborhood. Our 
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neighborhood was never designed to accommodate this commercial use. We have one ingress 
and egress. Diane Drive is curvy, hilly and narrow. The tennis community, at large, are not 
"good neighbors" They drive too fast and fail to stop at the tennis center exit nor the four-way 
stop. Then we all have to deal with pulling onto a four lane highway, commonly known as 
Boones Ferry Road. All dangerous scenarios. 

The City of Lake Oswego Parks & Recreation should serve all the public, not a select few in 
our community. Let us not chip away on our preserved and protected green spaces that enrich 
all of our lives. Thank you for the opportunity to voice my opinion. 

Sincerely, 
Christine Rossi 
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82.66% 267

17.34% 56

Q1 Do you, or do members of your family, use the Lake Oswego Indoor
Tennis Center?

Answered: 323 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 323

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No
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Tennis Center Addition Project Survey



72.76% 235

27.24% 88

Q2 Do you reside within the Lake Oswego city limits?
Answered: 323 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 323

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No
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26.93% 87

73.07% 236

Q3 Did you attend an informational meeting about the Tennis Center
Addition Project on March 19?

Answered: 323 Skipped: 0

TOTAL 323

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No
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Q4 Please rank the three design concepts being considered for
expanding the Tennis Center, in order of preference, "1" being most
preferred, "3" being least preferred. (NOTE this question no longer

requires an answer, in response to community feedback.) *Disclosure:
Prior to 4:15 p.m. on March 20, 2018, the drawing for the Modified 2003

plan did not include the parking lot reconfiguration. This has been
updated and the drawing is now correct.For reference, view the concept
drawings: Basic Plan  |  Modified 2003 Plan With Parking*  |   Court 5+

Plan
Answered: 304 Skipped: 19

16.25%
45

13.72%
38

70.04%
194 277 1.46

9.25%
26

82.56%
232

8.19%
23 281 2.01

75.85%
223

3.06%
9

21.09%
62 294 2.55

Basic Plan

Modified 2003

Court 5 Plus
Plan

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

1 2 3 TOTAL SCORE

Basic Plan

Modified 2003

Court 5 Plus Plan
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32.20% 104

64.71% 209

55.73% 180

8.36% 27

10.53% 34

30.96% 100

42.11% 136

13.93% 45

Q5 From the three design concepts, in addition to the ADA requirements,
please identify the features most important to you (choose up to 3).

Answered: 323 Skipped: 0

Total Respondents: 323

Additional
parking

Additional
court

Viewing area

Meeting room

Locker rooms

Additional
restrooms

Expanded
lobby/waitin...

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Additional parking

Additional court

Viewing area

Meeting room

Locker rooms

Additional restrooms

Expanded lobby/waiting area

Other (please specify)
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82.97% 263

17.03% 54

Q6 Would you support a parks bond renewal if it included funding to
upgrade the Tennis Center?

Answered: 317 Skipped: 6

TOTAL 317

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No
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Q7 Additional comments
Answered: 148 Skipped: 175

7 / 10

Tennis Center Addition Project Survey

Please Refer to TCA Survey Comments Listed 
After Question 10. 
Comments are Cateogrized By Amenities, 
Expansion of Courts, Pickleball, Bond/
Financing and NO CHANGE/OTHER 
ALTERNATIVES.



30.56% 88

69.44% 200

Q8 Would you like us to contact you about the Tennis Center Addition
Project?

Answered: 288 Skipped: 35

TOTAL 288

Yes

No

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No

8 / 10

Tennis Center Addition Project Survey



97.92% 94

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

95.83% 92

80.21% 77

Q9 If you would like us to contact you, please provide your name and
contact information.

Answered: 96 Skipped: 227

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Name

Company

Address

Address 2

City/Town

State/Province

ZIP/Postal Code

Country

Email Address

Phone Number
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0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

0.00% 0

100.00% 122

0.00% 0

Q10 To receive updates via the Tennis Center newsletter, please provide
your email address.

Answered: 122 Skipped: 201

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Name

Company

Address

Address 2

City/Town

State/Province

ZIP/Postal Code

Country

Email Address

Phone Number
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Comments About Amenities (Viewing Area, Parking, Restrooms, Lobby)
Forgot add to my survey already completed that I would like to see the viewing plans extended. Family, friend, 
team friendly is important. 
Much needed improvements- no viewing area now and no place for lunches during city league.  You need a 
meeting area and extra court would be great.                    
played there for 14 years and it has become an important part of my life. I’ve made so many friends there and 
been part of City League and USTA leagues. The tennis center is a vibrant, money generating, facility who’s time 
has come for an update to serve the community going forward.  120+ women play City League tennis and it’s a 
requirement to serve lunch at our matches. I’ve played at almost every club in the city, both public and private, 
and no one else has to serve lunch in between two restrooms. All other clubs also have viewing rooms so that 
you don’t have to sit just a few feet from an active court. All of my three children have also grown up taking 
lessons at the tennis center so I’ve experienced the difficulty in managing younger siblings while trying to watch 
the lessons on court.
This upgrade is sorely needed!
Suggest expanded viewing area back from new office /lobby toward park area   no need for upper viewing area 
Have played in many USTA events at LO. The courts are great but lack of other facilities is a real negative. 
In addition to my preferences above, there needs to be additional parking spaces added. From meetings 
w/neighbors, could not really get a read on what is more important: Set-back or street Parking, as setback only 
affects most adjacent neighbors...; Also, I believe that expanded lobby should extend the entire length of court 
#1, not just in the corner.
I have been playing at LOTC for 25 years.  It has been an important community builder and As the tennis 
community has grown over the years, the Tennis Center needs to grow with the growing tennis population.  
Especially since LOTC is a profit center.  

If the city is going to have a tennis center then it needs to be functional and safe.  Having to cram people and 
food into the tiny lobby on match days is not safe or effective.  Having to watch the matches by literally sitting 
on benches on the court is unacceptable.  Parents of young children not being able to come into the facility to 
watch older siblings taking a lesson is not acceptable.  Not having enough room for emergency vehicles to get 
into the parking lot becaus the park lot lot is not adequate is not acceptable.  This is the time to FINALLY make 
some necessary improvements to a 40 year old facility.
I play at LO for City League. For years...the center, as it is, is highly inadequate! No viewing area and inadequate 
bathroom area!  The parking is too limited, as well. 
I don't live in Lake O but play with USTA at the LOTC facility many times. It is very inadequate as there is limited
parking, no viewing area, only one restroom with no changing area/locker room and not insulated so literally 
freezing in winter and very hot in the summer.
any and all improvements will greatly be appreciated!   guest player

If any board member visited another tennis center in the area they would see how behind our facility is. 
Although the staff is fantastic we are in dire need of an update.
Just having additional waiting area will be a huge improvement instead of huddling in the entry way for the next 
group of league matches to commence..
We have some of our city league and USTA matches here. An upgrade will be SO welcome!!!
We need more tennis courts.
This has been needed for a very long time.  It be a viable center it needs these improvements and can also bring 
Don’t think any changes are required except better heating system for the courts 
A viewing area that is alongside court 1 instead of in the corner would be better.
Tennis has had a capacity issue for many years and the current center is sub par.



I come as a visitor during city league matches and it’s always stressful wondering if there will be available parking 
in time for match play. I always arrive at least 30-40 minutes before matches to allow for parking constraints. 
I would like to see the viewing area at the end of court #1, not at a diagonal as it is in the plans now.  This space 
would need to be large enough to put out the food at City League matches.
A viewing area that also has space for teams to potluck is important (so; space for a table and allowing food
there). We also strongly prefer the viewing area to be at the end of Court 1 looking down through all the court 
space.  Thanks 
The viewing area proposed for Plan #3 does not appear to be sufficient for viewing 5 courts especially with at 
least 12-20 people viewing matches EVERY Tuesday and Wednesday from September to June. More viewing is 
much more necessary than a meeting room or staff restroom.. What a waste of $$ and space for a minimum 
number of employees. Come on. Be practical and use common sense.  

LO desperately needs a bigger lobby, more convenient viewing areas and extra restrooms. Of course locker 
rooms would be ideal.  Parking is also an issue.
As a visiting city league player we often have to wait in our car in freezing weather just to sit down until a court is 
available... we all hate coming there... even though we enjoy the competition 

When playing at Lake Oswego as a visiting team member,  additional viewing that is NOT on the court would be 
preferable. In the winter and even this April, it was SO cold watching from on the court, teeth were chattering 
and fingers were numb. Please provide viewing from an area NOT on the court.

 I play city league tennis at the LO Tennis Center and find the facility terribly inadequate.  
we don't need a locker room

League tennis is very difficult at this location because there is no meeting area, and no viewing.  
My wife has played for several years at the Tennis Center.  She tells me it is great, but the lack of meeting space 
is very frustrating.
We have the worst public tennis center in all of the Portland area!!!  When people come to visit from other clubs 
they are astounded that Lake Oswego, a very affluent City, has the worst tennis center of all!!  We need to 
upgrade as soon as possible!! Our tennis center is self-sustaining while the LO City Golf Club loses money every 
year!!  Thank you!!

Current courts are great. but support space is sadly lacking. At the very least need more parking and need a 
meeting space/area for parents of kids taking lesson and team competitors watching. 
It would be great if the upper viewing area was not built in favor of an extension of the lobby addition to include
a larger viewing area on the ground floor.  Also, it would be nice to see some type of opaque fence to ensure 
that the neighbors would not have to deal with headlight glare from the parking lot.  Finally, please consider 
street enhancements on Diane Drive to include speed bumps and other features to ensure that people slow 
down on that street.  I do not live in that neighborhood, but I understand the importance of being a good 
neighbor.
LOTC is a little jewel in the rough. It is run well & in a friendly manner. It has wonderful, professional coaches 
with integrity. This is the place where kids can be safe and engaged in learning a life-time sport. This is the place 
where friendships flourish among generations & genders.  However, LOTC currently is the least equipped facility 
of the kind. Other park & rec tennis facilities have incredible facilities and viewing areas and meeting rooms. 
They have heat! They have AC. Improving LOTC would benefit the kid and adult athletes alike; encourage quality 
staff and coach retention; attract quality players, and improve the image of neighborhood by being state of the 
art facility. 

This tennis center has paid for itself over and over again and has shown its importance to the city as a 
community center/for special Olympics/USTA and city league matches,youth tennis: The time has come!!



The demand is high. This community needs these changes
I feel like the viewing area is too small and looks like it'd be very hard to watch some matches.

As a young mom, there is no way for me to be able to watch and monitor my 5 yr old taking tennis lessons.  I 
have a 2 yr old son who comes along and he is unable to come into the facility due to liability.  If there were a 
viewing room it would help tremendously.  In the meantime, I’ve been feeling uncomfortable leaving my 5 yr old 
and unable to watch how he plays and how he is doing.  My 2 yr old and I have to go sit in the car since it’s 
typically raining. 
Heat please

Remodel the entire center. LOTC vompetes with Mountain Park, Stafford and Tualatin Hills that are near by. 
There should be 8 courts. Use an sbandon school yo build new. Outsource a snavk shop and generate revrnue.  
Adults eould like to take pricate lessons and clinics for 4.0+ players during weeknights before 8:30pm,  this is too 
late. Im consideting joining a club to accomidate a better clinic/kesson schedule for a full time working adult.

It is hard to believe there is no monies to improve a very well used tennis center. I have played at LOTC since 
1992. Have endured the extreme cold, used the men’s room, listened to negative comments from other clubs 
and parked in the yellow area most of the time. And I really appreciate your desire for change!!

This is overdue. Please make it happen.
Viewing area as drawn  way too small.  On Stenio’s match days there are and will be 15-20 people wanting
to,watch.  can we expand down  the north side to end of building for viewing area and delete the upper viewing 
area.
Locker rooms and a viewing area would mean not having to apologize to our competitors for our facility during 
USTA matches
You may want to include the concept option number (I.e. Option 1,2 and 3) when you reference the different 
plans in the survey question above.

Would love to have the viewing area extended along the entire side of the building so you could see all the 
courts.  Would give up the 2nd story viewing area to extend the lower area along the outside wall.
This expansion of the tennis center is long overdue. The tennis center needs a larger lobby. Our center needs a 
viewing area where parents can watch their kids lessons; city league teams can watch matches and host 
luncheons; and friends can gather to watch usta matches. On any given day the parking lot is full and overflows 
out to the road. Tennis is an active sport for 4 year olds to 94 year olds. It continues to grow in Lake Oswego and 
we need more courts and a better social area to host events!!
Modified 2003 plan provides necessary improvements.  A 5th court would be very nice, but wouldn't want to 
hold up the Modified 2003 plan waiting for funding.  Assuming that the Modified 2003 plan can be funded with 
existing tennis center funds.

This project is long overdue. Eating near bathroooms is unacceptable.

I would really like to see the viewing area extend the entire length of the court. I play regularly at the courts and 
would love some great viewing.
Would like to see the viewing areas extend the whole length of the courts
It would be great to have viewing area extend all the way down the courts. 

The tennis center is SOO well utilized, but it is currently difficult to get court times or lessons.  Additional courts 
are necessary, as is an expanded lobby and viewing area to make it a fully functional tennis facility.
It really needs a viewing area and a place to serve lunch that isn't right outside the restrooms
I think it would open up opportunities for more tournaments and really be exciting for the community.
Adding heat would be great!



Comments About Expansion of Courts
Spreading its cost to option 3 at $1.8M all residents of the city will have minimal economic impact. But option 3 
will provide significant benefits for many individuals who do not want to be members of private clubs and for 
 I’ve also tried to reserve court and nothing is available other than early morning or late in the evening. While I
can understand the frustration of the neighborhood residents in having traffic on the street leading to the center 
(less than 15 houses really effected), I have never heard of anyone getting a ticket or having an accident on the 
street. I rarely even see anyone out on the street at all. If they have issues with speeding cars it seems like a 
police matter or maybe speed bumps could be installed. I don’t think a few extra cars using a public street should 
be enough to deter improvement to a facility that serves so many residents of Lake Oswego. It’s time. Please 
understand that the tennis center is an important resource and that the players who use the facility feel 
passionate about ensuring that this project come to fruition.
We need an additional court, which includes some more parking.
There Are kids that don't have access to tennis unless public facilities provide it.  Tennis is pay for your play 
unlike many other sports
Another court would allow for more access. I would like to be able to watch my children take lessons and my 
wife play from a viewing area.
The tennis center runs at full capacity most of the time and makes money for the City. it is a lifetime sport!
I support an additional court, enhanced tennis center.  But I hope there are other design options for the 
entryway.  I would love to see the entryway in a more central location.  We get a lot of ice on the pavement  
throughout the winter due to faulty (or full) gutters, runoff, cold night temperatures. Please reconfigure the 
entryway so that it is in a central location to the parking area.   
If there's a desire to expand the tennis center to the degree shown in the Basic and Court 5 plus plans, a more 
suitable location should be found.  Traffic and TC users speeding down Diane Dr is already problematic.  The 
additional parking will clearly have a significant negative effect on home values (with cars pulling in and out until 
10pm with headlights facing into backyards, and the associated noise).  We live on Diane Dr., and are strongly 
opposed to any expansion that will increase traffic on narrow residential streets with no sidewalks.  (Will street 
parking on Diane be restricted to facilitate traffic flow?  It's already problematic when the tennis center cars 
start streaming down Diane.)  We currently feel a speed bump is needed on Diane; and a traffic light at Rainbow 
and Boones Ferry is becoming necessary as well (particularly with little apparent enforcement of speed limits on 
this stretch of Boones Ferry) - These will absolutely necessary if any traffic expansion takes place.  
Would have preferred a ten court Rassekh tennis center but that was shelved for unknown reason
One court will NOT be enough. This discussion has been going on for years.  Time to add more (than one) 

Give equal priority to the city's outdoor courts, for example the two courts at Westlake Park.    The courts have 
cracks and are not adequately maintained.  When the temperature is below freezing, the cracks expand and 
make the courts less usable year-round.
An additional playing court would be by far the most important benefit of a tennis center renovation.
We need more courts! We need more heat! Can we turn an old elementary school into more courts?
the expansion is needed and would pay for itself over time!
It would be so great to have another court. It is so hard to get court time in LO.

Courts are always full and parking lot is overflowing 
Additonal court is high priority. I understand concern of neighbors about parking expanded closer to their
property line. Would like to know if the affected properties currently have screening or fencing or if they would 
need to add that if parking is expanded. 
Adding a 5th court will bring in revenue to help pay for enlarging the tennis center but the present site clearly 
restricts what truly needs to be built. 



I don't think 1 additional court is enough. I am unsure why all of the other improvements are needed or being 
considered before adding an additional court. I have three members of my family that take lessons there and I 
am frequently unable to book any time to play outside of this due to the courts being fully booked all 
afternoon/evenings and weekends. This is mostly due to lessons in the afternoons/evenings/Saturdays and 
tournaments on Sundays. I love the lessons but I have considered membership at a local club in order to be able 
to book a court outside of lessons.  One extra court is the minimum needed, but not the total.  I think more than 
one court is required to fill this void.  The tennis center could attract more people if there was a larger facility 
with possibly more classes and a lot more free courts available to rent.  On top of the need for more courts, I 
hope the proposed improvements address the HVAC issues. The courts get extremely cold in the winter and 
extremely hot in the summer (I had a lesson cancelled during a high 90's day last summer because it may have 
been hotter inside the tennis center than outside). There doesn't seem to be a person consistently in the office, 
except during regular work hours during the week so I am not sure of the need for more office and meeting 
space. The bathrooms could use updating but beyond that I think the general improvements may be taking up 
funds better spent on extra courts.

At the March 19 meeting I spoke to some of the neighbors who said their main concern was the additional 
parking and the lack of traffic controls. I've always found parking even during times when the courts were in high 
demand. Sometimes it was on the curb in front of the facility but I'm OK with that. IMO the Court 5 plan without 
expanded parking but with a traffic signal at Boones Ferry + traffic signs and/or speed bumps in the residential 
area would be a good compromise.
Ive heard the Rainbow neighbors complain about more cars if a court is added, but only an avg of 4 people per 
1.5 hours would be driving in/out.  I don't think this is a huge deal.  I too live on a street that was not designed 
for heavy traffic but due to more homes being built one street over we have become a cut-thru.  Not a big deal.  
I think the Rainbow ppl need to get over this issue since they already knew this building existed when they 
bought their house.  

Comments About Pickleball
I live o/s the city limits, but was asked to do survey. I played regularly at palisades School as member of LOPC.
Add pickleball - year-round.  You'll make a ton of dough!
We need a venue for pickleball courts
Pickleball is a fast growing sport and we need an indoor facility for winter play.
Accommodating pickleball is first priority to support senior and family activities. Lake Oswego doesn’t have a 
community center similar to Newport and Lincoln City which both support indoor pickleball play. Lake Oswego 
should provide similar if not superior community support services and this addition would go a long way in 
achieving that support. 
Please add pickeball
City needs more pickle ball indoor courts. We can share with tennis players like at George Rogers  
Would like an option for Pickleball play
Pickleball is vitally important in the Lake Oswego area.  There is a heavy demand for it and would like to see it 

Pickleball serves older residents well. With limited court space they can provide space for 8-12 players versus 4 
on a tennis court. Both should be able to coexist

Pickleball should be included in any plans for an expansion. The LO Pickleball club has over 200 members and we 
need a venue to play indoor pickleball.



There is a large demand for Pickleball in LO that is not being met. The city has to find a way to accommodate 
Pickleball during inclement weather and multi-use of the tennis center on all and additional courts would help 
fulfill that need. This can be accomplished with current facilities by adding new lines and by adding another 
court. The current use of the tennis club needs to be reanalyzed to determine how much of the usage is by 
actual city residents.

Indoor Pickleball  
I am a tennis and pickleball player.  Pickleball is really taking off in LO.  I would like to see the tennis courts used 
for pickleball as well.  

Comments About Bond/Finances
Need to read the details of bond
support of a bond only on 5 courts and the inclusion of pickle ball play. support of pickle ball is needed in this 
community - not only tennis. Current PB sites are over capacity and the city is losing a key facility that was 
available for PB play.
Please note, I will NOT support any form of a parks bond renewal if it does NOT include upgrading the Tennis
Center. Many of us have supported just about everything Council and the School District has asked of us, its our 
turn for support.

I would only support the bond if the Tennis Center includes Pickleball or if there is another venue for Pickleball.  
Since I don't play tennis, if Pickleball is not included I would not support the bond.
It appears that the cost of the 3rd option to add one court is about $1million above the cost of the 2nd option. 

The Tennis Center easily supports itself and does not lose money. Investing in the center is good for the 
community as tennis is a life long sport and can be enjoyed by all.

All these extra taxes are pricing poeople out of the neighborhood .
Our taxes already went up 1k last year. We are trying to have our first child and it is making it unaffordable to
live here.

I am not a resident. But i would vote for a bond if money earned by center went to pay off bond. No tax $ used.    

I'd support a parks bond renewal regardless, but would love to see some of it go to upgrading the Tennis Center.

Would support a parks bond in general, but believe that tennis needs can also be met outside the city and most 
residents don't use it as much as other parks/facilities.
I would support a bond issue only if it meant fixing the true problem and building a new 8 court facility in 
We would support bond renewal if it included pickleball play at Tennis Center. If not we would campaign against 

You mention a parks bond which implies you're thinking beyond just the Indoor Tennis.  If you're talking Tennis 
in general, I think you'll get better bang-for-the-buck improving existing outdoor courts.  In other words more 
hours of court-time for dollar spent.  Plus, the outdoor courts need better maintenance - some are simply 
dangerous that I'd think are a litigation liability to the city. 

There are so many park projects that are a higher priority for me. The tennis center should use the money it has 
accrued for the renovation. No other city money should be spent.
How about funding for a pool?   
would be needed.
Stop spending money
I do not want any of my tax dollars going to tennis. I want to support a pool for our community. 



money needs to be spent in other areas in the community...SCHOOLS!!
I would support a bond if it were to relocate the center.  
Bond support also contingent on total dollar amount and other proposed uses of proceeds. 
question 6 it would depend on amount of bond

Comments About Desiring NO CHANGES or OTHER ALTERNATIVES

I attended meetings on March 20 & 21.  I am NOT in favor of any of the plans.  I'd like to see the tennis center 
moved elsewhere.  We've enough noise and traffic in this neighborhood.
No expansion or encroachment into Springbrook given city charter.  
I can't vote for any of the three alternatives.  It us clear the fundamental need is more courts, and adding one 
court to a site that is already too small to accommodate current needs is an irresponsible and short sighted use 
of over a million dollars.  The City had an appropriate plan several years ago to build a new facility off Stafford 
road which added the needed courts and far better addressed the other needs for the tennis facility.  The money 
should go towards this new facility, and not to a politically easy, but short sighted, band aid at the current 
facility.

The city sold off a PNA parcel in my neighborhood without adequate consideration of future needs and promised 
the money for park improvements in this neighborhood. Now the money is going elsewhere. The whole process 
smells and the benefits all seem to be going to neighborhoods that have the highest incomes, lowest population 
densities and greatest influence over the city council. The process is unfair, particularly in light of increasing 
urbanization here on the far west side around the Lake Grove area and Waluga neighborhood.

I am worried for my dear neighbors, the impact this is going to have them, especially the house that is going to 
be build on the corner of the Doris Ave,   
I would like to see the tennis center moved to a better location. Trying to expand in this small space is not a 
good idea for the long run. There needs to be more space to have a larger center.
The facility is old.  The addition absolutely will incur unforeseen costs.  It is also insufficient to satisfy the demand 
for indoor courts in the area.  The feasibility study commissioned by the city in 2009 concluded a new eight court 
center would generate enough revenue to pay its bond and maintain a large cash reserve.  Even given a new 
facility the demand for indoor courts would not be met.  Build a new facility, keep the current for hourly court 
usage only.  

None of the plans is workable.  The City paid a lot of money for a knowledgeable person to come from Houston, 
TX, to do a Feasibility Study of the Tennis and Golf facilities in Lake Oswego.  He found that enlarging the current 
tennis center would not be possible.  This is what he said in his report to the City Council:    "The facility is 
located adjacent to Springbrook Park, and the City's Charter prohibits any facility development in the park.  
Attempts have been unsuccessfully made to change the City's Charter.  Therefore, alternative locations must be 
considered to build an expanded tennis center."    Adding a fifth court would be a bandaid approach to the 
problem.  It would not solve the needs of the L.O. area.    If you have not seen the report Jack Kamrath did for 
the City in 2009, you should read it before making any decisions.  It was a thorough study, and would be a waste 
of taxpayers' money to discard it and do something different.
I would if it moved it over by other parks and sports fields where it had safer access



Your meeting and this survey is biased and glosses over the fact anything beyond the existing footprint would be 
encroaching on protected Springbrook Park. Rainbow Terrace cannot safely handle more traffic. The site is 
inappropriate for more development and the negative impact of noise, pollution, loss of forest and privacy is 
unwelcome.. I am extremely opposed to any expansion.The limited use for only tennis players is not good use of 
our tax dollars. A center for multi-use in a commercial zone may serve more citizens of Lake Oswego. The park is 
for everyone.

I am concerned that for the present location even the largest plan would not address the "capacity" problem; 
especially if pickle ball is included in the user population. The city should strongly consider a different site where 
the facility can be built large enough to meet the demand.
I live in the neighborhood and do not want additions. Please move this monstrosity from our neighborhood

As stated by P & R, the community has outgrown this tennis center.  It would make more sense to have it at the 
golf course with a 9 hole course there, too.
Courts available all over   No need for any upgrade 
The tennis center has outgrown its space. Any addition to the center would not fix the fact that it's just not big 
enough.
This web page and survey, and the utter lack of transparency and commmunication (to the residents of 
RainbownTerrace) make it clear that there is little concern for the safety and well-being of the surrounding 
neighborhood.  We should be making efforts to mitigate the negative impacts of the tennis center in this 
location - not expanding it to make the situation even worse that it already is.  If the tennis center has to stay 
where it is: make it ADA compliant, add 4-5 parking spaces by removing the center divider (and not adding 
another row of spaces).  Then, build a new expanded tennis center with the desired 6-8 courts in a proper 
location when the city and users are willing to pay for it.  Finally, there’s no “none” option or one that only 
addresses ADA compliance and changes to the lobby.  And the “modified 2003 plan” in this survey (that indicates 
no parking expansion) differs significantly from the version shared at the 3/19 meeting, which adds a row of 
parking affecting the adjacent homes.  
Any option must not include new parking to the west. This parking enhancement negativity effects livability of 
homes adjacent to the center.  The neighborhood will vigorously oppose any plan that impacts neighborhood 
homes to this degree.  I was forced to pick one of the plans above, but do not choose any of them as long as 
westward parking extension is specified. 
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