
 

CITY OF LAKE OSWEGO 
Natural Resources Advisory Board Minutes 

 
June 13, 2012 

 
Call to order / Roll call 
Co-chair Kara Warner called the June 13, 2012 meeting of the Natural Resources Advisory 
Board (NRAB) to order at 6:30 p.m. in the Yamhill Room of the West End Building, 4101 Kruse 
Way, Lake Oswego, Oregon. 
Members present: Co-chair Kara Warner; Co-chair Craig Stephens; Benjamin 

Clark, Michelle Buncke (Youth Member); Roger Hennagin; 
Greg McMurray; Heidi Schrimsher; and Todd Van 
Rysselberghe 

Members excused / absent: None 
Council Liaison: Donna Jordan 
Guest(s): Bill Gaar, Planning Commissioner; and Ryan Mottau, MIG 
Staff: Andrea Christenson, Natural Resources Planner; Ryan Stee, 

Park Analyst; and Ivan Anderholm, Assistant Director of Parks 
and Recreation 

 
Announcements from the Board and City Staff 
Ms. Christenson said that the Planning Commission had voted to recommend that the City 
Council not adopt the proposed amendments related to the removal of Resource Conservation 
Districts from isolated tree groves on private property. 
Ms. Christenson said that NRAB had asked the Budget Committee to fund a half-time volunteer 
coordinator position to support invasive species removal in City parks and open spaces.  The 
Budget Committee included $25,000 in the Parks and Recreation Department budget to be 
used to study the feasibility of a potential volunteer program. 
 
Public Comment 
None. 
 
Approval of Minutes 
Co-chair Warner moved to approve the Minutes of February 8, 2012 as amended.  Mr. 
Hennagin seconded the motion and it passed 4-0. 
 
Review of City Council Rolling Agenda 
Not discussed. 
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Comprehensive Plan Update 
Mr. Bill Gaar provided Board members with a revised schedule of the Comprehensive Plan 
update process and a working draft of the Inspiring Spaces and Places goals and policies.  He 
stated that the best place for NRAB to get involved in the process would be when the Healthy 
Ecosystems action area was discussed.  There would be three different places for NRAB to 
provide input on natural resource-related goals and policies – at the Citizen Advisory 
Committee, the Planning Commission, and the City Council levels.  Mr. Gaar explained that 
work on the Healthy Ecosystems action area was scheduled to begin in January 2013.  He also 
stated that there would be a community summit in August and that someone from NRAB should 
participate. 
 
Parks Plan 101 – Overview of Parks Plan 2025 Process 
Mr. Ryan Mottau presented an overview of the Parks Plan 2025 process. He explained that the 
planning process had been broken into four steps: reviewing the existing system; performing an 
analysis of the community needs; plan development; and review and adoption.  He stated that 
there had been a lot of public involvement during the planning process, and the community had 
stated that they want parks to be visually appealing, to enhance health and wellness, and to 
bring the community together.  He explained that people want natural areas close to home; they 
want to experience nature with walking trails, by having play areas for children, and with 
exercise/sports areas. 
Mr. Mottau explained that the four goals of the plan were filling geographic gaps; investing in 
existing parks and facilities; providing recreational options; and enhancing stewardship, 
maintenance, and operations.  These four goals had specific objectives tied to them, and the 
plan included recommendations setting forth a plan of action for how to get there. 
Mr. Mottau announced that there would be a joint meeting the following week to discuss the 
draft plan with PRAB and NRAB.  The plan and the Boards’ recommendation would then be 
presented to the City Council.  Mr. Mottau said that they hoped to have the project completed 
and the plan adopted by the City Council by the end of summer. 
Board members asked Mr. Mottau questions about the plan’s contents, which were tabled until 
the joint meeting the following week.  Board members also asked how periodic updates would 
be processed.  Mr. Mottau said one of the key things that MIG was asked to do was make the 
plan updatable.  He explained that the framework of the plan was good for 15 years; however, 
updates would occur in a five year cycle in order to reprioritize, adjust for new projects, and 
ensure that the document stays up to date.  The current version of the plan included 
recommendations for the first five years. 
Ms. Schrimsher said that at a previous subcommittee meeting it was agreed to change 
“community garden” to “community gardens,” but that the change had not yet been incorporated 
into the plan.  Mr. Mottau said he would make that change.  Another item Ms. Schrimsher 
mentioned was missing from the draft was support of local food systems.  Mr. Mottau believed 
that had been incorporated in another part of the plan and said he would check on it. 
 
Draft Park Asset Management and Disposition Policy 
Mr. Anderholm explained that PRAB had previously requested that a policy be developed to 
guide the potential disposition of properties owned and managed by the Parks and Recreation 
Department.  He had prepared a working draft of a policy based on that request.  He explained 
that the essential parts of the disposition review process were to take an inventory and perform 
a property assessment; break the inventory down into criteria; and determine service delivery.  
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Historical significance and financial considerations would also need to be considered, and 
language had been added to the policy to connect it with the 2025 Parks Plan.  Mr. Anderholm 
stated that he sees this policy as a tool for the City to hold onto property, not as a tool to 
dispose of property. 
Mr. Anderholm explained that the working draft he gave to NRAB members had been reviewed 
by PRAB at their last meeting.  He asked for comments regarding what might be deficient in the 
policy.  He explained that the main purpose of reviewing this document was to look at how 
property is evaluated and determine which essential groups should be involved in the 
disposition process before a recommendation was made to the City Council about a particular 
property.  
Ms. Christenson suggested that the terms “cost effective” and “parks and recreation 
environmental service delivery” be defined in the policy and some examples given.  Mr. 
Anderholm said he would come up with definitions for these terms. 
Co-chair Warner said she would like to see habitat connectivity as well as connectivity from one 
park to another be considered as important aspects of park resources somewhere in the policy.  
She said that NRAB as well as PRAB needed to be notified about potential properties that might 
be disposed of, and that there were other portions of the policy where PRAB is mentioned that 
NRAB should be mentioned as well. 
The Board members thought financial considerations were important and that if a property was 
sold, the dollars should be put towards a new park and recreation facility that is needed.  
Members stated that they wanted to be part of the review process and wanted to see wording in 
the policy stating that they would have the opportunity to review, comment, and make 
recommendations about any piece of property being considered for disposition. 
Mr. Anderholm said his goal was to have another working draft of the policy ready for review 
during the joint PRAB-NRAB meeting the following week.  A final draft of the policy would then 
be prepared for a work session with the City Council. 
 
Review of 2012 Goals and Work Plan 
Due to the lateness of the hour, the Board decided to postpone this item until the July meeting.   
 
Adjournment 
The next meeting was scheduled for July 11, 2012.  There being no other business, Co-chair 
Warner adjourned the meeting at 9 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Andrea Christenson 
Natural Resources Planner 
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