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Dianne Cassidy 
3601 Wren St. 
lake Oswego, OR 97034 
 
 
To:   Planning Commission, City of Lake Oswego 
Date: March 24, 2014 
From: Dianne Cassidy 
Re: Transportation System Plan - testimony for the public hearing  
 
 
Citizen Involvement 
"Adequate human, financial, and informational resources shall be allocated for the citizen 
involvement program. These allocations shall be an integral component of the planning budget. 
The governing body shall be responsible for obtaining and providing these resources."  Oregon 
State Land Use requirements. 
 
The TSP Draft design did not engage the community as required by state law.  There was little 
notice for public events such as the Open Houses, and TAB meetings.   
• Very few people even knew that the TAB was the acting Citizen Advisory Committee for the 

TSP - I don't recall this fact being advertised at all. 
• When at Open Houses, the staff present answered questions but did not do any presentations 

to give the attendees an overview of the transportation system and what they were trying to 
accomplish with the update. 

• Opportunities to comment (other than TAB meetings) were at the Open Houses on 
survey/comment sheets handed out.  Very few of these surveys seems to be turned in. 

• At a Neighborhood Chairs meeting, few (if any) expressed having any contact with the City 
Planning or Engineering staff about plans for their neighborhoods or what the citizens would 
like to see done. 

• Until December, 2013, there were no TAB or TSPAC meeting materials posted online.  There 
were 3 separate locations to search for the few background documents that did exist (We 
Love Lake Oswego website, TAB minutes and agendas, and the Engineering department).  
The TAB section had only minutes that were interesting but not the same as original 
documents and studies.  After doing a Records Request, the Engineering Dept. posted TAB 
meeting documents on the TAB webpage under separate meeting dates rather than listing 
them on one page for easy retrieval.   

• Requests for the Draft TSP prior to its February release date to the TAB were met with the 
response from the Engineering staff that this was a work in progress - it was still "in pieces" 
and with the consultant for assembly.  Until it was ready for the Council, none of it would not 
be released to the public.  This is against Oregon State law regarding Public Records.  It was 
clear that attempts to get information about the TSP were made difficult by staff.  

• The Draft TSP is about 500 (image) pages.  When I requested copies for myself and later for 
a LONAC committee studying the TSP,nI was told it would cost $50 per set ($.25 per page).  It 
appears that the City Manager was concerned about the cost of printing very many TSP 
documents.  I was able to get the TSP printed for $26 per copy at Office Depot.  Considering 
that the TSP is part of the Comp Plan and that the rest of the Comp Plan was made widely 
available to anyone who wanted it in hard copy, this was a stunning turn of events.  Quite a 
few people were hampered by the technology and travel to the library or city hall so they had 
no access to the TSP Draft.  The high cost is another barrier to citizen involvement.  It does 
not cost the city $.25 per page to print documents - and I don't think the State would consider 
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this to be a good reason to charge such a high sum to residents for critical land use 
information. 

 
Develop a plan to get more information into the hands of the public so we can make informed 
decisions and be part of the planning process.   
 
Private Property 
It seems that private property rights are not considered when putting lines on a map for 
pathways.  69% of the transportation projects are bicycle and pedestrian pathways! and many of 
these go across private land rather than stay on the public right of way.  The paths make their 
way between homes, through backyards, through an apartment parking lot past 20 separate 
homes, through business parking lots and driveways ... Wherever the lines looked good.  Before 
putting lines on a map, perhaps local land owners ahold be given notice about what that means 
and what the pathways are for.  The pathway projects are a shock to everyone who hears about 
them, demonstrating little advertising of city plans, and even less buy-in.   
 
Property owners and neighborhoods need to be notified and involved in proposed projects for 
their neighborhood.  The city should get wide support for the projects before they are out on the 
list. 
 
 
Up-Classifying Roads 
Quite a few roads have been proposed for up-classification, even though they do not meet the 
traffic counts needed for the classification.  The section dealing with the classification says the 
city is planning for future growth and traffic demands.  Yet the consultant, Kittelson & 
Associates, said in their July 2013 report that little or no growth is expected in Lake Oswego as 
it is built out.  Only a couple of roads were proposed to be considered for up-classification.  
What is the true reason for up-classifying roads that do not need it other than planning for 
density in areas that are not yet apparent to citizens.  Shouldn't we know the true reason for 
what is suggested in the TSP? 
 
 We need more data and reasons for re-classifying city streets.   
 
 
Regional vs Local Needs and Plans 
The top 10 projects on the Bicycle and Pedestrian Pathway Project list are for regional plans 
and not locally generated needs.   
 
Put local wants and needs ahead of regional plans.  How have local wants and needs been 
determined?  Justify. 
 
Number 11 on the Project list is the Willamette Steps for the Foothills Development.  It appears 
again in the Roadways section with high priority projects that create a new Foothills Rd. pot 
developers' specifications.  Again, put local needs first.   
 
 
 Funding 
Amazingly, the project costs do not include maintenance over time.  This is a requirement for 
most city transportation plans I have looked at.  Construction methods and maintenance costs 
are compared to see what system yields the best value for a project.  What we see here is no 
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where near what the costs will be over time.  We cannot build new until we can take care of 
what we have. 
 
Require maintenance costs to be included for all proposed construction projects.  
 
  



 


