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Council President Gudman called the regular City Council meeting to order at 6:30 p.m. on 
July 14, 2014 in the City Council Chambers, 380 A Avenue.  

Present: Council President Gudman; Councilors Bowerman, Gustafson, Hughes, 
Jordan, and O’Neill 

Excused:   Mayor Studebaker 

Staff Present: Scott Lazenby, City Manager; David Powell, City Attorney; Catherine 
Schneider, City Recorder; Paul Espe, Associate Planner; Scot Siegel, 
Planning and Building Services Director; Ed Wilson, Fire Chief; Ursula Euler, 
Finance Director 

Others Present:  Laura Walker, chair, Riverdale Fire District Board 

  

Council President Gudman led the Council in the Pledge of Allegiance. 

2. CONSENT AGENDA 

Councilor Jordan moved the Consent Agenda. Councilor Bowerman seconded the motion. 

A voice vote was taken, and the motion passed with Council President Gudman and 
Councilors Bowerman, Gustafson, Hughes, Jordan, and O’Neill voting ‘aye.’ (6-0)  

2.1 APPROVAL OF MEETING MINUTES 

2.1.1 May 20, 2013 Regular Meeting 

Motion: Approve minutes as written. 

2.2 RESOLUTIONS 

2.2.1 Resolution 14-53, Approving Appointments to the Sustainability Advisory Board 

Motion: Approve Resolution 14-53. 

END CONSENT AGENDA 

3. ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT AGENDA 

No items were removed from the consent agenda. 

4. CITIZEN COMMENT 

►  David Gibson ‒ 14504 Pfeifer Drive, Lake Oswego ‒ on the Transportation Systems Plan 

Mr. Gibson suggested that Council create a preamble to the TSP when it is approved, stating 
whether they are allowing exactions of easements for pathways and whether or not these can be 
tied to permits. He is concerned about scrivener errors which are not noticed or ignored by staff. 
He heard no justifications or surveys regarding the proposed paths or some of the street changes; 
they seem to come from the staff. He is concerned about a possible Catch-22 of not being able to 
remove mapped paths because they are on County and/or Metro maps, and wonders what map 
they originally appeared on. 
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Councilor Jordan indicated she believed that paths outside the City’s borders were added to Lake 
Oswego’s maps because they are on County or Metro maps. She confirmed that mapped paths 
had been removed from private property within City limits unless they were part of a neighborhood 
plan. They also removed mapped paths that are outside the City limits. 

►  Joel Kuntz ‒ 3910 Lakeview Blvd., Lake Oswego ‒ on Charter Section 40  

Mr. Kuntz indicated that he was one of the originators of Charter Section 40 and gave a brief 
history of the section.  

Mr. Powell asked Mr. Kuntz about the origin of the road widening amount. Mr. Kuntz indicated the 
philosophy behind Section 40 was to protect homeowners and properties that have already been 
developed.  

Councilor Hughes asked what he thought of Council’s interest in raising the number of signatures 
required from 25 to about 750. Mr. Kuntz indicated he thought that was raising the bar too high. 
Section 40 has a 30-day window.  

►  Diana Boom ‒ 557 Evergreen Road, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development   

Ms. Boom indicated she wanted to know who is paying Rich Farrington’s fees to help consult on 
the Wizer project. She also wants to know how much Mr. Farrington is being paid. Mr. Lazenby 
said he assumed LORA was, but he would verify that and get back to Council. Mr. Powell 
indicated Mr. Farrington’s fees would not be part of the amount paid to Mr. Kessi.  

►  Liz Martin ‒ 1017 Cedar Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development   

Ms. Martin indicated the trigger for people with the development is the four homes on substandard 
lots at 1028 Cedar Street. That is where people thought there would be two homes, because it is a 
double lot that borders Bickner. Bickner is an extremely narrow street with room for only one 
vehicle. The proposed homes are tall and narrow and not in keeping with the neighborhood. 
Neighbors are not opposed to development, but feel this is being done without regard for the 
neighborhood and existing infrastructure. She asked the City to slow down the process and to only 
build two homes at 1028 Cedar Street, respecting the R-7.5 zone. She asked for Bickner to be 
widened to accommodate traffic and safety concerns. 

►  Wendy Mclennan ‒ 1107 Spruce Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development   

Ms. Mclennan narrated a video with footage of Bickner Street and of vehicles turning around at 
the end of Cedar Street.  

►  Suzanne Elstad ‒ 1037 Cedar Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development   

Ms. Elstad asked the City to consider the 16-home infill development and its impact on 
surrounding infrastructure. Neighbors also have rights, including a reasonable expectation of due 
diligence on the part of the City. She has been told that due to the underlying lots of record, 
building four homes where there was one is not increasing density, and she disagrees.  

►  Donald Mattersdorf ‒ 930 Bullock Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development   

Mr. Mattersdorf offered a map of the Hallinan neighborhood showing all the substandard lots in 
the neighborhood. He offered suggestions for the City’s consideration, including creating stronger 
rules for developing on substandard lots. He suggested that within grouping of substandard lots, 
there should be a prohibition against lot line adjustments. He suggested that when two adjacent 
lots are substandard, the City require they be combined into one. He suggested that the City have 
a rule that if one house comes down on a substandard lot, it can only be replaced with one house. 
If there are two or three standard lots, one house could be built on each. 

►  Jeff Martin ‒ 1017 Cedar Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development  

Mr. Martin indicated he is concerned about safety on Bickner Street. He believes the project 
should slow down, and the City should look at safety issues. 



City Council Regular Meeting Minutes Page 3 of 10 
July 15, 2014 

►  Denise Bruns ‒ 1334 Maple Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development   

Ms. Bruns noted that there had been major construction in the area for three years, one house at 
a time, and it has had significant impact on the neighborhood, which is not designed for that kind of 
truck traffic. The City needs to be thoughtful and prudent in its consideration of the neighbors’ 
concerns. She believes the City has not acknowledged the scope of this development. 

►  Charlie Derrick ‒ 1048 Spruce Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development 

Mr. Derrick indicated he and his wife are very concerned about the safety in their neighborhood. 
He would like the City to get this right. 

►  Melissa Lavin ‒ 1240 Cedar Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development 

Ms. Lavin indicated she was very concerned about the increase in traffic posed by the Hallinan 
development. She asked the City to look at the development and its impact on the neighbors and 
to consider infrastructure changes. 

►  Beverly Cramer ‒ 1224 Hallinan Circle, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development 

Ms. Cramer requested sidewalks and safety improvements. She noted that visibility at the ends of 
Bickner is very poor. The new development will create a tenfold increase in population; she 
estimates that 50% of that will be age ten and under. She believes Bickner needs to be widened, 
and a sidewalk should be included on at least one side of the street. 

►  Tom Kerry ‒ 1307 Cedar Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development  

Mr. Kerry indicated he was concerned about additional traffic in the neighborhood. He is 
concerned that some trees will be removed, and asked if that was necessary. He would like 
consideration of the neighborhood, and how the development is done. 

►  Jackie Manz ‒ 428 Laurel Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development  

Ms. Manz referenced 1028 Cedar Street (LU 140035) and indicated that the Hallinan 
Neighborhood Association did not receive notice of the opportunity to comment on the lot line 
adjustment for this project. Ms. Manz requested that the project be slowed so that the neighbors 
may comment. The only other document the neighborhood received was a memo dated 7/8 saying 
the comment period had closed. They would like the opportunity to comment. 

► Ogaenia Calkins ‒ 1206 Cedar Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development, on behalf of 
herself and her mother 

Ms. Calkins indicated she was concerned about the increase in density, particularly the four 
houses on Bickner, and the traffic. There are a lot of people walking on Cedar, and this was 
brought to Council’s attention when Starbucks was built. It has not been addressed. Slowing the 
project down for evaluation would alleviate a lot of tensions. 

► Tom Baker ‒ 1124 Hemlock Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development  

Mr. Baker expressed concern about the development on Bickner Street. He thinks it is an 
inappropriate infill. The surrounding neighborhood wasn’t designed to absorb this kind of density. 
He is concerned about the access for police, fire, ambulance, and trash vehicles. Bickner Street is 
a cow path at best. It is an inappropriate street to front houses on without serious modifications. He 
would like the City to slow down and have a more thoughtful process. This will have a long term 
negative impact on the livability and quality of life in the neighborhood. 

►  Anne Lackey ‒ 1117 Spruce Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development  

Ms. Lackey indicated the land below Freepons Park has experienced a landslide, and Freepons is 
a swamp in the winter. The land in the area is fragile, and that should be taken into account. 

► Deborah Baker ‒ 1137 Cedar Street, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan development 
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Ms. Baker indicated that the infrastructure in the area is minimal. There are no sidewalks on 
Cedar, Bickner, or Spruce. The streets are paved, but there are no curbs. There are water 
problems in the area; there is an underground stream across from her that is causing the land to 
cave in. It is unclear where underground streams in the area are, and they can cause further 
problems. She believes looking at infrastructure in the neighborhood is critical to making 
development decisions.  

Councilor Gudman asked Mr. Powell which matters the Council should take care not to discuss 
for fear of ex parte communications. Mr. Powell clarified which subjects to avoid.   

Councilor Bowerman asked for clarification as to where in the process these projects are. Mr. 
Lazenby explained that the City is not able to change the rules of the game once an application is 
received; there isn’t a pause button. Mr. Powell explained that once an application is received for 
the subdivision, the City must make a decision within 120 days by State law. Councilor 
Bowerman asked where the safety and infrastructure issues could be addressed. Mr. Powell 
indicated that for the subdivision, requirements can be imposed that address the issues of traffic 
and infrastructure. As far as communication, Council has urged parties to get together and 
communicate, and he believes it was done. 

Councilor Hughes indicated she was familiar with the area, and she believes the residents raised 
a number of valid concerns that should be addressed. Councilor Hughes asked how the meeting 
with residents, staff, and the developer went. 

Mr. Siegel explained some of the outcomes of the meeting with the neighborhood and developer. 
He noted that the application hadn’t been filed yet. Once it is, staff can address issues of safety 
and infrastructure. At present the plan appears to be to have the homes front on streets other than 
Bickner. There has been discussion of closing Bickner to traffic. 

Councilor Hughes indicated she would encourage staff to work with the neighbors and the 
developer. She would like, at another time, to have staff explain the map of the subdivision and all 
the substandard lots. 

Councilor O’Neill asked about the possibility of widening Bickner.  

Mr. Lazenby explained that this is a tough issue in the City’s older neighborhoods where there are 
existing lots.  

Councilor Jordan asked about timing and historic lot boundaries. 

Mr. Powell indicated that a discrete lot which the City may consider for ownership and transfer is 
different from what they may consider a lot for development. 

Councilor President Gudman indicated this issue had come before the Planning Commission 
and would be considered in 2015. He asked if the City or the citizens have any source of appeal 
authority with respect to the four lots for development. Mr. Powell indicated there was no City 
authority. It is possible it could go to the Circuit Court under a writ of review. 

Councilor Bowerman asked how and when Council direction to the Planning Commission to 
explore this issue should come in. Mr. Siegel indicated this evening would be good. Mr. Lazenby 
indicated staff would come back with a timeline of what kind of steps would need to be taken if 
Council wants to pursue this. Mr. Siegel indicated that code changes take time to put together and 
go through a public process. Staff needs to know if Council considers this a priority and wants 
Planning Commission to take it up.  

Council President Gudman indicated that as liaison to the Planning Commission, he attended 
last night, and they were beginning to discuss their goals and work plan for 2015. They have a 
number of projects for this year and next year; they will develop the list and bring it back to Council 
for a 2015 work plan.  

Councilor Bowerman indicated that rather than appealing a development decision, the question 
should be how safety and infrastructure will be addressed in the decision. Mr. Siegel indicated that 
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in the building permits for those four lots, the City would look at driveway placement, sight 
distance, and setbacks. The four home sites are not going to receive access from Bickner. 
Councilor Bowerman asked if there was a City requirement that roads be of a certain width. Mr. 
Siegel noted that there are roads throughout the City that are substandard. Unless there is a 
development application, the City is not in a position to require the widening of a street in the lot 
line adjustment. The City could do a public project and work with property owners.  

Councilor Gustafson suggested that the Council discussion tonight is at odds with the discussion 
of pathways and trails during the TSP hearing two weeks ago. He believes that discussion would 
also pertain to sidewalks. At that time, Council discussed balancing private property rights with the 
rights of the neighborhood and community. 

Councilor Hughes noted the difference between sidewalks or safe streets and pathways that cut 
through owners’ properties. 

Councilor Jordan asked for clarification regarding the neighbors’ position on closing Bickner to 
traffic. A neighbor indicated that was the only other outlet off Cedar, and it needs to be upgraded. 
This should have been part of the planning process. 

Councilor Gustafson asked about the potential legality of a blanket moratorium on lot line 
adjustments. Mr. Powell indicated there were State laws affecting moratoriums, and he would 
need to get back to Council on that.  

Mr. Powell clarified some of the legal issues inherent in the projects planned for the Hallinan 
Neighborhood. 

Councilor Hughes asked why the different projects in the Hallinan area were being treated 
separately when they have the same property owner and the same developer. Mr. Powell 
indicated they were already separate parcels. 

Mr. Mattersdorf indicated he was at the pre-app meeting for the development, and they were all 
presented at the same time as one development. The application for the lot line adjustment was 
deemed to be complete because the City sent a letter to the developer saying it was complete. It is 
now sitting in the Planning Department waiting for Mr. Fransted to complete his report. The report 
could be delayed. 

►  Roger Edwards ‒ 14102 Goodall Road, Lake Oswego ‒ Hallinan project developer 

Mr. Edwards indicated he was the developer. He indicated there were only eight lots under 
discussion today; he reduced that number from nine. No houses will front on Bickner. On Cedar 
Street and Spruce Street, neighbors would like four lots combined into two. The code refers to 
allowable density, not existing density. He noted he has done soils tests for all of the sites. He is in 
for building permits on two of the lots now. He indicated that notices were not required for an 
administrative decision. He believes he has asked for nothing outside code that should not be 
granted. Safety is not part of the criteria for a lot line adjustment. His application is in, and he 
expects a decision this week. 

5. COUNCIL BUSINESS 

5.1 Riverdale Rural Fire Protection District Agreement for the Continuation of Fire and 
Emergency Medical Services 

Mr. Lazenby noted that the amendment would be to a draft Agreement which the Mayor has not 
yet signed.  

Ms. Walker, chair of the Riverdale Fire District Board, explained the Board’s concern with the 
current draft agreement and preferred new language. Chief Wilson indicated his support of the 
Board’s preferred new language. 

Councilor Jordan moved to amend Section 6(b) of Attachment A of Resolution 14-36 by 
replacing the last sentence of this section with the words, “In the absence of a new contract 
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between the parties, fees for any extension of the agreement beyond June 30, 2019 shall be 
based upon the amount payable for the prior year, plus 4% per annum. The motion was 
seconded by Councilor Hughes. 

A roll call vote was held, and the motion passed with Council President Gudman and 
Councilors Bowerman, Gustafson, Hughes, Jordan, and O’Neill voting ‘aye.’ (6-0) 

(Council recessed for a break.) 

5.2 Resolution 14-54, Approving an Explanatory Statement for the November 4, 2014 
General Election Voters’ Pamphlet regarding  the Charter amendment ballot measure 
submitted to the voters pursuant to Resolution 14-52 

Mr. Powell noted the Explanatory Statement is supposed to be impartial. He explained some of 
the feedback he received from Councilors O’Neill and Bowerman.  

Councilor Gudman asked if it was still possible to amend the Ballot Measure adopted on July 1st 
in time for the November election. Mr. Powell indicated it has already been adopted and could be 
repealed, but the issue would be timing. Both the Ballot Measure and the Explanatory Statement 
need to be submitted to the County Clerk by September 4. 

Councilor Hughes indicated she was in favor of reducing the number of signatures required. 

Councilor Jordan raised the issue of citizens’ frequent failure to understand right of way. She has 
no difficulty with the changes being proposed. 

Councilor Bowerman suggested that more explanations of some items be added and that the 
signature requirement be amended in the previously adopted ballot measure. She suggested 1) in 
the second paragraph, explain the difference between 20 foot road widening versus constructing a 
32 foot road, particularly as related to right of way, protection of homes, etc.; 2) explanation of staff 
time and cost to the City of various election timings, noting the difference between regular and 
special elections; 3) a two percent rather than a three percent number for signatures required; and 
4) add information about impacts for bike and pedestrian paths.  

Mr. Powell noted that this would not affect bike or pedestrian paths, only vehicle traffic. 

The other members of Council did not support adding any additional language regarding bikes or 
pedestrians. 

Council agreed to leave the Ballot Measure as previously passed. 

Mr. Powell summarized the additional points that the Council wished to add to the Explanatory 
Statement, which will come back to Council July 29. 

5.3 Resolution 14-55, Revising Section VII of the City’s Financial Management Policies 

Ms. Euler explained Resolution 14-55, revising Section VII of the City’s Financial Management 
Policies.  

Councilor Hughes moved to approve Resolution 14-55 adopting the City’s financial 
management policies. Councilor Jordan seconded the motion. 

A voice vote was held, and the motion passed with Council President Gudman and 
Councilors Bowerman, Gustafson, Hughes, Jordan, and O’Neill voting ‘aye.’ (6-0) 

5.4 2015 Legislative Priorities – League of Oregon Cities Survey 

Council President Gudman noted a memo from Mr. Lazenby. 

Councilor Jordan indicated she thought a lot of cities would be talking about the issue of 
transportation funding since the federal government would be falling short.  
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Councilor Hughes noted that item V. regarding septic issues jumped out at her. The issues of 
total maximum daily loads and water quality come up for discussion regularly; supporting 
something that provides an incentive for people to get off septic tanks might address these issues.   

Councilor Gudman summarized that there are the four before them tonight suggested by Mayor 
Studebaker, I, K, M, P, plus the two suggested by Councilor Jordan and Councilor Hughes, S and 
V.  

Councilor O’Neill moved to use the Mayor’s four items, I, K, M, and P and add two 
alternates. The motion died for lack of a second. 

Councilor Bowerman moved to direct staff on the City Council’s priorities for the League of 
Oregon Cities in agreement with the four the Mayor had proposed, I, K, M, and P. Councilor 
Gustafson seconded the motion. 

A roll call vote was held, and the motion failed, with Council President Gudman and 
Councilors Bowerman and O’Neill voting ‘aye.’  Councilors Hughes, Jordan, and Gustafson 
voted ‘no.’ (3-3)  

Councilor Gustafson moved to provide direction to staff on Council priorities for the league 
as the Mayor’s original four, I, K, M, and P, plus mentioning Councilor Hughes’ suggestion 
of item V on septic tanks and Councilor Jordan’s item S on transportation in a letter. 
Councilor Jordan seconded the motion.  

A roll call vote was held and the motion passed with Council President Gudman and 
Councilors Hughes, Jordan, and O’Neill voting ‘aye.’ Councilors Bowerman and Gustafson 
voted ‘no.’ (4-2) 

6. ANNEXATION HEARINGS 

6.1 Ordinance 2646, an Ordinance annexing to the City of Lake Oswego one parcel 
consisting of 1.73 acres located at 14061 Goodall Road; declaring City of Lake 
Oswego Zoning pursuant to LOC 50.01.004.5(a-c); and removing the territory from 
certain districts (AN 14-0004) 

Councilor Jordan moved to continue this hearing to the July 29, 2014 Council meeting. 
Councilor Bowerman seconded the motion. 

A roll call vote was held, and the motion passed, with Council President Gudman and 
Councilors Bowerman, Gustafson, Hughes, Jordan, and O’Neill voting ‘aye.’ (6-0) 

6.2 Ordinance 2647, an Ordinance annexing to the City of Lake Oswego one parcel 
consisting of 0.23 acres located at 18430 Pilkington Road; declaring City of Lake 
Oswego Zoning pursuant to LOC 50.01.004.5(a-c); and removing the territory from 
certain districts (AN 14-0005) 

Mr. Powell reviewed the hearing procedure. He asked if any members of Council wished to make 
any declarations regarding ex parte contacts, bias, or conflicts of interest. None did. He asked if 
anyone wished to challenge any Councilor’s right to hear the application. No one did. 

Staff Report 

Mr. Espe delivered the staff report. He noted that the City’s zoning of R-10 will be applied, 
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan. No Sensitive Lands are designated on the site. Sewer 
service will be provided by Lake Oswego. Water will be provided by Rivergrove Water District. 
Annexation criteria were reviewed. Upon annexation, the property will be withdrawn from Lake 
Grove Fire District #57, Clackamas County Enhanced Sheriff’s Patrol District, and Clackamas 
County Surface Water Management Agency. It will receive Lake Oswego Police. Staff 
recommends approval. 

Councilor Bowerman asked if that section of Pilkington Road is currently maintained by the City. 
Mr. Espe indicated that the road there has been annexed by the City. There is a separate roadway 
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jurisdiction that will be passed from Clackamas County to the City for future maintenance. In terms 
of the roadway, there is no additional cost to the City for annexing this property. Councilor 
Bowerman asked if further transfer of services would occur if there was future development, or if it 
was all transferred now. Mr. Espe indicated it was transferred now.  

Councilor Jordan indicated she assumed notices of the annexation went out, and she asked if 
there had been any response. Mr. Espe indicated notices had not been sent for this annexation. 
Notices have been sent out for this area in the past, including last quarter.   

Testimony 

Council President Gudman opened the public hearing. There was no testimony. He closed the 
public hearing. 

Questions of Staff 

There were no questions. 

Councilor Hughes moved to adopt Ordinance 2647. Councilor Bowerman seconded the 
motion. 

A roll call vote was held, and the motion passed with Council President Gudman and 
Councilors Bowerman, Gustafson, Hughes, Jordan, and O’Neill voting ‘aye.’ (6-0) 

7. STUDY SESSIONS 

7.1 Council Vacancy Procedure 

Council President Gudman noted a memo with four questions to consider, along with any others 
that develop in discussion. 

Ms. Schneider reviewed the reasons why establishing a Council vacancy procedure was being 
done. The purpose of the study session is to discuss options and provide direction so staff can 
return with a draft procedure for adoption and addition to the Council Rules of Procedure. Currently 
the City Charter provides the only guidance as to what creates a vacancy on the Council and how 
it shall be filled. The Charter is very specific that the vacancy shall be filled by a vote of the 
remaining members of Council, but additional guidance is not provided. Council should provide 
direction as to which elements it feels are most important to include in a new procedure. The 
Council report was organized around 1) the recruitment process; 2) the application process; 3) the 
interview method; and 4) the voting method. 

Councilor Hughes indicated she thought the City should widely notice and should have an 
application process using the same application as for boards and commissions, with a cover letter 
and resume optional. She feels the Council should interview everyone who is interested, as it does 
with boards and commissions. In the interview, she would support starting with all the same 
questions, which might evolve into a more fluid discussion. She thought other applicants should be 
in the hallway and not hear each other’s answers. She would support weighted votes. She thought 
perhaps there should be a different process if there was a mayoral vacancy.  

Regarding the recruitment process, Councilor Bowerman indicated she thought the City should 
stipulate widely. 

Councilor Gustafson suggested that Council consider amending the Charter if there is a Council 
desire to specify how the mayor is replaced. He concurred with Councilor Hughes’ suggestions 
regarding the recruitment process. Councilors Jordan and O’Neill indicated they thought the 
vacancy should be widely noticed.  

Councilor Hughes suggested that the application process use the same application as for boards 
and commissions; people could optionally include a cover letter and résumé. Councilor 
Bowerman indicated she thought supplemental questions (the same for everyone) with written 
answers should be part of the application process. Councilor Hughes indicated she had also 
meant to include supplemental questions to the application. Councilor Jordan noted that the 
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applications to boards and commissions include supplemental questions. Councilor Gustafson 
indicated the application could be more extensive than the current one for boards and 
commissions. 

Councilor Bowerman indicated she thought there should be a mechanism for narrowing the field 
of candidates prior to the interview stage. She suggested that if there were ten or more applicants, 
the top five would be interviewed, based on their application. Councilor Jordan suggested that 
leaving some flexibility for future Councils might be appropriate; the language could be made non-
binding. Councilor Bowerman indicated she would also like to specify a minimum number of 
people to be interviewed if there are ten or more applicants. 

Councilor Gustafson indicated he advocated public involvement in the process, perhaps in the 
review of applications. Councilor O’Neill indicated he thought it was appropriate when the field 
had been narrowed to three or four. Councilor Gustafson suggested it be when Council had 
decided who to interview. Councilor Jordan indicated that interviewees should not be able to 
listen to or otherwise access the interviews of other candidates. It was agreed that questions 
needed to be consistent. 

Councilor Bowerman suggested there be a procedure for eliminating ties in the voting process. 
That could be done via a weighted approach or by allowing the person who is leaving Council to 
vote, assuming they are leaving in good standing. Councilor Gustafson suggested a Charter 
change to exclude the Mayor from voting except in cases of a tie. Councilor Jordan indicated she 
thought the explanation of the Washougal Council was a very good way to go to start.  

There was agreement that the outgoing member of Council should not vote. There was agreement 
to see a few options for narrowing the field and preventing a tie. Mr. Lazenby indicated research 
could be done to see which methods were most likely to be successful. 

There was agreement to handle the Mayor’s position differently. Councilor Hughes suggested 
that a member of Council should be appointed to the position of Mayor. Councilors O’Neill, 
Jordan, Bowerman, and Gustafson concurred. Councilor Gustafson noted he would like to look 
at how quickly an election can be held to replace the Mayor. Mr. Powell indicated that if there was 
a vacancy at least ninety days before the election, the position was filled in the next election. The 
appointment would be for no more than two years. Councilor Gustafson suggested the possibility 
of a Charter change to hold a special election. There was a question as to whether or not there 
needs to be a Charter amendment to replace the Mayor. The cost of a special election would be 
more than $20,000. Mr. Powell indicated it would be possible to have a separate, non-Charter 
procedure for filling a vacancy for Mayor. Councilor Gustafson asked if it would be possible to 
address what goes on behind the scenes. There was general agreement that it would not. 
Councilor Jordan indicated that there needs to be respect for the applicants in the process, by 
Council and the public.  

This topic will come back to Council. 

8. INFORMATION FROM THE COUNCIL 

8.1 Councilor Information 

Councilor Hughes indicated she visited the Backyard Habitat Garden this weekend; it was a great 
example. She indicated there is now a bin for the Tualatin School House pantry in the hallway of 
City Hall. Donations of everything from toiletries to dog food are welcome. 

Councilor Bowerman shared the discussion at the Lake Oswego-Tigard Water Partnership 
Oversight Committee regarding the desire to avoid future surprises with contract amendments and 
to improve communication.  

Councilor Gudman complimented the Public Works Department on their work on Kerr Parkway 
and the planning to make sure it won’t need to be torn up again in a year or two.   

http://lakeoswego.granicus.com/MediaPlayer.php?view_id=2&clip_id=109&meta_id=7381
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8.2 Reports of Council Committees, Organizational Committees, and Intergovernmental 
Committees 

There were no reports. 

9. REPORTS OF OFFICERS 

9.1 City Manager 

There was no report. 

9.4 City Attorney 

There was no report. 

10. ADJOURNMENT 

Council President Gudman adjourned the meeting at 10:10 p.m. 

 

 

  Respectfully submitted, 

 

  Catherine Schneider /s/   

  Catherine Schneider, City Recorder 
 

APPROVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL: 
ON October 21, 2014    
 
Kent Studebaker /s/   
Kent Studebaker, Mayor 


