
From: Mike Richardson [mailto:miker@darkhorse.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, February 14, 2012 5:23 PM 
To: WeLoveLO 
Subject: City planning . . .  
 
 
To the City of Lake Oswego, the Planning Commission, and the Mayor, 
 
I attended the work session held last night, February 13th, as did many of my neighbors. It 
appears to many of us that the decision has been made for the city to push an agenda of opening 
the lake to public use. This is consistent with a warning given to many of us several months ago. 
We hope this is not the case and the intent of  this e-mail is to let you know that I oppose public 
access to, as well as public use of, private Lake Oswego. 
 
While the Planning Commission purported to justify its decision citing state planning Goal 8 and 
Goal 5, neither of those goals support or compel the proposed decision in the least. Any state or 
local goals regarding public access to public water bodies presuppose the existence of public 
water bodies and public rights which here do not exist. What's more, there is no law that 
sanctions or encourages trespass. Trespass is still illegal, and even though embraced as a local 
planning aspiration, its character is not improved. Moreover, such discussions, in the end, are 
meaningless, since it would take an act of congress, as well as costly litigation, to change the 
lake's current designation as private and "nonnavigable." Such an effort would take years, if not 
decades, cost hundreds of thousands of dollars, , and still be likely to lead to the same result - 
Lake Oswego is private and the public has no right of access. In the meantime, the city does not 
have the right to force access to the lake through trespass and should not, indeed lawfully may 
not, use its legislative power to conspire to encourage trespass. 
 
It is disappointing to realize this city would use the charade of a planned "request" to open a 
discussion regarding legitimate public recreational and resource needs as a ruse to achieve a 
wholly different goal - to undermine well settled property rights and related expectations of 
privacy. Additionally, the request at the work session by Mr. Prager to open the lake to public 
swimming and kayaking ignores the will of Lake Oswego residents and is easily recognized for 
what it is . . .  an effort to gain a toehold with total access the final goal. 
 
I feel that it is important for the city to know that a large number of Lake Oswego residents 
strongly oppose any attempt to change the lake's status, and that we will vigorously support the 
Lake Corp (as well as the law) in whatever action  it deems necessary. At the same time, we will 
be investigating our own legal options. 
 
It's a shame that our city officials, elected to preserve Lake Oswego's quality of life, would move 
in a direction that will end up in costly litigation and create divisiveness where none now exists. 
The "occupy" mentality may be popular with professors at colleges such as Lewis & Clark, but it 
is not the mindset of the people who live and work in our city, nor should it exist in our elected 
officials. 
 
Mike Richardson 
940 Lake Shore EXHIBIT G-8 
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