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CITY COUNCIL REGULAR MEETING 
MINUTES 

SEPTEMBER 17, 2019 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
 
Mayor Studebaker called the regular City Council meeting to order at 3:04 p.m. on 
September 17, 2019, in the City Council Chambers, 380 A Avenue. 

2. ROLL CALL 
 
Present:  Mayor Studebaker and Councilors Manz, O’Neill, LaMotte, Nguyen, 

Wendland, and Kohlhoff 
 
Staff Present: Martha Bennett, City Manager; David Powell, City Attorney; Anne-Marie 

Simpson, City Recorder; Scot Siegel, Planning and Building Services 
Director; Brian Don, Building Official; Ivan Anderholm, Parks and 
Recreation Director  

 
Others Present: Noah Herlocker, Natural Resources Consultant 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 
3. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
Mayor Studebaker led the Council in the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
4. CITIZEN COMMENT  
 
Mayor Studebaker acknowledged that a number of those present wished to comment on an 
expected proposal for a communication tower on Cooks Butte. Explaining that the proposal 
would be considered by the Development Review Commission (DRC) and possibly appealed to 
the City Council, he asked that comment that would constitute ex parte contact for Councilors 
be avoided. 
 
An audience member asked for clarification on how neighborhood interests would be 
represented. Mayor Studebaker said that a lease had been approved by the City Council and 
the project would be reviewed by the Development Review Commission. Scott Handley 
indicated he still wished to provide comment. 
 
Mr. Powell explained that remedies existed if ex parte contact occurred. Correcting the record, 
however, creates a procedural defect. The decision to allow testimony rests with the City 
Council, but he asked that no one create procedural defects in the hearings. He further 
explained that state laws and local ordinance dictates quasi-judicial hearing procedures. Those 
who wished to set the stage for a clean hearing would be better off not creating procedural 
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difficulties. He stated that testimony received to date by the City Council has been retained for 
inclusion in the record and further explained the hearing procedures. 
 
• Scott Handley, 18360 Delenka Lane, Lake Oswego 
 
Mayor Studebaker called on Mr. Handley, and questioned the nature of his comment, noting 
his written request had not made the topic clear. Mr. Handley stated his topic was Preserving 
Our Heritage at Cooks Butte. Mayor Studebaker stated the City Council did not wish to receive 
comment pertaining to Cooks Butte. Mr. Handy expressed frustration with the process, noting 
work had occurred over the last four years regarding the project without the surrounding 
neighborhood’s involvement. At the encouragement of an audience member, he chose not to 
speak. 
 
• Diane Schweisguth, 462 Fifth Street, Lake Oswego 
 
Ms. Schweisguth expressed concern about safety at the 5th and A Avenue crosswalk, and 
asked that City Council consider taking steps to make the crosswalk safer, noting pedestrian 
traffic had increased, especially with Duke’s Pub in the area. She referred to steps being taken 
on Boones Ferry Road for pedestrian safety that might be able to be implemented at the 5th and 
A Avenue location. Councilor Manz asked the City Manager if it was possible to check with 
traffic enforcement about the crosswalk and suggested installing a flashing red light, rather than 
a flashing yellow light, merely indicating caution. 

 
• Gloria Benci Handy, River Road, Lake Oswego 
 
Ms. Handy expressed concern about the repeated delays in the completion of the Marylhurst 
Pump Station project. She explained the inconveniences to herself and others who use the 
road, stating it had become a hardship. She did note that City staff had been pleasant and 
communicative. She asked for a light to be installed to allow one lane to remain open, so 
residents could leave and enter the neighborhood during construction. 
 
• Darryl Boom, 557 Evergreen Road, Lake Oswego 
 
Mr. Boom described a win-win situation regarding the Parks and Recreation Center, suggesting 
the administration offices be located at the golf course, and that the North Anchor location be 
used to provide a centrally-located recreation center. Citing comments solicited during a citizen 
engagement exercise, he expressed with certainty that the downtown location would be most 
suitable and would leave the course intact for the programs it supported. 
 
• Roseann Johnson, Home Builders Association, 15555 Bangy Road, Lake Oswego 
 
Ms. Johnson spoke to Agenda Item 8.1 Refinement of Home Demolition Tax Proposal. She 
cited policy issues of concern which included impact on housing affordability, impact on home 
sales, regressive taxation, and unrealized equity for home sellers. If the City wanted to preserve 
naturally-occurring affordable housing, it should ensure the tax was only applicable to housing 
units affordable to families making up to 80% of the area median income; however, such options 
were extremely rare in Lake Oswego, and the tax as proposed would only further decrease this 
housing stock. Absent tax exemption or other incentives to build replacement affordable 
housing, builders would continue with new construction to justify the current high prices of land. 
Current home sellers and new home buyers would bear the brunt of the tax, which was in direct 
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opposition to City Council’s stated goals. While a tax strategy and funding mechanisms might 
incentivize new affordable housing, the tax itself would not make the housing more affordable 
because housing prices were based on the high land prices already established. She said new 
homes were more efficient than older ones and believed no justification existed for taxing older 
homes to pay for parks maintenance.  
 
• Robert Sack, 208 Durham Street, Lake Oswego 
 
Mr. Sack addressed the memo that went to the City Council as part of the Council Report from 
Agenda Item 8.1, noting it was approved by the Sustainability Advisory Board (SAB) and the 
Historic Resources Advisory Board (HRAB). They preferred preserving existing housing stock 
but if a house had to go, deconstruction was preferred over demolition as it was more 
environmentally and socially appropriate. While it might cost a bit more, a moderate reduction in 
the proposed System Development Charges (SDCs) incentivizing deconstruction would even 
out the difference and property owners could obtain a tax deduction by donating recovered 
materials for resale. Both boards expressed a willingness to research Portland's experience with 
deconstruction, meet with relevant stakeholders, including the Home Builders Association, work 
with the Planning Department to develop ordinance alternatives, and prepare a report for 
Council. 
 
5. CONSENT AGENDA – Full Council 

5.1 Approval of Meeting Minutes 

 July 16, 2019 Regular Meeting Minutes 

Motion: Move to adopt July 16, 2019 Regular Meeting Minutes. 

Councilor LaMotte moved to approve the minutes as written. Councilor Manz seconded 
the motion. A voice vote was held and the motion passed, with Mayor Studebaker and 
Councilors Manz, O’Neill, LaMotte, Nguyen, Wendland, and Kohlhoff voting ‘aye’. (7-0) 

6. CONSENT AGENDA – Councilors Only 

6.1 Resolution 19-49, A Resolution of the City Councilors of the City of Lake Oswego 
Approving Appointments to the Diversity Equity and Inclusion (DEI) Task Force 

Motion: Move to adopt Resolution 19-49. 

6.2 Resolution 19-52, A Resolution of the City Councilors of the City of Lake Oswego 
Approving Appointments to the Youth Leadership Council 

Motion: Move to adopt Resolution 19-52. 

6.3 Resolution 19-53, A Resolution of the City Councilors of the City of Lake Oswego 
Approving Appointment of an Alternate to the Transportation Advisory Board 

Motion: Move to adopt Resolution 19-53. 

Councilor Wendland moved to accept the consent agenda. Councilor LaMotte seconded 
the motion. A voice vote was held and the motion passed, with Councilors Manz, O’Neill, 
LaMotte, Nguyen, Wendland, and Kohlhoff voting ‘aye’. (6-0) 
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7. ITEMS REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT AGENDAS 

8. STUDY SESSIONS 

8.1 Refinement of Home Demolition Tax Proposal 

Mr. Siegel noted that in April, City Council discussed exploring a home demolition tax as a 
means of preserving existing housing stock and raising revenue for parks infrastructure 
maintenance. Approximately half of the new homes in Lake Oswego were built to replace a 
previously-existing home, and the City did not collect system development charges (SDCs) for 
those homes. Topics for Council consideration included whether the tax should apply only to 
demolitions as currently defined, or also to substantial remodels where the floor area was 
expanded, a second story was added, or the end result was a larger house; exceptions to the 
tax for properties that were condemned; exception for demolition to prepare a site for affordable 
housing; exceptions for demolition when preparing a site for a multi-family development, a 
market rate development, a four-plex, or a duplex whose additional units would be paying 
SDCs; exceptions in cases of hardship where an owner did not believe it was practical to bring a 
home up to code to be able to remodel it; and how the exceptions process would be handled by 
the City. Other considerations were possible incentives such as a reduction in the demolition tax 
for deconstruction and recycling of a building's materials which would also reduce revenue for 
parks maintenance; leveraging existing incentives such as Energy Trust for tax credits, or 
putting a portion of revenue from a demolition tax into grants for remodeling, perhaps targeting 
those with lower incomes, to include an agreement that the home not be demolished for a 
certain time period. Staff sought direction from Council regarding whether the demolition tax 
should consist of a range, be scaled according to the size of the lot or other basis, or if it should 
be just a flat fee; the definition of demolition; and the timing or phasing in of the ordinance.  

Mayor Studebaker understood the goal to be to try to get money for parks maintenance and to 
recognize that a lot of the older homes never had SDCs collected when they were built. While it 
was a way to make things equal for them, he did not believe it would do anything for affordable 
housing. He did not want to tax developers to the extent that it was a real burden. He did not 
see a problem with a deduction for deconstruction because it was very expensive and not many 
would want to do it.  

Councilor Kohlhoff referred to Page 3 of the Council Report, which discussed how the cost 
was borne by the sellers with a further narrative as to how that hurt retirees who were 
dependent on their lot to finance their retirement. The home builder witness had said that could 
go either way. Why was the assumption made that the sellers would pay thousands of dollars? 
Mr. Siegel referred to the third paragraph on Page 3, which said the potential impacts of the tax 
included increased construction costs which would likely be passed on to sellers of land and/or 
buyers of new homes. It was a question of supply and demand. He confirmed it was recognized 
that the cost could be shouldered by the buyers and possibly passed on directly.  

Councilor LaMotte noted one of the original goals of these programs was to discourage 
demolition, but that had not been widespread around the country. Portland did not see a lot of 
saving of homes through this tax. Mr. Siegel replied Portland studied the idea of a demolition 
tax but did not pass it. The concerns were impact on housing costs and questions around its 
effectiveness. He confirmed that single-family homes were generally replaced one-for-one. For 
a home large enough that additional fixtures required a larger water meter, an increment of the 
SDCs, but not the full amount, could be collected for water and sewer. However, the largest 
portion of SDCs collected was for transportation and parks; the City would not collect anything 
for this. Councilor LaMotte believed if capacity were increased by a home on any of the 
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systems an SDC tax should be required. The tax, fee, or SDC should not be a burden, but the 
City had a need to maintain the older park infrastructure, so the discussion should center on an 
equitable revenue stream from larger homes.  

Councilor O’Neill stated builders take two approaches to the city's housing inventory: Blank 
lots, which were very limited, and homes beyond their useful life, which were like an empty lot to 
builders because they would scrape the lot and build new. He liked the direct result of money 
from a demolition going to support parks maintenance in an uncomplicated way that was easy 
for people to understand. In his experience in building in Lake Oswego for 30 years, 
deconstruction materials needed to be cleaned and separated, with the result being little was 
salvaged in a costly process. He saw debris disposal as best left to builder preference.  

In discussion about a proposed tax not necessarily lessening the burden on seniors who sell 
their home and not being a tool to preserve existing housing, Councilor Nguyen suggested the 
tax be referred to as a revenue stream for Parks Maintenance.  

Councilor LaMotte wanted flexibility for staff to program the money's use. If the money was 
intended for just parks, the Council should state that it was exclusively for parks and key trails to 
cover missing links or safe routes to school.  

Councilor Kohlhoff believed there was a housing affordability component and that the option 
had to be a tax because of the need for a nexus. She liked the idea of the tax dedicated toward 
leveraging existing programs such as weatherization for seniors, people with disabilities, or 
those with lower income. She understood the parks needed maintenance, but a goal also was to 
help citizens to stay in their homes and benefit those homes that were not condemnable. She 
agreed with Mr. Sack to explore deconstruction as an option because she did not agree that 
new houses were the best.  She believed that if the tax went into the General Fund it would be 
necessary to argue about it every time before the Budget Committee. She did not want to see 
the tax completely dedicated to parks, but a good portion had to go to other needs.  

Councilor Wendland would like to see the deconstruction analysis occur, but agreed that there 
should be simplicity overall and believed that the funds should be dedicated to parks. He agreed 
Lake Oswego was built out, so future revenue growth for SDCs rested on demolition and new 
construction. He did not believe much impact would be made on affordable housing if funds 
were dedicated there. Rebates or other incentives to remodeling would get complicated and the 
winners would usually be developers. He wanted it kept simple and for the money to go to parks 
where the liability was huge for the next 25 to 30 years. Rising costs would also be an issue, 
necessitating planning for the future. The emphasis right now should be on live, work, and play 
in Lake Oswego, therefore targeted investment was important.  

Councilor Manz asked how many houses were torn down to the studs for a remodel with one 
wall left standing. Mr. Don stated he has seen a limited number, perhaps five or six at a time. 
Council Manz asked for an estimated per unit cost could be determined for multi-family 
affordable housing. Ms. Bennett estimated about $250,000 per unit. Councilor Manz stated if 
perhaps $750,000 was generated annually on demolition fees it would not amount to much for 
purchasing land and building affordable housing. Mr. Siegel replied that was not the intent 
because other tools would be more effective and equitable. Councilor Manz noted that 
planning for depreciation in the city's parks had not occurred as best it could. If the amount 
generated was $750,000 a year, a grant program for needed remodeling to keep people in their 
homes was not out of the question. Mr. Siegel clarified that the industry was cyclical, and 
counting on the funds as a constant revenue stream might not be possible.  
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Councilor Nguyen suggested making the amount lower and spreading it throughout all new 
construction. He received confirmation that if a demolition took place and a property was 
subdivided, both new homes would pay the SDCs. SDCs would go toward capacity building 
rather than maintenance. Also confirmed was that approximately 60 to 70 new single family 
homes were built in Lake Oswego annually. Ms. Bennett clarified that new homes built on 
vacant lots paid SDCs in the neighborhood of $37,000, so if the tax were placed on those new 
homes, the City would not be collecting for just the demolition and she cautioned there could be 
push back on higher new construction fees. 

Councilor LaMotte expressed his belief that now would be the time to develop tools to prevent 
people from 'gaming' the system by leaving a wall standing and claiming it was a complete 
remodel. Mr. Siegel responded it was a challenge and the desire was to keep things simple by 
using existing definitions and permitting procedures. Mr. Don noted an applicant could find 
ways to maintain their project was not a demolition. Councilor LaMotte believed there were 
tools to avoid this scenario and reiterated his desire to dedicate funds to parks and priority trails 
and also set a certain amount of money set aside for incentives to not demolish. He 
acknowledged a program might take too much staff time; perhaps just education could be given 
that other agencies provided incentives.  

Mayor Studebaker noted the Council would not vote on the matter and asked for a show of 
hands in support of a demolition tax. The Council was unanimous in support. A majority of the 
Councilors also indicated they would like to see funds dedicated toward parks maintenance, as 
well as a credit for deconstruction as opposed to straight demolition. Mr. Siegel said staff would 
craft an ordinance that suggested the high points discussed previously, and confirmed $15,000 
to $25,000 was a reasonable range. A few Councilors believed $25,000 was unreasonable and 
Mr. Siegel stated he would bring options to Council with information on what each would 
generate.  Councilors Wendland, Kohlhoff, Manz, LaMotte, and Nguyen favored considering a 
credit for deconstruction. Mr. Siegel indicated the input was helpful concurred with Mr. Sack 
that the City would want to work with the advisory boards. The ordinance might enable the 
program, but details of how it was administered would come later. He asked if the City Council 
was interested in a proposal that would either delay the effective date by a certain time or 
phase-in the amount over time as was done with SDCs. Councilor LaMotte recommended only 
a phase-in so someone in the process currently was not caught. He recommended staff pick a 
date for when their pipeline was cleared. Ms. Bennett noted consequences would arise with 
whatever decision the Council made, like a potential for a lot of demolitions right before the 
ordinance's effective date.  

8.2 Riparian Lands Tax Incentive Program 

Mr. Siegel introduced Mr. Herlocker and described how this item initially came from the 
Comprehensive Plan and direction from Council to explore incentive programs that would 
encourage voluntary natural resources stewardship on private property. He noted that the City 
had a number of programs around stewardship to residents. The riparian lands tax incentive 
program would extend financial incentives to residents with riparian lands on their property who 
did more than the required amount of protection, such as removing invasive species and 
working with natural resource experts on a maintenance plan. Available state programs had 
been presented to the City Council by staff that provided property tax reductions or exemptions 
that were commonly found on large rural properties. Staff had found that the Oregon 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) and Clackamas County did not have sufficient staff to 
dedicate to the effort for Lake Oswego and could not delegate the authority to the City to 
manage the program. 
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Mr. Herlocker noted the tax incentive was one tool explored to encourage habitat benefit to 
make up for changes in the law. The conversation between jurisdictions about possible future 
options was a benefit of the exploration. 

A straw poll vote indicated there was no City Council support to proceed with the program. 

The City Council took a break between 4:23 and 4:35 p.m.  

8.3 Parks Bond Project Prioritization 

Mr. Anderholm provided the history of the bond and progress made, including input from the 
Lake Oswego School District. Three themes around Park Bond spending emerged during a joint 
City Council-School Board meeting and included 1) a potential co-location of a community 
swimming pool/recreation center/Parks and Recreation offices facility either on school district or 
City property 2) ensure that any type of facility built would be accessible by the public and 3) 
consider the operating and maintenance requirements for any type of facility. One question 
asked in July regarded athletic field use. A study comparing data from 2011 and 2018 was used 
in discussions with the school district. In summary, a slight decline was seen locally and 
nationally in the use of athletic fields for youths. He surmised the decline may be due to youth 
self-selecting specific sports at an earlier age and that overlapping seasons due to weather-
related cancellations created scheduling challenges. Gymnasium use numbers were 
incomplete, although data collection for outside groups using school gyms was reliable. 
However, individual use by a school of its own gym was tracked by school staff, sometimes on 
paper. The study had data from the occupation of Palisades Elementary by Parks and Rec and 
showed gym programs averaging slightly more than four hours per day for non-school-age 
adults and children. The school had hired an architectural firm to evaluate sites for a possible 
pool, the possible co-location of a pool and recreation facility for the community, and to 
complete a 30 percent design. The location selection would be completed by November 2019 
and would be reported to the board. Mr. Anderholm would bring the information to the Council. 
Costs estimates for the facility would be available in March 2020. Possible locations were 
Lakeridge Middle School, Lake Oswego High School practice field on the east side, the City’s 
Golf Course, and the City-owned Rassekh property. Discussions took place with the City's 
Finance Director regarding City bond issuance. Two issuances would take place, the first in 
2019 at $20 million, and the second for FY 2021-2022 for $10 million. The maximum to be used 
between the two was $30 million. 

Councilor LaMotte stated he had read the 2011 fields reports and determined the City was 
short six to eight fields. Projections for 2018 included four additional fields, so a shortage still 
existed. He posited that the reason field use was down was because people might want to play 
in Lake Oswego but could not because fields were not available. Mr. Anderholm said analysis 
of the 2011 and 2018 data and the additional analysis of the in between years was being done 
to determine if it was an overall trend or had up and down spikes. He believed the needs were 
the same now as in 2011. Groups could be accommodated through more fields. In the 2011, the 
immediate recommendation was for two rectangular, two baseball, and two softball fields at 
Rassekh. If Rassekh were built under the 2005 concept with two rectangular fields and two 235-
foot youth baseball fields, with nothing being done at Lakeridge, there would be an aggregate 
shortage of two baseball fields. Turfing infields for baseball was an option to decrease 
cancellations. Funding for turfing infields would eliminate some of the crossover of seasons and 
solve some need issues. 

Councilor Manz asked if it was known where the drop in usage numbers had been obtained 
that Ms. Taylor had shown in her presentation at the joint meeting with the school board. Mr. 
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Anderholm said the information was from the City’s reservation system and was cross-
examined and verified by the City’s user groups. He had a high level of confidence in the 
numbers. 

Councilor Wendland noted he was going to ask the same question and agreed that seasons 
were getting longer so the head count may be the same, but kids were playing in longer time 
periods causing a capacity issue. He wanted to have the assurance that nothing was being 
missed and that the numbers were correct. He heard from parents whose children did not get to 
play because of the lack of field availability. The needed supply had to be determined in order to 
have robust programs to meet timing, seasons, and usability in the rain of grass fields. He did 
not yet have confidence that future demand numbers had yet been identified. 

Mayor Studebaker sensed agreement from Council on the prioritization of Option 1 (Council 
Report Page 3) which would total almost $5 million. He asked what the next step would be in 
determining what was needed, such as fields and a pool, because prioritization of needs would 
be necessary due to limited funds. Mr. Anderholm responded that Rassekh has been identified 
by the school district for possible fields, but also for a pool and co-location of indoor facilities. No 
decision needed to be made and no action would be taken until the district’s November report 
was presented and its recommendations vetted. At the point when locations were identified for 
the pool and possible co-location of facilities, enough data would be available to support moving 
forward with placing athletic fields at the site. 

Councilor LaMotte asked why $3.5 million was included on the list of options presented if 
ballfields at Rassekh were already funded through the Capital Improvement Plan (CIP). Mr. 
Anderholm stated that for the last CIP, a request was made to identify projects that could be 
funded by bond, SDCs, or current funding. At the time of approval, only SDCs were available, 
but it was approved with possible bond funding. Attachment 2 contained the Option 3 Bond 
Funding Matrix that showed all projects and also spoke to secured funding for the projects. All 
SDC funds could be spent on the project but knowing that, then the SDC funds available to 
leverage other bond funds would be reduced. Councilor LaMotte believed the report indicated 
that not much capability existed to use school gyms. Mr. Anderholm replied that availability 
continued to be reduced. Some programs were locked in, such as adult sports that started in 
later in the afternoon like basketball and volleyball, and also the high school intramural 
basketball program. He confirmed demand existed for a gym in a new Park and Rec Center, 
particularly in the middle of the day. When occupying Palisades Elementary School, balancing 
the demand for use of the gym was necessary between the active adult community and the 
toddler/preschool community while also providing drop-in times. Councilor LaMotte reiterated 
Lakeridge Middle School, Golf Course, Rassekh, and Lake Oswego High School were possible 
locations and asked for other sites where co-location was possible. Mr. Anderholm replied 
Uplands Elementary School and the Lake Oswego Middle School had room for fields, but 
sensitive lands there complicated the issue. The study on the four locations included a pool 
complex alone and a pool complex co-located with recreation facilities. A matrix was being 
created with recommendations on location, accessibility, and other concerns discussed at the 
Council's meeting with the school board.  

Councilor O’Neill asked about interest in the temporary gym at Lake Oswego Middle School. 
Mr. Anderholm replied the gym was a steel superstructure with modular walls and such gyms 
were popular throughout the country as 50-year structures. More research was needed to see if 
such a structure was desirable. 

Councilor Manz asked about the price of the gym. Mr. Anderholm replied the district had 
provided a figure of $1 million, but he could not confirm that number.  
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Councilor Wendland confirmed the first issuance of the bond would be in 2020, and if $5 
million were spent from the $20 million, $15 million could be set aside to mitigate against 
inflation. Ms. Bennett noted the school district received a premium when selling the bonds and 
the City might also receive a premium. A three- to five-year plan was needed for the funds; it 
was not necessary to spend it quickly, but allowing it to languish was not desirable either. Mr. 
Anderholm confirmed SDC money was available for the Rassekh property and more SDC 
money would be available in the event of a year's delay.  

Councilor Kohlhoff supported Option 1 because additional information was still forthcoming 
from the City's and District’s Joint Facilities Committee. The City needed to know from the 
school district how much money they plan contribute to pool funding. 

Councilor Manz agreed Option 1 was the best, but wished to include the acquisition/trails to 
allow for flexibility as opportunities arise. Often, the connectivity issue was a matter of reacting 
quickly. She suggested a hybrid of Options 1 and 2 including the acquisition/trails. 

Councilor LaMotte wanted a decision on Rassekh for the pool, and to move along on a Master 
Plan for Rassekh and to obtain construction documents sooner rather than later to be ready to 
go once the decision was made. He noted Woodmont Park was still $2.3 million in limbo, and he 
received confirmation that it was a fully-funded project in the CIP. Iron Mountain Park was close 
to being out to bid and if money was saved there it could be added to the $25 million and 
possibly shifted to a new Park and Recreation Center and pool. Mr. Anderholm referred to 
Attachment 2, the Option 3 Bond Funding Matrix, noting SDCs were listed for a four-year 
window of revenue expectations and what would be expended to complete the projects already 
funded like Woodmont and Iron Mt. Close to $9 million could be leveraged against the $30 
million, outside of the projects already in process. Councilor LaMotte noted a possibility to also 
use the demolition tax funds. He believed better numbers for a pool were needed and did not 
believe $2 million or $3 million would work for it. About $17 million was estimated for a 
recreation center with a gym unless a building could be found. 

Mayor Studebaker asked for City Council feedback on Option 1, and members expressed 
general support. Mr. Anderholm stated with either Option 1, or Option 2 with the trails, 
collaboration with the school district would give clarity regarding the Rassekh property in 
November, and in March the 30 percent design of a facility with a cost estimate would be 
available. A couple of properties were being considered for trail acquisition and the goal was to 
complete that this calendar year. At that point, he would return to Council with a proposed 
funding mechanism for acquisition and possibly development.  

Councilor Wendland agreed to proceed with Option 1, but wanted Council to be like minded in 
support of a pool, recreation center, and open land parks. Mayor Studebaker replied not all of 
the information to make those decisions was available yet. He confirmed that when the 
information was available, it would be acted upon. Councilor Wendland supported more gyms 
either on additional land or finding space on current facilities. He wanted to see that priority 
elevated. Throughout conversations with the district, staff, and Parks Board, gym space was 
short and demand would be higher in winter. A discussion was needed to determine priorities in 
creating the recreation space because its $16 million cost equaled half of the bond, and that 
discussion and decision should not be made under pressure.  

9. INFORMATION FROM COUNCIL 

Councilor Manz announced the 2020 Lake Oswego Reads book selection had been made: 
Rising: Dispatches from the New American Shore. She also announced the opening of the 
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Library of Things later this month. She complimented the Arts Council of Lake Oswego on an 
excellent recent event. She indicated that an upcoming meeting regarding the Oak Grove – 
Lake Oswego Pedestrian / Bicycle Bridge has been delayed to a date yet undecided. She 
announced that she will meet with LOSD Board Member Sara Pocklington and Clackamas 
County Commissioner Martha Schrader on Safe Routes to Schools in the Rivergrove area. She 
invited the community to the October 19 Multi-City Equity Summit at Lake Oswego High School. 
She noted that the previous week’s employee picnic had been fun.  

Councilor LaMotte requested that the City Council, along with the Planning Commission, 
schedule a study session on residential development regarding tree preservation. The purpose 
would be to work on saving sensible trees. He believed the work to be manageable and the 
result could be tools and incentives for developers. He requested support for the study session 
from his fellow Councilors. Councilor Wendland asked him to clarify the issue up for study. 
Councilor LaMotte stated he would like the Planning Department to assess the City’s 
regulatory tools for flexibility to work with developers with the intent of preserving trees and 
saving time. He differentiated his request from a request to have the tree code revised, which he 
understood to be the next steps recommended by the Ad Hoc Tree Committee. Councilor 
Wendland expressed caution in proceeding with the work. Councilors Kohlhoff, LaMotte, and 
Nguyen supported the idea. Mayor Studebaker announced there would not be a study 
session. 

Councilor LaMotte also requested that, per the Sustainability Advisory Board’s (SAB) input on 
gas-powered lawn and maintenance equipment, the City Council conduct a study session on 
the matter. Following a discussion for clarification, Council Manz asked Ms. Bennett how such 
a discussion could be framed so that it would be productive. Ms. Bennett encouraged the 
Council to consider impact on small businesses and ways to incentivize desired behavior prior 
to making regulatory changes. Referring to the work other cities had done on the issue, she said 
Staff could bring information and options to the City Council. Mayor Studebaker preferred an 
approach of having SAB putting out information for others to use for their personal decision 
making. Councilor LaMotte stated that there were several options to consider and that a study 
session was in order. Councilor Wendland expressed support for considering all options and 
Councilor Manz concurred, referring to the triple bottom line. Councilors LaMotte, Kohlhoff, 
Wendland, Manz, and Nguyen favored having a study session.  

Councilor Wendland invited the community to meet and welcome the new City Manager, Lake 
Oswego School District Superintendent, and Lake Oswego Review Editor at a Chamber-
sponsored event at Foothills Park on September 18 at 4:30 p.m. Additionally, he thanked the 
Lake Oswego Fire Department for a recent response to a family member’s home. 

Councilor Kohlhoff announced that the C4 housing assessment and inventory is complete and 
is available on County website with the September 5 agenda packet. There was also a 
presentation on housing discrimination in Clackamas County at that meeting.  

10.  REPORTS OF OFFICERS 

No reports were made. 

11. ADJOURNMENT 

Mayor Studebaker adjourned the meeting at 5:31 p.m. 
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