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The following table documents how the Citizen Advisory Committee voted on various potential 
plan elements, and whether each one would be desirable, acceptable, acceptable with changes, or 
not acceptable.  Seventeen committee members participated.  The intent was that elements that 
are desirable/acceptable should be carried forward into the next phase of plan development.  
Elements that were deemed unacceptable should be dropped. 
 
 
 
 
 



Final Tally: Committee Members’ Responses to Plan Elements 
 

Access and Circulation 
Element  Features/Issues Desirable Acceptable Acceptable

w/ changes
Not 

Acceptable
2nd access at D./E. Ave. with 
traffic calming for FAN   
(Scenario 1) 

+ Least complicated and least costly 
connection 
-  Rail crossing required 

8  7
 

 
 

2 
 

2nd access at Terwilliger 
(Scenarios 2 and 3) 

+ Direct access to Terwilliger 
+ Access to more land  
-  Bridge across Tryon Creek 
-  Access needed to Fielding Rd. 

1 
 

3 
 

3 
 

10 
 

One way couplet street  
(Scenario 4) 

+ Improves traffic flow 
+ Allows connection at A. Ave. 
-  More land given up to roadway 
-  Higher speeds  

2 
 

1 
 

3 
 

11 
 

 
 
 
 

Street Pattern 
Element   Features/Issues Desirable Acceptable Acceptable

w/ changes
Not 

Acceptable
Grid pattern lining up with FAN 
(Scenario 1) 

+ Creates logical extensions and linkages 
+ Strong connection to Foothills Park 

9 
 

5 
 

2 
 

 
 

Skewed grid 
(Scenarios 2 and 3) 

+ Oriented to Mt. Hood 
+ Traffic circles 

4 
 

4 
 

7 
 

 
 

Use of existing right-of-ways for 
street framework 
(Not depicted) 

+ Least complicated and least costly 
-  Constrains redevelopment opportunities 

2 
 

5 
 

2 
 

8 
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Public Space Framework Plan 
Element  Features/Issues Desirable Acceptable Acceptable

w/ changes
Not 

Acceptable
Willamette Steps and Grand 
Boulevard to Foothills Park  
(Scenario 1) 

+ Strong connection to river 
+ Pedestrian oriented 
 

11 
 

5 
 

1 
 

 
 

Willamette Steps leading to a 
Village Square/Park 
(Scenario 2) 

+ Strong focus on public open space/park 
+ Good connection to river  
-  Less developable land 

9 
 

5  2
 

 
 

Willamette Steps leading to a  
Plaza 
(Scenario 3) 

+ Focus on public plaza 
+ Good connection to river 
+ More developable land 

5 
 

8 
 

1  2
 

North-South Main Street with 
storefront commercial  
(All scenarios) 

+ Pedestrian oriented commercial focus 
+ Directs  commercial to busier streets 
-  Limited opportunities for commercial 

8    8 1
 

 
 
 
 

Land Use 
Element   Features/Issues Desirable Acceptable Acceptable

w/ changes
Not 

Acceptable
Relocate Wastewater Treatment 
Plant  
(Scenarios 2 and 3) 

+ Opens up developable land 
+ Removes a nuisance  
-  Very costly 

9 
 

5 
 

 
 

2 
 

Layout incorporates future 
possible relocation of treatment 
plant (Scenario 1) 

+ Maintains option for relocation 
-  Treatment plant is an undesirable 
neighbor 

9    7 1
 

1000-1200 dwelling units 
(Scenarios 1 and 2) 

+  Best opportunity for financial feasibility 
-  Higher traffic generation 

9 
 

1  4
 

 
 

700 dwelling units 
(Scenario 3)  

+  Lower traffic generation 
-  Less feasible financially 

1    4 3 7

70,000 sq. ft. of commercial 
space (Scenario 1) 

+  Best opportunity for financial feasibility 
-  Higher traffic generation 

6    1 3 2
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30,000 – 13,000 sq. ft. of 
commercial space (Scenarios 2 
and 3) 

+  Lower traffic generation 
-  Less feasible financially 

4    8 2 1

Waterfront hotel or restaurant 
(All scenarios) 

+  Waterfront anchor use 
-  Limited space available 

8    5 2

Public Uses – Library, senior 
center, recreation center 
(not depicted) 

+  Off-peak traffic generation 
-  Highest public cost 

4    8 4 1

 
 
 
 

Community Character 
Element  Features/Issues Desirable Acceptable Acceptable

with 
changes 

Not 
Acceptable

Extension of Downtown Lake 
Oswego and “Oswego Style” 
(Not depicted) 

+ Creates a visual connection with 
downtown 
-  May limit design possibilities 

6  4
 

5 
 

1 
 

Distinct neighborhood with 
different character than 
downtown Lake Oswego  (Not 
depicted) 

+ Offers greater flexibility for 
redevelopment  
 

6 
 

7 
 

 
 

4 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Building Height 
Element   Features/Issues Desirable Acceptable Acceptable

with 
changes 

Not 
Acceptable

3-10 Stories   
(Scenario 1) 

+ More feasible financially 
+ Most transit supportive 
-  May block some views  

5 
 

3 
 

5 
 

7 
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3-6 Stories 
(Scenario 2) 

+ May be feasible financially 
+ Transit supportive 
-  May block some views 

5 
 

8 
 

2 
 

2 
 

3-4 Stories  
(Scenario 3) 

+ Does not block views from downtown 
+ Similar to Oswego Pointe  
-  Least feasible financially  

1 
 

8 
 

 
 
 
 

7 
 

 
 
 
 

Miscellaneous Elements 
Element  Features/Issues Desirable Acceptable Acceptable

with 
changes 

Not 
Acceptable

State Street Green Esplanade 
(All Scenarios) 

+ Provides open view into the district  
-  Does not take advantage of highway  
traffic 

7 
 

8 
 

 
 

 
 

Daylight Tryon Creek 
(Scenarios 2 and 3) 

+ Links open space features 
+ Can be designed as part of a new bridge 

12 
 

 
 

1 
 

 
 

Pedestrian connection to Tryon 
State Park  (All scenarios) 

+ Links Tryon with Foothills 
-  More difficult without a new bridge 

11  
 

1 
 

 
 

Enhanced landscaping, screening, 
or capping the treatment plant 
(Not depicted)  

+ Hides the treatment plant 
+ Less costly than moving the plant 
-  May not eliminate odors  

9    4 1 2

Urban Renewal District / Tax 
Increment Financing 
(category added during the 
meeting per members’ request) 
 

 12    1 1
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