
 

 
CITY OF LAKE OSWEGO 

HISTORIC RESOURCES ADVISORY BOARD MINUTES
SPECIAL MEETING  

 
February 21, 2006 

 
 
I. CALL TO ORDER & ROLL CALL 

 
Vice Chair John Gordon called the February 21, 2006 special meeting of the Historic 
Resources Advisory Board to order at 7:00 p.m. in the Human Resources Conference 
Room of City Hall, 380 A Avenue, Lake Oswego, Oregon. 
 
Members present besides Vice Chair Gordon were Jeannie McGuire, Eric Baker, Tim 
Mather, Sarah Neitzel and Tia Ross.  Chair Kasey Brooks Holwerda and Maya Rivera 
were not present.  Rick Meyer attended as a guest/presenter. Staff liaison was Paige 
Goganian, Associate Planner. 
 

II. SPECIAL BUSINESS 
 
Review of Pioneer Cemetery Land Use Application (LU 05-0082) 
 
Rick Meyer, with Brett Schulz Architect presented the application.  He said an 
individual owned the site, but the recently formed Oswego Pioneer Cemetery 
Association would maintain it.  He pointed out that a small gravel road ran through the 
site and the only existing structure on the site was a small rest house in very poor 
condition that was not secure enough to store records, supplies or equipment.  He 
reported there had been instances of vandalism at the cemetery.  He said the proposal 
would allow a circa 1940s house that was currently located in the First Addition 
Neighborhood to be moved to the site to be used by a live-in caretaker to meet with 
potential plat purchasers, store records, tools and maintenance equipment, and provide a 
round-the-clock presence that would help reduce vandalism.  He pointed out the 
existing drive featured a sharp turn where it was a challenge to turn a limousine, and 
there was no parking.  He said the use would range from just one caretaker, to a larger 
number of Memorial Day and funeral visitors.  He advised that the cemetery use was an 
allowed Conditional Use because it pre-dated the Code and the R-10 zoning.  He 
advised that the Code did not address parking standards for cemeteries. 
 
During the questioning period, Mr. Meyer estimated that one-third to one-fourth of the 
burial plats on the site were still available, and he clarified that none of them would be 
lost if the application were approved.  He explained that although generous neighbors 
had offered to donate Lot 901 to the cemetery, the neighborhood association was 
opposed to that, so the applicant proposed another location for the house (on the lowest 
point of the site), which would have minimal impact on the neighbors and allowed easy 
access to Stafford Road.  He confirmed that the Oswego Pioneer Cemetery Association 
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would not maintain the Sacred Heart Cemetery property.  He presented the proposed 
site plan and pointed out buffering trees; access; and the location of a new parking lot.  
He said one three-inch diameter tree would be removed to make room for the house.  
He specified the two-bedroom house was 800 square feet, and the house and garage 
would total 1,200 square feet.  He said there was no architectural significance to the 
existing wood-sided rest house.  He confirmed the applicant hoped to reconstruct the 
chimney of the house to be moved to the site.  He clarified that the application was a 
request to alter the existing Conditional Use, and the staff supported it because they 
found it met applicable Conditional Use criteria. 
 
Mr. Meyer explained that the related Development Review Commission (DRC) hearing 
had been continued at the request of the neighborhood association.  He reported that the 
applicant’s representatives had met with representatives of the Palisades Neighborhood 
Association and that they had agreed to change the location of the house; increase 
buffering landscaping; and reduce the number of parking spaces to about half of the 
originally proposed 13 spaces.  He said the neighborhood did not want memorial 
services held in the house, and the applicant did not intend to hold any services there.  
However, they did plan to use the house to meet with potential plot purchasers.  He 
reported that the cemetery sold three or four of them a year.  Mr. Meyer clarified the 
applicants had no plan to place a sign on the house. 
 
Board members examined the proposed landscaping plan and Mr. Meyer recalled staff 
had recommended a condition of approval to require more landscaping.  He specified 
that there would only be a wall-mounted light fixture on the front of the house and there 
would be no night use of the site.  He clarified that his architectural firm was to design a 
new house on the FAN lot from which the older house was to be moved, and they were 
also working with Pat Bilow, President of the Oswego Pioneer Cemetery Association.  
He confirmed the proposal he had presented to the HRAB was the same proposal that 
had been presented to the DRC before the applicant agreed to reduce the parking spaces 
and increase landscaping. 
 

Other Testimony 
 
None. 
 

Discussion/Motion 
 
Ms. Goganian clarified for the Board that allowing one house to be placed on the site 
did not set a precedent that would automatically allow another house to be placed there 
because the applicant would be required to submit to another approval process for that.  
The Board observed that the cemetery site was on the Landmark Designation Listing, 
and the Cultural Resources Inventory indicated the historically significant element there 
was the gravesites.  They noted the 1940s house would not be historically significant to 
the pioneer site, but its presence would help protect the graves, and it was to be located 
where it would present minimal visual intrusion.  They suggested asking the owner if 
she wanted a Landmark Designation plaque placed on the site, if the Oswego Heritage 
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Council had not already done that.  The members generally indicated they supported the 
staff recommendation after Ms. Goganian read aloud portions of the staff findings that 
found the application met the applicable criteria. 
 
Ms. Goganian related that she had discussed the site with a representative of a state 
commission on pioneer cemeteries, who suggested the site should retain its historic 
roses and encourage historic plantings, and protect a small bird that nested in the gravel 
on top of gravestones.  The Board recalled the only flora or fauna to be removed was 
one small tree, and they generally agreed historic plantings would be appropriate.  
Members recalled there were caretaker houses at two other cemeteries in the metro area.  
Ms. Ross cautioned that the applicant might never have the resources to implement any 
other alternative that would prevent deterioration of the historic resource than the one 
they had presented.  The Board discussed, but left it to Planning Department staff to 
ensure tractor and vehicle maintenance activity at the house did not escalate over time.  
They also agreed it was of highest importance to ensure the graves were not disturbed, 
even if some were found while digging the house foundation.  The members agreed to 
discuss the suggestion for a Landmark Designation Plaque later. 
 
Vice Chair Gordon then observed a consensus that the HRAB wanted to convey to the 
DRC that they had no objection to the proposal, because it could be made to have no 
impact on the historic aspect of the site, and to recommend that the DRC condition 
approval of the application with requirements that would further minimize the impact 
on the historic aspects of the site, as follows:  1) House colors were to reflect the colors 
and tones of the existing natural surroundings in order to ensure minimal intrusion on 
the landscape; 2) Heirloom plants were to be retained and planted that represented the 
eras represented by the burial sites; 3) Under no circumstances were historic graves to 
be disturbed.  Mr. Baker moved to direct the staff to prepare the written 
recommendation and circulate it to the members the next day for their approval 
before submitting it to the DRC.  Ms. Ross seconded the motion and it passed 
unanimously. 
 

III. ADJOURNMENT 
 
The next meeting was scheduled for March 8, 2006.  There being no further business, 
the meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p. m. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
 
Paige Goganian /s/ 
Paige Goganian 
Associate Planner 
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