
 
 

 
City of Lake Oswego 

Historic Resources Advisory Board Minutes 
 

November 28, 2007 
 

 
I. CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL 

 
Chair Tia Ross called the Historic Resources Advisory Board meeting of November 28, 
2007 to order at approximately 7:00 p.m. in the City Chambers of City Hall, 380 “A” 
Avenue, Lake Oswego, Oregon. 
 
Members present besides Chair Tia Ross were Vice Chair Bruce Pomazal, Eric Baker, 
Tim Mather, Jeannie McGuire, Sarah Neitzel and John Olsoni (Youth Member).  
Melissa Kendall was excused. 
 
Staff Liaison was Paige Goganian. 
 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
The Minutes of June 13 and July 11, 2007 were approved by unanimous agreement. 
 

III. PETITIONS AND COMMUNICATIONS 
 
None. 
 

IV. PUBLIC HEARING 
 
LU 07-0091 – Landmark Designation.  A request to designate the property located at 
210 Chandler Place, historically known as the Noel Dew House, as a landmark, under 
LOC Chapter 58. 
 
Chair Ross opened the public hearing and explained the procedure and applicable 
criteria.  She asked the Board members to declare any ex parte contacts (including site 
visits), bias or conflict of interest.  Chair Ross, Ms. McGuire and Mr. Baker each 
reported they had visited the site. 
 

APPLICANT 
 
Paige Goganian, Associate Planner, explained that the property owner, Ellyn Bye, had 
authorized City staff to act on her behalf and request Landmark designation.  Ms. 
Goganian presented the staff report.  She recounted the history of the area of the site, 
which had been platted as part of the Forest Hills Plat, and noted that the subject circa 
1929 English Cottage style house, the Lake Oswego Country Club and several nearby 
homes had been identified and listed in the City’s Cultural Resources Inventory in 1989.  
She advised that some of those houses had once been designated as landmark 
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properties, but had subsequently been removed from the Landmark Designation List.  
She showed photographs of significant features of the subject structure, including 
architectural details and landscaping.  She pointed to where a breezeway and garage had 
been added.  She discussed LOC Chapter 58 criteria for landmark designation.  She 
explained that staff relied on 1989 inventory documentation that showed the site met the 
applicable criteria and had been deemed to be significant at the time it was added to the 
list.  She advised the Historic Resources Advisory Board (HRAB) to determine whether 
alterations subsequent to that meant it was no longer qualified for designation.  She 
pointed out the staff report listed their findings that the site was architecturally 
significant because it was one of a few remaining examples in the neighborhood of 
English Cottage style houses, and that the alterations did not significantly change that.  
She noted findings that it had historical significance because it had been part of 
development adjunct to the country club.  She reported staff had found the result of an 
Economic, Energy, Social and Environmental (ESEE) analysis supported designation.  
She recommended the HRAB approve the request for designation. 
 

PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
Kasey Holwerda asked the Board to approve the request because it would protect an 
important part of the Chandler Place neighborhood and it might encourage other owners 
of historic homes to ask for designation.  She stressed that it would be devastating to 
lose the structure.  There was no other testimony. 
 

DELIBERATIONS 
Chair Ross recalled seeing the interior of the house and she said it retained architectural 
integrity and was a beautiful example of its style.  Ms. McGuire agreed, but asked about 
the intent of Exhibit C.  Ms. Goganian explained that document was the Order the City 
Council used years ago to repeal old Code provisions and replace them with a new 
Chapter 58, Historic Preservation.  She said those new provisions protected the 93 most 
highly ranked sites out of the 160 sites that the consultant had deemed significant.  That 
action resulted in the original Landmark Designation List.  She advised the Board to 
determine whether the subject site was still significant enough to put it back on the List. 
 
No one present asked for a continuance.  The applicant’s representative waived her right 
to additional time in which to submit a final written argument. 
 
Ms. Neitzel moved to approve LU 07-0091.  Ms. McGuire seconded the motion and 
it passed by unanimous vote.  Ms. Goganian advised the final vote on the related 
Findings, Conclusions and Order was scheduled on December 12, 2007. 
 
The Board wondered why more owners did not request landmark designation.  Ms. 
McGuire explained the history of the listing process had been contentious and the result 
had been that owners tended to view it negatively.  She recalled that the state had 
mandated that local governments identify and protect historic structures, so the City had 
hired a consultant to identify them.  She said the consultant had recommended many 
more sites be listed on the first Inventory than the 93 sites the City Council finally 
listed.  If sites had been listed and owners’ objected, and a public hearing had been 
required where the request for removal from the list was formally reviewed.  She 
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recalled the Historic Review Board had heard and decided 12 to 15 such applications 
and only de-listed a few sites.  However, in 1995 the legislature made changes that 
allowed owners to simply write a letter to request removal and the City had to comply.  
She said many structures were removed from the list at that time.  Ms. Goganian 
recalled that the Land Use Board of Appeals subsequently issued a ruling that specified 
that an owner had to have actively objected to the designation within a certain period of 
time after the adoption to the Landmarks Designation List, or else they would have to 
prove the site was no longer significant.  The Board anticipated that they would soon 
recommend placement of ten more properties on the inventory.  Ms. McGuire indicated 
she believed that today more owners felt that designation was a positive thing. 
 

V. REGULAR BUSINESS 
 
Furnace Task Force 
The members examined a draft letter from the HRAB to the Furnace Task Force that 
indicated the Board supported the Furnace Project.  Ms. Neitzel explained she had 
drafted the letter because the Task Force was starting to solicit grants and some funding 
sources asked for documented evidence of support from the community.  She clarified 
that not all the members of the Task Force had seen the draft yet.  She said the Task 
Force goal was to find $1 million to pay for the project.  She said the group also 
planned to ask other organizations for letters of support. 
 
Ms. McGuire moved for the HRAB to endorse the letter with the understanding that 
the Board agreed to make small changes in the wording if the Task Force found that 
was necessary.  Mr. Mather seconded the motion and it passed by unanimous 
agreement. 
 
Ms. Neitzel reported that the Task Force had unsuccessfully sought a 1772 Foundation 
grant, and they were in the process of applying for a Getty Foundation grant.  She said 
they were also looking for someone capable of spearheading an effort to contact 
wealthy benefactors. 
 
Landmarks Development and Real Estate Activity 
Ms. Goganian reported that a prospective buyer of the Worthington House had 
expressed interest in vacating the alleyway behind it.  She had advised him to present a 
concept plan to the City to show he would be a good steward.  Some Board members 
observed that the zoning needed to be changed to allow a home office use that did not 
have to be for a nonprofit organization. 
 
Ms. Goganian reported that she was tracking the process on the study to rehabilitate the 
Workers Cottage.  She reported that there had been a pre-application conference related 
to an application to add a detached garage at the Rosentreter House property on 7th 
Street.  When staff visited the site they found 1970s-style windows on the Landmark 
house that may have been installed prior to designation, or that may not have been 
reviewed as required by code.  Though the Board is generally not the review body for 
alterations to landmarks, it is the practice for HRAB members to participate in the pre-
application conference.  The Board saw a general need for Planning Department staff to 
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send more consistent and timely notice to the HRAB about development proposals 
related to Landmark structures so the Board could discuss them and decide which 
member should represent the Board at the pre-application meeting. 
 
Headgate Interpretive Plaque 
Ms. McGuire reported that she and Ms. Goganian had met with Susanna Kuo and 
Corinna Campbell to discuss the Headgate interpretive display.  She advised that Ms. 
Kuo and Ms. Campbell would be the best designers and she suggested asking them for a 
proposal and paying them to do that.  She thought it may be appropriate for the Special 
Projects Director to also be involved in the project.  She recalled the group favored the 
concept of showing a timeline from when Chinese laborers dug the canal to the flood of 
1996.  She reported that she and Ms. Kuo had met with a former director of the Lake 
Oswego Corporation who had offered more information about the history of the 
Headgate.  She said the display would also include illustrations showing how the 
Headgate worked. 
 
Trueblood House 
Ms. Goganian reported that the new owners of Trueblood House would meet the 
deadline in their sales agreement for submitting their Landmark Designation 
application.  The agreement also specified they were to submit progress reports and 
submit to inspections.  The Board decided to schedule the next site inspection for 3:00 
p.m. on December 11, 2007. 
 
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Database Update 
Mr. Baker reported he had entered information for about five properties into the 
database in his spare time.  The members planned to review the entries at their next 
meeting before they uploaded it to the SHPO. 
 
Inventory 2007/National Register of Historic Places Nomination 
Ms. Goganian reported that the consultant thought it might be possible to nominate a 
group of sites for placement on the National Register.  She said that could be a group of 
iron-industry related sites including the Oswego Iron Furnace, the Iron Workers 
Cottage, and possibly the second furnace, the trails and mines, the charcoal pits, the 
boarding house and the canal.  Even the beach landing at Oswego Creek was important 
to iron industry transportation. 
 
Ms. Goganian suggested the Board focus on historic buildings whose owners had 
expressed interest in putting them on the Landmark Designation List and significant 
properties that had once been on the list, and then taken off.  She advised that any site 
that had been inventoried and was found to be significant would be protected when 
redesignated with owner consent.  She related that the Lake Grove Village Center 
Advisory Committee proposed retaining the Lake Grove Fire District Station.  She 
noted that was also what HRAB wanted, however, the current tenant, the Firefighters 
Union, wanted to purchase the PF-zoned site and use it for a museum and community 
meeting room.  The problem was that zone only allowed it to be used for government-
related purposes and would not allow the union use.  She observed that putting the site 
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on the Inventory before the City Council considered that part of the Lake Grove Village 
Center Plan would ensure the City Council was aware that it deserved to be protected. 
 
Ms. Goganian clarified that Sacred Heart Church had not contacted staff to discuss an 
application.  The members heard a suggestion to put out a press release or write to the 
owners of historic properties surrounding the Dew House, announce the Dew House 
designation, and invite them to discuss listing their sites.  Ms. Holwerda offered to find 
out if the City Library had finished photographing all the historic homes in the City and 
if they would share them with the HRAB.  The Board generally liked the idea of putting 
both old and new photographs of historic structures in their database. 
 
Inventory Update – Oswego Iron Furnace 
Ms. Goganian reported the State had asked whether the City had updated its database of 
historic properties.  She pointed out the City Attorney had advised the Board that any 
changes they made to the Statements of Significance in the Inventory documentation 
had legal implications related to a site’s Landmark Designation status.  He 
recommended they use a process that included public review of proposed changes.  She 
suggested the Board notify the owners of the five properties the HRAB planned to 
review and update at the next meeting because the updates might affect their Landmark 
designation and because they might have additional information to offer.  She agreed to 
find out where the background notes related to the original Inventory project were 
stored so the HRAB could add them to their library. 
 
Ms. Goganian had emailed the group revised statements related to the Iron Furnace, the 
Workers Cottage and the Railroad Bed Trail that had been edited by Susanna Kuo   Ms. 
Kuo had advised, for example, that it was incorrect to use the term, “chimney” when 
talking about the Furnace and that the furnace was the “Oswego Iron Furnace.”  Ms. 
Goganian advised the Board to update the documentation of the City-owned properties, 
because the Oswego Community Foundation owned the rail bed.  She related that she 
had cautioned people working on the Workers Cottage restoration project that they 
should maintain the historic, “cobbled” foundation and not pour a new foundation. 
 
Ms. McGuire moved to accept the changers made by Susanna Kuo to the Inventory 
documentation of the Iron Company Workers Cottage and the Oswego Iron Furnace.  
Mr. Baker seconded the motion and it passed by unanimous agreement 
 

VI. OTHER BUSINESS 
 
Board members reported they had observed that the caretaker’s house at the Pioneer 
Cemetery finally had a foundation, but the landscaping did not appear to conform to the 
conditions of approval the HRAB had applied that required heirloom and heritage plant 
varieties.  Ms. Goganian offered to convey their concerns to the appropriate Associate 
Planner who could initiate enforcement action, if necessary.  The Board asked staff to 
report back at their next meeting and advise whether the HRAB should send a letter to 
the owner. 
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VII. ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business Chair Ross adjourned the meeting at approximately 
9:15 p.m. 

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