
 

 

CITY OF LAKE OSWEGO 
 

Natural Resources Advisory Board Minutes 
Wednesday, August 14, 2013 

CALL TO ORDER / ROLL CALL 

Co-Chair Heidi Schrimsher called the meeting to order at 6:32 p.m. in the Yamhill Room of the West End 
Building, 4101 Kruse Way, Lake Oswego, Oregon. 
    
Members present: Co-Chairs Heidi Schrimsher and Todd Van Rysselberghe, Nick Berardi, 

James Kandell, Gregory McMurray, and Craig Stephens 
 

Members excused / absent: Kara Warner and Ben Rivera, Youth Member 
 

Council Liaison: Jeff Gudman (not present) 
 

Guests: Mike Buck (Chair) and Joy Prideaux, Friends of Iron Mountain; Will 
Mahoney Watson, Friends of East Waluga 
 

Staff present: Andrea Christenson, Staff Liaison/Natural Resources Planner; Ryan 
Stee, Parks Project Manager  

 
CITIZEN COMMENT (regarding future agenda items) 

None. 
 
CITY COUNCIL UPDATE 

Ms. Christenson reported the Council had approved a redevelopment agreement for the Wizer property 
and reviewed the work program for revisions to the Sensitive Lands program.   
 
Board members had questions and comments about the approach to Sensitive Lands revisions.  Those 
were in regard to whether Comprehensive Plan updates would be coordinated with Sensitive Lands 
program changes; what would happen if the map correction process found a property had a higher HAS 
score than it had previously been assigned; that the Council might presume incorrectly that every 
affected property owner wanted the regulations removed from their property when some owners might 
want some sort of conservation protections on their properties so it was not open to development; if the 
Council work program reflected Metro’s feedback; and how the anti-rollback provision affected the 
revision process. 
 
Ms. Christenson related that the Planning Commission had just recommended waiting to address the 
Healthy Ecosystems action area of the Comprehensive Plan until they could consider all of its Sensitive 
Lands and non-Sensitive Lands-related components together.  She confirmed that one option could be to 
have owners opt in to having Sensitive Lands-like protection on their properties.  She confirmed that the 
approach to revising the program was based on Metro’s response to the Council’s framework proposal.  
She anticipated that during the process there would be at least staff- or advisory group-level 
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coordination with Metro staff.  She clarified that the ‘no rollback’ provision technically only applied to 
tree groves; the City’s current program met the Metro code; and it could only be changed to a certain 
extent and still meet it.   
 
Mr. Stephens had watched the City Council meeting regarding the Wizer development.  He commended 
Councilor Gudman for asking the developer to protect the trees. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Action on the Minutes of January 9, February 13, and March 13, 2013 was postponed to give all of the 
members an opportunity to read the drafts. 
 
REGULAR BUSINESS  

Overview of Iron Mountain Management Plan 

Mr. Stee reported that Parks and Recreation had decided to partner with the Friends of Iron Mountain 
and make it a joint planning project.  They had received a grant from the National Park Service and 
would have the assistance of a Park Service planner.  They had met with the Fire Department; Parks 
Maintenance staff; the Hunt Club; and all of the affected neighborhood associations.  They planned an 
open house. 
 
Mr. Stee pointed out that the Plan contained management goals and guidelines.  The guidelines were to 
help prioritize projects during the next steps, which were to accomplish stabilization and restoration of 
the park.  He indicated he was aware that the Planning Commission had concern about what ‘restore’ 
meant.  He explained the Iron Mountain plan followed the direction of the Parks Plan.  It was considered 
a ‘hybrid character park,’ not a ‘natural character’ park, because it had some developed features (like 
trails and a nature play area) and as well as natural features.  The park planners’ approach was to 
balance its hybrid character uses with protection of the habitat.  In the next, action-planning, phase they 
would fashion a five-year implementation plan that would work with the resources they had.  There 
were only two open space crew and it was a huge park. 
 
Discussion 

Board members recalled that citizens’ comments during the Comprehensive Plan update process 
showed they wanted to take care of what they had (i.e., protect existing areas) first.  Mr. Stee confirmed 
that a big focus of the plan was to not let those areas slip that they had already invested labor, money, 
and time in.  Mr. Buck and Ms. Prideaux related that the Lake Grove and Uplands Neighborhood 
Associations had received a $10,000 neighborhood enhancement grant to construct four kiosks which 
would offer educational and interpretive information, including information about the care the park was 
receiving from volunteers and about aspects such how to use the trails and fire risk.  Other suggestions 
were to inform users about native plants; tell them the history of the park; and talk about cultural 
resources such as mining artifacts. 
 
Board members’ comments included that the educational approach was positive and better than 
erecting negative signs such as ‘No Dumping’; the information could inform park users and park 
neighbors and others about stewardship opportunities, opportunities to participate in work parties, and 
about how to use the park properly; the message would convey that this was a valuable resource, and 
that was why people were taking care of it; and the information should alert users that the most 
precious species were right on the edges of trails.  The planners clarified that Parks and Recreation 
would be responsible for kiosk content.  They talked about poison oak.  Mr. Stee advised it was actually a 
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native species.  They planned to remove it along trails for public safety, but they might leave it in other 
areas, including where it would help protect Oregon white oaks.  Mr. McMurray and Mr. Stee related 
that the Watershed Council was going to partner with the park planners to plan stream restoration. 
 
Formation of Friends of East Waluga  

Mr. Stee provided the staff report regarding Friends of East Waluga.  Mr. Watson was present.  He was a 
member of the Waluga Neighborhood Association and the person who had been working on the 
Association’s application for city recognition of their Friends group.  Mr. Stee outlined the process, which 
required an application containing a five-year work plan/map; a Council resolution that formally 
recognized the Friends group; annual work plans; and following City rules for Friends organizations.  Mr. 
Stee recommended that NRAB and PRAB support Council recognition of this group.  He noted that Mr. 
Watson had attached an inventory of all of the park’s invasive species to the application.  Mr. Stee 
explained that when Friends groups submitted detailed annual work plans in November for the following 
fiscal year, Parks and Recreation would try to fashion a department budget and look for grants and 
partnerships that would support their work and coordinate with Parks maintenance staff. 
 
During the discussion Mr. Watson and Mr. McMurray, who lived adjacent to the park, discussed that part 
of the park was in the Lake Forest Neighborhood, but that neighborhood association had no officers and 
was not active right now.   The question was if, when the Lake Forest Neighborhood became active again, 
they should apply to be Friends of West Waluga?  Mr. Watson said he was open to that, but it might not 
be useful because the park was mostly inside his neighborhood association and their portion of the park 
was in much worse shape.  He explained he had suggested saying ‘East Waluga Park’ but he was not 
specifying they would just work on the eastern part.  Mr. McMurray acknowledged the question was 
moot until his neighborhood association rebooted.  Mr. Stee suggested calling the group “Friends of 
Waluga Park,” which would not exclude Lake Forest, and would allow for the possibility that it could be a 
joint effort. 
 
Ms. Christenson noted the proposed Friends group proposed an ambitious work plan with projects 
scheduled for eight of the 12 months.  She asked how big the group was.  Mr. Watson anticipated there 
would be 15 to 20 volunteers.  He related that the Waluga Neighborhood Association board was very 
supportive and had a substantial email list.   
 
Mr. Stee clarified there were a total of seven existing or forming Friends groups and, in addition, he was 
trying to re-engage the Hallinan Neighborhood Association, which had been inactive.  He was going to 
hold quarterly forums where the Friends groups could network.  He planned to ask businesses for 
donations to set up a toolshed with the right tools and safety equipment they could all use.  Board 
members suggested also networking with easement groups; dedicating a place in Hello LO to advertise 
work parties; soliciting volunteers and donations at the Farmers’ Market; and looking into whether they 
could use tree fund money. 
 
Mr. Stephens moved to support the plan as written.  Mr. McMurray seconded the motion and it passed 
by unanimous vote.  Mr. Stee thanked NRAB and asked them to submit a letter of support to the Council. 
 
Update on Friends of Woodmont 

Ms. Schrimsher recalled that last year NRAB had agreed to form this group and use the area as a 
prototype for removing invasive species without chemicals.  They had not gone through the recognition 
process yet.  She asked if NRAB still wanted to do it.  She did not believe the neighborhood association 
qualified to do it because it only met once a year.  She clarified that the entire park was in the City.  Mr. 
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Stephens related that he had gone in to cut ivy off trees.  To get to the trees he had to cut through 
blackberries.  Mr. Stee had advised him to wait until there was a five-year plan for the property.  Mr. 
Stephens reported that school children walked through the property on the way to the elementary 
school and that it had a lot of wildlife. 
 
Board members discussed whether forming a Friends group fit their original mission to look at the 
feasibility of ivy removal using volunteers (and justify getting a volunteer coordinator); if NRAB members 
could or should make that five-year commitment; about finding out if the residents around the property 
would be interested in forming a Friends group; and about how to access the site without causing too 
much disruption of the residents.  Ms. Schrimsher related that she lived across the street from the 
property, but she was working with Friends of Luscher Farm and could not participate in both groups.  
She related that Parks Plan 2025 identified this site as one of two potential sites for a demonstration 
community garden. 
 
Ms. Christenson advised the Board that the process of becoming a recognized Friends group might seem 
like a lot of hoops to jump through and a long term commitment, but it addressed liability; ensured 
people were doing the right things with the resources; and meant that Parks and Recreation could track 
and maintain what was done.  The Board then decided to gauge local interest in forming a Friends group 
by talking with residents around the park.  Mr. Stephens volunteered to do the inventory.   
 
Review of Urban Forestry Education and Outreach Materials 

Board members agreed to read the Urban and Community Forestry Plan and the State of the Urban 
Forestry Plan and discuss them at the next meeting. 
 
Information from Board Members and Staff 

Ms. Schrimsher announced the Farm Partners Open House at Luscher Farm on September 7.  She asked 
for volunteers to help staff the Friends of Luscher Farm table.  The Board agreed to have a volunteer 
signup sheet at their Farmers’ Market booth in September. 
 
ADJOURNMENT  

The next meeting was scheduled on September 11, 2013.  There being no other business, Co-Chair 
Schrimsher adjourned the meeting at 8:46 p.m. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

 
Andrea Christenson 
Natural Resources Planner 


