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Thank you Sally and Laura and all of the CAC!  I appreciate your consideration of natural resource 

protection as an integral part of the Inspiring Places and Places section of the Comprehensive Plan.  I 

have a few comments on the comments that were made relative to my submission. 

The first comment  I would like to make is that what Sally (Councilor Moncrieff) quoted is really true, we 

have forgotten the Measure 100 impacts and take Oregon’s land use policies for granted without really 

going back and looking at the details of how earth-shaking they were and how prescient.  The previous 

Comprehensive Plans, as Sally indicated, did explicitly follow the Oregon Goals. And as Sally also 

mentioned, certainly there is tremendous concern by the Planning Commission that details will be lost in 

translation to the new format and in fact that is exactly what my message was intended to prevent, a 

loss of the Goal 5 protection in the Comprehensive Plan regarding inventory and protection of “Open 

Spaces”. 

When Beth mentioned that A-1 type natural resource protections (“…enhance the natural 

environment…”) and “view corridors” are included in the Inspiring Spaces and Places, I think there was a 

misunderstanding about what “Open Spaces” are exactly.  They are not literally spaces, they are not 

viewing corridors or a vague community resource called “natural environment” but actual pieces of 

property that are to be inventoried, delineated and protected as needed according to Goal 5 and these 

are in fact so identified on the Parks Plan and other documents.  The Comprehensive Plan, in this very 

location, not under a future determined “Health” Section as Kirstin suggests, should say that Open 

Spaces will be conserved as part of the planning process to protect the natural resources they support 

and provide.  (It would actually be good if this paragraph further indicated that one methodology for 

doing this is the Natural Resources Advisory Board since this is part of the NRAB charter.) 

The definition of Open Spaces should be right there, part of the text,  and consistent with Goal 5 so 

there is no possibility of adding confusion.  The present Comprehensive Plan has a Glossary, as Beth 

suggested would be compiled later in the process.  This only leads to confusion and two different 

understandings of the meaning as used in the text.  The clear definition should be right there next to the 

words about how development is restricted from Open Spaces and if included in a glossary later the 

exact same words should be used to avoid misunderstanding such as we have now!   

I apologize for not being clear and I hope that it might be possible to add in a few sentences in A-2 that 

will clearly reflect the Goal 5 direction with no mistaking what exactly is meant so that we can continue 

to protect the identified, inventoried and delineated Open Spaces shown on the Park Master Plan and 

do it in a way consistent with community values as I suggest in detail.   

Clearly there are properties that were deeded to the City to be maintained as Open Space and there are 

others that have been designated as Open Space.  Effectively eliminating these from the Open Space 

inventory and/or not specifically indicating protection in the Comprehensive Plan (which was created to 

implement Measure 100!) will be a mistake, inadvertent, but still a mistake and likely be noticed on 

review as a loss by using the new format.   
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Including natural open spaces under the Health section of the Comprehensive Plan is a good idea.  But 

certainly it must be included in Inspiring Places without fail because these are the core of the inspiration 

of Lake Oswego and it is always mentioned as such when that question is asked in an open fashion.  

Please consider adding a few sentences in A-1 reflecting the Goal 5 protection from development of 

“Open Spaces” as a minimum.  These should include a viable definition of the term “Open Spaces” that 

is accurate per Goal 5 and agreeable to all.  It should be made clear that these are specific and real 

properties that are clearly identified and that the community strongly wishes to protect as part of our 

heritage and that of generations to come. 

Again, thank you and please reconsider…

 
(from Craig Stephens) 
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