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From: michael@gubancspub.com [mailto:michael@gubancspub.com] On Behalf Of Michael Buck 
Sent: Friday, March 21, 2014 3:18 PM 
To: Siegel, Scot 
Subject: Re: 
 
Scot, 
Rather than write the Planning Commission, I will respond to your query regarding this #190 
project that to my amazement still lingers in the new draft of the TSP.   
If I may start with my conclusion and then give a rationale:  This proposed pathway on the six 
foot easement which is located on the commercial side of the zoning does not fit into the goals of 
the LGVCP.  Since Wilma McNulty, the major proponent of this concept, was on the Task Force 
for the Village Planning, this issue was clearly raised, vetted, discussed in detail and dismissed 
by everyone on the Committee except for Wilma.  The major import of the Plan was to create a 
"great street" on Boones Ferry Road by transforming a primarily vehicular arterial into a more 
pedestrian friendly retail streetscape and frontage.  To have another parallel walkway located just 
over a hundred and fifty feet away would detract from the goals to create a lively, active 
sidewalk that is linked with gathering spots ("pearls").  When I worked on this issue for the Task 
Force, I found not one neighbor, business or residential, in favor of this concept.  In fact, the 
more I inquired, the more concerns were raised.  And Ms. McNulty, at that point, had been 
downsizing her design to just a few feet of unpaved pathway meandering through this easement. 
 No consideration was given for ADA requirements or 
City guidelines for pathways.  She also dismissed the fact that no pathway had ever existed 
except on a map. Both business and residential interests preferred what was included in the final 
draft of the LGVCP:  that this easement be part of a vegetated buffer area of 11' to help screen 
the commercial from the residential zoning.  Many cited concerns over safety, loss of trees and 
shrubs, privacy concerns, pedestrian connectivity to 
parking lots and businesses, besides the lack of utility and aesthetics for such a pathway.   I also 
do not believe the Police Dept. wanted this conduit.   
So I appreciate your request for background on this subject.  I would hope that further responses 
from other members of this Task Force and the neighborhood will affirm what I have expressed. 
 May your communication on the Staff Report please help resolve this issue by taking #190 out 
of the TSP draft. 
You have my permission to use this written letter to help supplement testimony. 
Grateful for your work on behalf of the City, 
Mike 
 
 
On Thu, Mar 20, 2014 at 11:19 AM, Siegel, Scot <ssiegel@ci.oswego.or.us> wrote: 
Dear Mike and Carolyn, 
  
I hope this note finds you well. In reviewing the City’s draft Transportation System Plan (TSP), 
which is going to the Planning Commission for a hearing this Monday, I found a proposed 
project that might be of interest to you and I would appreciate your feedback. 
  
Project 190, on Figure 7B (see attached map), is a proposed pathway that runs along the southern 
boundary of the LGVC, between the residential neighborhood and commercial properties, in the 
general location of the Oregon Iron & Steel easement. It is not in the LGVC Plan, but it appears 
in the draft TSP. The TSP text follows: 
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“Lake Grove Trail: Bryant to Reese Rd 1,250’ long, 5’ wide separated asphalt pathway. Consider 
acquiring more R/W or esmt for wider trail – existing width is 6.25’). Trail though Easement 1 
connecting Bryant and Reese, south and parallel to BFR.” 
  
As I recall the idea of improving/extending a pathway in this area was discussed during the 
LGVC Plan process, but the project was not included in the plan because the neighbors and 
commercial property owners did not want a pathway running through their backyards. I’d like 
your take on this; is project #190 consistent with the LGVC Plan?  
  
Any input you can provide before the PC hearing this Monday is appreciated. I have copied 
Amanda Owings, the TSP Project Manager, and Debra Andreades, the Planning staff contact. 
  
Here is a link to the TSP project page where you can find the full plan and staff report. (The TSP 
is Exhibit F-1.)  http://www.ci.oswego.or.us/boc_pc/lu-14-0015-comprehensive-plan-
amendments-include-updated-transportation-system-plan 
  
Thank you for taking a look. 
  
Scot 
  
Scot Siegel 
Planning & Building Services Director 
City of Lake Oswego 
PO Box 369 
Lake Oswego, OR 97034 
tel: 503.699.7474 
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