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SUBJECT: Code Concepts Report Review for the December 19 Advisory Committee meeting 
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ACTION 
Provide feedback on the Code Concepts Report for the Updates to Commercial and Mixed Use Zoning 
components of the Phase 2 Code Streamlining project. The Committee’s feedback will be shared with the 
Planning Commission, Development Review Commission and City Council this winter as part of their review 
of the code concepts.   
 
BACKGROUND & DISCUSSION 
On October 24 the Advisory Committee met and provided feedback on the Code Evaluation Report. Based 
on the Committee’s input, the consultant team prepared a Code Concepts Report, which outlines 
proposed solutions to the weaknesses identified in the Evaluation Report.  
 
The Consolidated Lake Oswego Code Concepts Report presents findings intended to evaluate and refine 
portions of the Community Development Code (CDC) to achieve two goals: 

• Simplifying the menu of commercial base zone districts, as well as modernizing the list of land uses 
permitted in these districts.  

• Updating current design and development standards to remove potential barriers in order to better 
facilitate mixed-use development.  

 
The Code Concepts Report focuses on recommended options for revising the CDC. The report is structured 
as follows: 

• Section 1 addresses the consolidation of commercial districts; 
• Section 2 addresses the modernization of commercial use tables; and 
• Section 3 addresses the design and development standard barriers to mixed-use development 

within commercial districts. 
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The concepts presented in the report are intended to work in tandem. For example, revisions to 
dimensional standards (height, lot coverage, floor area ratio) are based on proposed zone consolidations 
and recommendations for revising required landscaping/open space requirements. Some of the concepts 
presented in the report are more general, while other concepts include specific numbers. The specific 
dimensions are intended to serve as a starting place for discussion, and feedback is needed from the 
Committee, Planning Commission (PC) and Development Review Commission (DRC), City Council and 
community.  
 
Following are several key questions that emerged from the Code Concepts Report, for which further 
direction is needed to guide the code amendments. These questions are also being posed at the December 
13th Public Open House, and will be a topic of discussion at the joint PC/DRC meeting on January 14, 2013. 
We look forward to receiving feedback on these questions from Advisory Committee members at the 
December 19th meeting. 
 
QUESTIONS FOR CONSIDERATION 

• Do you have any specific concerns about any of the proposed concepts? 
• The updated Comprehensive Plan calls for incentives for the development of medium and higher 

density housing in Town Centers, Employment Centers and Neighborhood Villages. Incentives may 
be provided as a bonus in FAR, height, number of stories or lot coverage, when housing is provided. 
Which of these approaches will provide the most effective and appropriate incentive? 

• The development code sets maximum dimensions, but does not include minimums. An Economic 
Vitality policy in the updated Comprehensive Plan calls for optimizing the development of vacant 
employment land. Should minimum height, number of stories or FAR be established in all 
commercial zones?  

• One of the draft concepts is to replace the minimum building setback in commercial / mixed use 
zones for lots adjacent to residential zones from 25 feet to a minimum of 15 feet and up to 30 feet, 
depending on the height of the wall facing the residential zone. This concept reflects existing 
requirements between the Downtown Redevelopment District and the Old Town neighborhood. 
The setback area would be required to be landscaped to provide screening and buffering to 
abutting residential lots. Is the minimum setback distance appropriate for all mixed use zones?  
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