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From: Susie Restic [teamrestic@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2012 2:10 PM
To: McCaleb, Iris
Subject: Oswego Lake

To Whom It May Concern ‐ 
Oswego Lake should continue to be managed as it has been successfully for many years. It 
would be a loss to the community if access did not continue to be restricted. Even with 
limited access, the pressure on the lake is extreme. Fortunately, we have a well managed Lake 
Oswego Corporation, whose goal is to keep the Lake the beautiful, unique and environmentally 
safe entity that it is. I can't begin to fathom the management, cost and safety nightmare the 
Lake would become if open access were to be permitted. Just look at our neighbor, Blue Lake, 
for an example of what devastation can occur..... 
PLEASE keep the Lake the "jewel" that it is! 
 
Susie Restic 
4350 Lakeview Blvd 
LO 97035 
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From: Mary Rigert [rigert3@frontier.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2012 1:19 PM
To: McCaleb, Iris
Subject: Public Access to Lake Oswego

RE:  Public Access to Lake Oswego 
  
FM:  Mary Rigert 
        Beaverton, Oregon Resident 
  
As a private citizen who values the principles of freedom and rule of law, I urge you to abstain from the 'collective' mindset 
and stick to the values that made prosperity in this great nation. 
  
And that is private property rights. 
  
Follow the law. If one wishes to own a private piece of property, then make an offer and let the owners decide 'yes or no'. 
  
Please do not undermine property or freedom rights any further. 
  
Sincerely, 
  
Mary Rigert 
7972 S. W. Red Sunset Lane 
Beaverton, Oregon   97007 
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From: Robert Gates [rgates1411@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2012 1:27 PM
To: McCaleb, Iris
Subject: Oswego Lake Access Rules

  
TO:  Lake Oswego Planning Commission                                                            February 23, 
2012 
FROM:  Robert and Janice Gates 
                1411 Lakefront Road 
                 Lake Oswego, Oregon 97034 
  
  
Thank you for the opportunity to express our concerns about the effort to change the rules of access 
to Oswego Lake.  
  
  
 The community of Lake Oswego has a friendly, open atmosphere. Neighbors care for each other 
and community projects and events are enthusiastically supported. Unfortunately, the 
recent political atmosphere has spawned dissention, first over the streetcar issue and now over the 
suggestion that the historic rules governing the use OOand care of the Lake be revised. 
  
The suggestion that  a rule change for lake access is warranted does not stem from a charge of 
misuse or neglect on the part of the traditional stewards of the lake. Rather, it comes  from a 
resident who evidentally is not satisfied with the various public bodies of water adjacent to the 
city that are available to him for water sports. If this individual resided in any one of several 
 areas in Lake Oswego, not necessarily on the lake, he might  live in a neighborhood that  
enjoys the lake via an "easement" open to him. Several of those easements have  boat  docks 
and swimming floats. We have such an easement as a neighbor. The families that use the lake 
from their easement respect and maintain their shared property, even though their dwellings are 
not immediately adjacent to the water. 
  
It is exactly the issue of the care of the lake that is so important. Permanent residents of 
lakefront property, residents of Lake Oswego who have easement access for their 
neighborhoods, and all school children residing in the Lake Oswego School District have a 
vested interest in, and respect for, the privilege of using the lake responsibly. One of 
the dangers of "occasional" water users is that an awareness of that responsibility is most often 
lacking. The cleanliness of the lake and its surroundings suffer.  
  
The larger  issue of  lake care requires a knowledge of the science of water management itself. 
The Oswego Lake Corporation has staff and equipment dedicated to the care and maintenance 
of water quality that is impressive and expensive  to accumulate. The results of that 
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care are obvious; the costs are  major. Property taxes on lakeside homes are high and the 
additional assessments paid annually by Lake Corporation members are substantial. "Water 
Management," even of a relatively small body of water such as Lake Oswego, encompasses 
expertise  in water temperatures, water foliage, varying weather conditions, invasive species ( 
both plant and animal), to say nothing of the duties relating to the safety of all users, including 
swimmers, boaters, and users of a variety of water toys. Because the lake is relatively small and 
divided into several separate sections, the issue of user-safety is large and the impact of 
boating near close-by shorelines is major.  
  
For all of these reasons, opening the lake to public access is not a prudent option. First, the size 
of the lake cannot safely accommodate an increased number of boats, canoes, and  various 
water toys on the market today. In addition to the safety issue, water "equipment" brought into 
the lake must be examined to protect the lake from contaminates that can seriously damage 
water quality, rendering the lake unusable for all.   
  
Thank you for your consideration. 
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From: Christina Stauffer [christina.stauffer@lakecorp.com]
Sent: Friday, February 24, 2012 9:38 AM
To: McCaleb, Iris
Subject: Written submission on behalf of Doug Thomas

Date:  February 24, 2012 
 
To:  City of Lake Oswego Planning Commission 
         In care of Ms. Iris McCaleb at:    imccaleb@ci.oswego.or.us 

         
 
The Lake Oswego Corporation submits the following proposal for consideration by the Planning Commission at its 
hearing on Monday, February 27, 2012:  
 
"Protect the quality & value of Oswego Lake for future generations of city residents by supporting & strengthening 
current limitations on access." 
 
We will formally present this proposal at Monday's hearing along with the reasons that this is in the best interest of all 
city residents. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
Doug Thomas, President 
Lake Oswego Corporation 
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‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Sheila Frugoli [mailto:2labsinlo@comcast.net]  
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2012 7:58 PM 
To: WeLoveLO 
Subject: Public Access/Use of Lake 
 
From: Sheila Frugoli <2labsinlo@comcast.net> 
Subject: Public Access/Use of Lake 
 
Message Body: 
Dear Planning Commission: 
Yes, the Commission and the City Council should provide a forum for an open 
discussion about the lake.   In representing all the citizens, leaders should 
review the City's legal obligation to enforcing public access rights on this 
waterway.  Keeping the "status quo",while City resources are directly and 
indirectly spent on protecting/maintaining this  "private" lake, is not 
acceptable.               
 
‐‐ 
This mail is sent via contact form on We Love Lake Oswego 
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From: Tracy Herion [tracyherion@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2012 10:43 PM
To: McCaleb, Iris
Subject: Public Lake Use

To Commissioners, 
  
I am strongly opposed to any further public use of Lake Oswego.  My husband and I made a very conscious decision 3 
years ago to purchase a home with lake access by way of the Village on the Lake Marina Association Easement.  We 
were very aware of the limitations to lake usage. We lived in Portland for the 8 years prior and during those years 
we enjoyed swimming and boating on the Willamette River.  We have enjoyed water sports for much of our lives and had 
a goal to raise our 3 and 7 year old kids spending the summers swimming and water skiing on a lake.  These were some 
of our own fondest childhood memories.  We looked at homes on Blue Lake and Lake Oswego.  Blue Lake was crowded, 
the lake bed is lined with concrete, it was dirty, and the plant and animal life around the lake was minimal.  Lake Oswego 
was an absolutely beautiful contrast.  The shoreline view in many areas was large mature trees, the access was very 
limited, and the water quality was good.  It was a no brainer where to purchase a home.  Additionally the neighborhood 
was chose has a beautiful private dock & marina just for homeowners.  
  
Despite all the attractions of Lake Oswego we have still had trouble at the Village on the Lake Marina with vandalism and 
trespassing.  I was particularly disturbed by the article in today's Lake Oswego Review written by Kara Hansen Murphey 
titled "Oswego Lake: It is private - or is it?"  The author mentions that it may be possible to access the lake near Lilly Bay. 
At this so called access point the shoreline is clearly owned by our Marina Association Easement.  This was very obvious 
in the documents we reviewed and signed when purchasing our home.  I am troubled that this discussion by the 
commission to opening the lake has lead the press to spread false information and encourage trespassing.  As a marina 
member, I value the safety and privacy of our docks and boats and enjoy knowing the neighbors that I share this area 
with.  
  
There are many summer weekend days on Lake Oswego that already it is just not possible to take my little kids out on the 
open water.  The reality is that the lake is already too crowded despite many restrictions on power boat, swimming, and 
canoe usage.  I am thankful for the Lake Corporation's constant patrolling and monitoring of water safety.  The potential 
risks and damage cause by further public use of the lake would far outweigh the benefits of its current private status.       
  
Sincerely, 
  
Tracy Herion, DDS, MS 
Village on the Lake Marina Association Treasurer 
15540 Village Dr., Lake Oswego 97034 
tracyherion@comcast.net 
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From: Rick & Jan Johnson [rjayjan@comcast.net]
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2012 6:57 PM
To: McCaleb, Iris
Subject: Lake Oswego Public Access

I urge the planning commission to leave lake access and management 
AS IS, and as it has been for over 60 years.  I moved to LO in 1994, and 
spent 13 years in the Westlake area.  I was grateful to have access to the 
Lake Grove Swim Park, and admired the homes that were on the lake and 
those that had easement rights.  I did not begrudge them their rights to use 
the lake in more ways than I could, since the Lake has been owned and 
managed by its deeded property owners for as long as anyone in this city 
can remember.  Everyone knows that is how its always been.  To bring up 
convoluted law theories about log sluices in 1869 that somehow mean that 
the Lake should be open to the public seem to lack common sense for 
what we have here.  The lake is a gem that supports this city and all its 
residents.  Has anyone figured out what % of the City's property taxes 
are paid by the homeowners on the lake and those with deeded 
easement rights?  According to the LO Review, that's over 12,000 
people in the city with those rights (not very "private" in the first 
place).  I bet it is a very significant amount.  These people have paid 
significantly "extra" for those deeded rights when they bought their 
property, and are paying higher property taxes every year in order to 
maintain those rights, as well as paying for the care, maintenance and 
safety enforcement on the Lake, all on their own.   Trying to take away 
those exclusive rights will lead to one big costly and ugly legal fight and 
citywide acrimony, and all for what?  Since 1994 I have never heard so 
much as a complaint from anyone in LO that they should have the same 
rights to use the lake as the deeded property and easement owners. 
 Aspiration to work  hard and  someday be able to own a property with 
those access rights, yes indeed,  and perhaps even envy from the more 

petty among us, but never outright calls for abrogating their rights.  Why 
now, and for what end?  For a very few trying to use the 
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current fashion of class warfare and "Occupy Whatever 
I Don't Have" to promote their ideology?   This is a 
pandora's box that if opened will  have a large net 
negative impact on the city, in my opinion.     
 

I now am fortunate enough to live on the lake and enjoy it more fully. 
 However, the Lake is OVERCROWDED as it stands now.  This is a very 
narrow and small body of water, and it is overrun with "users" already.   
 The number of boats have increased dramatically in the last 10 years, and 
on any summer weekend it is a very congested and downright dangerous 
place to recreate.  Due to the lack of shoreline that would absorb waves 
(like in the rivers), the boat waves reflect off the seawalls and turn the 
Lake into a wavy, rough, ocean like mess on the weekends, and even on 
weekday afternoons.  Only the Lake Corp's boat registration, training, 
driver testing, licensing, and Lake Patrol keep this activity under some 
semblance of control.  I am amazed there have not been serious boating 
related accidents or deaths in the last few years.  Residents are constantly 
complaining of the crowded conditions, the waves, the close calls from too 
many boaters on too small a body of water.  The lake can't take any more 
people, public or private, without continual degradation of the experience. 
  That's the practical side of this entire discussion. The lake is already 
being loved too much by too many, opening it up to "the public" will 
mean loving it to death,  and the golden goose that feeds Lake Oswego 
will go into decline.  Saying that it will just be opened for "low impact" 
use is a red herring, once opened, the push will be for ever more access up 
to and including powerboats; at that point the lake will become a 
dangerous cesspool, property values and property taxes will decline, and 
no one will be happy, whether they use the lake or not.   
 

Rick Johnson 
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