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February 2, 2009 
 
Jonna Papaefthimiou, AICP 
Natural Resource Planner 
380 A Ave./po box 369 
Lake Oswego, OR 97034 
 
RE:   “Reasonable Development” Standard and Suspension of 50.16.040 
 
Dear Ms. Papaefthimiou: 
 
I attended the “Open House” meeting last week and enjoyed the in-depth discussion and 
information sharing regarding the important issues facing Lake Oswego.  One of the most 
important issues to me and a lot of my neighbors on the creek side of Springbrook Ct. is the 
current discussion of the “reasonable house” standard.  In this letter, I will address two issues:   
 
1) Proposed changes to the “reasonable” size standard; and  
2) Proposed suspension of 50.16.040 for a period of up to one year; 
 
Reasonable Size Standard 
 
Of the three proposals that were presented during the Open House, I believe that Proposal B 
(Maximum Disturbance Area) made the most sense in balancing the protection of Lake 
Oswego’s natural resources with the property rights of home owners.  Simply put, it is a 
practical solution that will result in the most consistent application of the law across the board.  
To allow homeowners to choose the combination of home size and landscaping, up to the 
proposed limits, provides homeowners with consistency, reasonableness and the choice to 
divide the available square footage as they wish. 
 
Conversely, I do not believe that the planning commission can seriously consider the option of 
forcing homeowners to survey/measure all abutting properties, in order to determine what they 
can do with their house.  This process will simply be unreasonably costly, time consuming and 
will result in a level of inconsistency in its application that would simply be unacceptable to Lake 
Oswego residents.  Simply put, the notion that one’s property rights should be defined by one’s 
“abutting” neighbors is simply absurd and most likely unenforceable. 
 
Suspension of 50.16.040 
 
On a second note, I personally agree that the concept of “reasonable size” as it relates to 
16.040 needs to better defined.  However, I am vigorously opposed to any long-term 
suspension of the section, as it will create significant financial and personal planning  
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hardship for many residents of Lake Oswego.  I believe that the City Council and the Planning 
Commission have a duty to propose potential changes, and then simply adopt a change after a 
period of debate and public input. 
 
However, to leave Lake Oswego residents in a “suspense” mode for a period of up to a year, 
creates a great deal of havoc in the affected families’ personal lives and any potential plans they 
may have for remodeling or selling their homes.  Furthermore, this will put a cloud over the 
value of their property, as any logical buyer will shy away from a transaction, pending resolution 
of this issue. 
 
After a careful review of the record, it seems obvious to me that the decision to suspend that 
section of the code was done with a certain degree of haste, during the discussion of a 
particular remodeling project.  Even more importantly, the audio record is quite clear that the 
discussion was driven by Ms. Brockman during the review of a particular project, which she in 
her personal capacity has vigorously opposed!  In fact, Ms. Brockman has used whatever 
means available to her to attempt to block the two most recent remodeling projects on our 
street.   
 
Specifically, Ms. Brockman, who resides on our street, has fought vigorously to stop the Maslen 
remodeling project, and prior to that, the O’Keefe project.  In her opposition, she has written 
letters that relied on inaccurate and illusory arguments that among others included the number 
of children households and their impact on parking spaces; as well as the impact of construction 
vehicles on the accessibility of the street by emergency vehicles. 
 
Our discussions with city staff seems to verify the fact that subsection 16.040 is not in any way 
being abused by Lake Oswego residents. The staff seems to believe that the number of times 
this section has been used can be counted on one hand, whereas the number of homes that will 
be affected by its suspension will potentially be in the hundreds!  If some accidental oversight in 
the code was being abused by large number of people, then perhaps one could understand the 
logic of such an action.  However, in this instance, this is simply not the case. 
 
It is just hard for me to understand what urgency is driving the Planning Commission to suspend 
the law for a year.  I do not believe that the Commission properly reflected on the impact of such 
a suspension on the personal and financial lives of such a large number of Lake Oswego 
residents.  To simply suspend the code section for that long is akin to the old adage about 
throwing “the baby out with the bath water”.  Needless to say, that is never a good idea. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Mardan M. Afrasiabi 
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