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LU 14-0033 

Christie School 

HRAB Hearing Continued July 31, 2014 

Lake Oswego Preservation Society 

 

These comments are in response to Mr. Voboril’s testimony presented on July 23, 2014.  

 

Assertion: The 1990 designation included all buildings on Tax lot 200, an 11.89-acre 

parcel.  

 

Fact: In 1990, the total 11.89 acres consisted of two separate parcels with different 

owners, which would argue against there being a single historic designation over all of 

the buildings on the entire 11.89 acres. The Sisters owned the only building eligible for 

designation, the Christie School administration building, and it sat on 1.97 acres (see 

Exhibit F-2/page 5). Christie School, Inc. owned 9.92 acres, which contained no historic 

buildings. As we’ve explained previously, a street address for the 1908 building didn’t 

exist in 1990 and referencing the tax lot was simply a means of identifying its location. 

   Also, the Landmark Designation List was included with every letter sent to property 

owners by the City in 1990. The Christie School is number 77 under the heading 

“Individual Buildings.” Clearly an individual building is being listed, not a building 

cluster. The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines provides the following 

definition: “Historic Property—a district, site, building, structure or object significant in 

American history, architecture, engineering, archeology or culture at the national, State, 

or local level.” Undeveloped lands and buildings less than 50 years old are not eligible 

for designation so none of the cottages could ever have been listed.  

 

Assertion: Demlow v. City of Hillsboro is incorrect and “just wrong.” 

 

Fact: The operative terms of ORS197.772 are clear, LUBA has defined them, and the 

applicant has no choice but to abide by the state statute.  

 

Assertion: The City erred in notice when adopting Ordinance 2000 in March of 1990 and 

owners were not given the right to object. 

 

Fact: The owner consent law was adopted in 1995, five years after the historic 

designation so there were no statutory requirements in place at the time for delisting 

therefore the City made no mistake. 

 

Assertion: Mr. Mahler’s letter constitutes an “owner objection.” 

 

Fact: The Christie School was not the owner at the time of designation and there was no 

objection, in his letter, to the landmark designation of the historic Christie School 

building, which they were then leasing and using as their Administrative building. 

 

EXHIBIT G-210 
LU 14-0033 

 

Received by 
City of Lake Oswego 

07/30/14 
 

From Marylou Colver, 
Lake Oswego Preservation Society 

 



EXHIBIT G-210/PAGE 2 

Assertion: Mr. Dresden’s 1990 testimony relating to the listing of his home, the 

Templeton House, demonstrates that the City’s process was “replete with procedural 

errors and irregularities.” 

 

Fact: Mr. Dresden’s testimony has no bearing on this hearing other than to demonstrate 

that there were owner objections at the time of the designation and some property owners 

were actively involved in the process. There was no objection by the Sisters, the owner of 

the Christie School, at the time of the designation. It’s also interesting that if Mr. Mahler, 

as stated in his affidavit, asked for a review, why wasn’t there any follow up on his part? 

 

Assertion: “The City failed to give notice to the fee title holder at the time of the 

designation.” The applicant concludes that this error entitles them to delisting.  

 

Fact: The burden of proof is on the applicant and they have not provided any proof that 

the Sisters did not receive notice, but, as we’ve said above, there was no statutory 

requirement for notice in place in 1990. Even if they prove that notice was not received, 

we would argue that today’s remedy is not delisting.  

 

All of these facts boil down to a simple equation: No owner plus no objection = no 

delisting. The law and the facts are on our side and your decision tonight is easy -- you 

have no choice but to deny LU14-0033 in its entirety.  

 

 

 


