






































































































1120 SW 5th Ave. #1302
Portland, OR 97204
Phone (503) 823-5588
Fax (503) 823-5570

Ensuring access to

leisure opportunities

and enhancing

Portland’s natural beauty

Jim Francesconi, Commissioner  ·  Charles Jordan, Director · Visit our website at www.PortlandParks.org

5/14/02

To: SMILE Board

From: Gay Greger, Community Relations
 & Rod Wojtanik, Project Management

Re: Public Involvement Plan Review – Westmoreland Park

Thank you so much for taking the time to review the Public Involvement Plan for Westmoreland Park’s Master
Plan project.  Listed below are the materials included in your packet, along with our questions.  Your advice
would be very much appreciated.

1. Overview of the Public Information/Public Involvement Concept 

2. Public Involvement Plan & Schedule for: Crystal Springs Environmental Enhancement/Westmoreland Park 
      Master Plan

Please review the various elements of the plan and advise on:
Stakeholder list (see below)
CAC Membership (see below)
Date for first Public Open House meeting; tentative dates for subsequent meetings

(or dates to avoid so as not to conflict with events, etc.)
For the first meeting, we are assuming that a weekday evening would be

preferable to a Saturday.  We are considering the last week of June. 

Regular meeting dates for CAC (so as not to conflict with other neighborhood
meetings (We hope to hold the first meeting the third week in June.)

Location for Open Houses and CAC meetings (SMILE Station? Potential for Sept.
meeting in the park?  Other suggestions?)
Confirm check-in times with the SMILE Board (per schedule)
Ideas for display locations and/or newsletter pick-up locations (ex: SMILE Station,
Library, 4-Seasons, Starbucks, Marsee, etc.)

3. Stakeholder List/Mailing List
The “Stakeholder” list is a work in progress – an effort to identify all user groups, organizations, or
individuals who may have a specific interest in the park.  Please review the list and add anyone you
notice we’ve missed. All the people on this list will receive all newsletters and meeting notices. 

The general mailing list is made up of people who have expressed an interest in the project.  We will add
to this list during the course of the planning process as people return surveys, attend meetings, or contact
us about the project. Right now, it is made up primarily of people who expressed interest in the park
during the last round of planning (Spring ’99). 



3.  CAC: Potential Membership Categories/Representatives
This is a draft list of potential CAC categories and suggested people to fill some of the slots. Your 
advice on both the categories and potential individuals to fill the positions would be very much 
appreciated.

4. Getting the Word Out
1

st
 Newsletter: While this newsletter will include a “heads up” about the 3-Bridges project and provide

an update on the OMSI-Springwater trail construction, it will primarily be focused on the Westmoreland
project.  It will also probably duplicate much of what was included in the attached OMSI-Springwater
newsletter, which was sent to carrier routes all along the route. So we propose targeting a smaller
number of carrier routes for this initial mailing, and expanding it to include 3-bridges area for the next
newsletter.

2. Press & Web: In addition, we hope that Eric will include  an article in the The Sellwood Bee to alert
the broader community about the project and invite them to pick up a newsletter at one of the pick-up
points throughout the neighborhood or check it out on the PP&R web site. Those who want to
participate in the survey would be able to download it or respond via e-mail. (Note: We’ll send a press
release to The Oregonian as well, but feel that the primary vehicle for reaching this audience is the Bee.)

3. Signs: Finally, we’ll be posting signs in the park to let folks know what’s going on and invite their
participation.  Your advice about where to post the signs would be helpful. 

Please review the carrier route map information and give us your advice about which routes to include in
the initial broad mailing. The blue highlighted area is about 2,000 households.  If we include carrier
routes to the west of the blue, that number more than doubles. The orange highlighted area is the
proposed carrier route area to add for the next newsletter, which will include specific information on the
Three Bridges project.

THANK YOU VERY MUCH!



Tentative

Westmoreland ParkWestmoreland ParkWestmoreland ParkWestmoreland ParkWestmoreland Park
Master Plan ScheduleMaster Plan ScheduleMaster Plan ScheduleMaster Plan ScheduleMaster Plan Schedule

JuneJuneJuneJuneJune
Public Open House #1Public Open House #1Public Open House #1Public Open House #1Public Open House #1

Project Overview

Opportunities & Constraints

JulyJulyJulyJulyJuly
Orientation Tour

Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting #1

AugustAugustAugustAugustAugust
Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting #2

SeptemberSeptemberSeptemberSeptemberSeptember
Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting #3

Public Open House #2Public Open House #2Public Open House #2Public Open House #2Public Open House #2
Consideration of Alternatives

OctoberOctoberOctoberOctoberOctober
Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting #4

NovemberNovemberNovemberNovemberNovember
Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting #5

Public Open House #3Public Open House #3Public Open House #3Public Open House #3Public Open House #3
Draft Preferred Alternative

DecemberDecemberDecemberDecemberDecember
Citizens Advisory Committee Meeting #6

JanuaryJanuaryJanuaryJanuaryJanuary
Review & Comment on

Final Recommendation



Westmoreland Park 
Crystal Springs Environmental Enhancement/Park Master Plan
Public Involvement Plan
7/17/02

Project Manager: Rod Wojtanik
Project Contact: Bryan Aptekar
Planning Start: June 2002
Planning Complete: January 2003
Project Scope: Entire Park and Crystal Springs Creek from Westmoreland Park to 

the confluence with Johnson Creek below park 
Project Product: Park Master Plan; Crystal Springs Enhancement Design 

PIP Concept: Several planning, construction, and policy development projects
related to parks are scheduled for, or are underway in southeast Portland.  Because many
people will be interested in most or all of the projects, this Public Involvement Plan
proposes a combined approach for outreach, public information, and public meetings. 

A citizens advisory committee, representing Westmoreland Park’s various user groups,
will provide specific guidance for the Westmoreland Park planning process.  Note: The
timeframe for the Westmoreland planning process is designed to support the Army Corps
of Engineers’ desire to construct their portion of the project during the allowable ESA
window in 2003. If they miss this window, they will have to wait until 2004.

PIP Overview:

An initial newsletter will introduce the project to the community and invite their
participation.  A community “brainstorming” survey will be included.  A CAC will be
formed to help guide the planning process, which will include three open house events
and three newsletters, as well as community displays, participation at related community
events, etc. All CAC meetings will be open to the public and anyone with an interest

will be welcome to attend and join in the discussion. The meeting schedule, meeting
minutes, public meeting and survey results, and project newsletters will be posted on the
Portland Parks web site and signs in the park will notify park users of opportunities to be
involved.

I. Identify Stakeholders

Stakeholder/User Group categories to research for project mailing list and /or
CAC:

Sports groups using Westmoreland Park
- Softball
- Baseball
- Soccer
- Lawn Bowling
- Football
- Anglers



- Model boat Clubs 
- Tennis
- Lacrosse

Traditional Special Events (ex: Rose Festival Milk Carton Boat Races)
Immediate Neighbors
Environmental Interests

- Audubon
- Johnson Creek Watershed Council

Traditional User Groups (annual picnics/events) 
Area schools (Sellwood Middle School, Llewellen School)
Child Care Providers
Community organizations, senior centers, religious, cultural organizations 
SMILE – lead neighborhood association; others to be included on the 

mailing list: Ardenwald/Johnson Creek, Eastmoreland, Brooklyn,
nearby Milwaukie neighborhoods. 

Sellwood/Moreland Business Association
Community, regional, and cultural newspapers will also be included on the 

stakeholder mailing list. 

II. Advisory Committee

An advisory committee, representing a broad cross-section of the above
stakeholders and the general community, will help guide the planning process. 

III. Publications/Public Notification

A. Newsletters: Three or more newsletters will be published during the project.
Because it will include information on a variety of projects, the newsletter will be
distributed to postal carrier routes covering a broad area within the identified
neighborhoods (SMILE, Ardenwald/Johnson Creek, Brooklyn Action Corps,
Milwaukie neighborhoods, and Eastmoreland.)  Subsequent newsletters will be
sent to stakeholders identified for each project as well as those expressing an
interest (completing survey, attending meetings, requesting to be added to the
mailing list, responding in writing, etc.)  Specific project Public Involvement
Plans for other projects presented in the initial newsletter may call for additional
carrier route mailings at strategic points.  All CAC and public meetings will be
announced in the newsletter. 

B. Meeting Notices: Additional meeting notices, if needed, will be distributed by 
mail and posted on the web.

C. Signage: Signs in the park will inform park users of the planning process and
invite their participation.

D. Web: Newsletters, press releases, meeting notices, meeting summaries and
survey results will be posted on PP&R’s web site, along with options developed



and opportunities for comment. The web address will be included on all project
information.

IV. Meetings & Other Person-to-Person Opportunities

A. CAC Meetings: All meetings will be advertised and open to the public.  Five
to eight CAC meetings are anticipated, beginning in July and extending to
January.

B. Public Meetings: Three public meetings/open houses are anticipated
1. Late June: present project, overview of environmental enhancement 

project recommendations, brainstorm opportunities & challenges,
present preliminary results of survey. 

2. Late October: present alternatives & seek feedback on preferred
alternative and potential refinements.

3. Early-December: present final plan

C. Neighborhood Check-in: Three meetings with SMILE leadership have been 
included in the schedule at critical points.  The first to review and refine the PI
plan, the second to review the options prior to the public open house, and the
third to review the preferred option after it is refined by the CAC. Other
check-in meetings with Eastmoreland NA may be scheduled as well.

V. Displays  

The project will be included in the Parks & Recreation information presented
during the Sundae in the Park event on August 4th, noon – 5 p.m.
The alternatives will be displayed at a variety of locations in the community
prior to the October Open House, along with comment cards.  
The refined preferred concept will be displayed, along with comment cards,
prior to the December Open House event. 

VI. Evaluation

Throughout the process, the CAC will be asked for additional suggestions to 
enhance this public involvement plan.  At the end of the process, we will seek
their input about what went well and changes or additions we may want to
consider in the future.  As part of the public meetings, community members will
be asked similar questions. 



Westmoreland Park Master Plan
Fact Sheet

Planning Began: June 2002

Planning Complete: June 2003
Project Manager: Rod Wojtanik
Public Information: Bryan Aptekar  503-823-5594  baptekar@ci.portland.or.us

Coming Up:

Preview Days - Stop by to check out the options

Wednesday, January 22, 2003

Woodstock Library

6008 SE 49th

3:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Thursday

January 23, 2003

Sellwood-Moreland Library

7860 SE 13th

3:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Review the options on the web & complete a comment card:

January 22 – February 5
www:portlandparks.org

Community Meeting to Review & Evaluate Alternative Concepts

Saturday, January 25, 2002
9:00 – noon

Presentations at 9:30 and 11:00

Moreland Presbyterian Church
1814 SE Bybee – Fellowship Hall

Why are we doing a Master Plan for Westmoreland Park?

The focus of the Westmoreland Master Planning effort centers around required restoration of Crystal Springs Creek in

accordance with the Federal Endangered Species and Clean Water Acts. Rather than looking at the creek in isolation,

Portland Parks & Recreation felt it was important to consider it in the context of the entire park .  During the process,

previous planning efforts have been reviewed, existing conditions and federal/state mandates studied, and opportunities

and constraints identified.  Current uses and possible new uses have been discussed.

A Citizens Advisory Committee has been appointed to help guide the planning process. Included are SMILE and

Eastmoreland Neighborhood Association representatives, immediate park neighbors, representatives of sports and other

user groups, and those with backgrounds in environmental issues.  The majority of the group is from the immediate

neighborhood and includes seniors, parents with young children, and someone who can provide an overall historical

perspective. All of the CAC meetings are open to the public and anyone with an interest is welcome to attend.



Planning Process

Initial Input
Newsletter & public survey (6/02)
Public meeting 6/24/02
Sundae in the Park (8/18/02)
Walk in the Park (8/4/02)

July – August 2002 – Background Information
Discussion of purpose and elements of a master plan.
Review of current conditions
Review of recommendations from previous planning efforts
Endangered Species Act and other federal/state/local regulatory requirements

August – November 2002
Development of Guiding Principles (see below)
Research/Discussion/Analysis focused on:

Crystal Springs Creek –Develop a restoration plan for habitat improvements that meets federal, 
state and local permit agency requirements and addresses biological functions, park uses and 
community aesthetics. 
Current Uses – Discuss current condition and use levels of park activity areas and facilities 
including the casting pond, picnic areas, sports fields, park furnishings, access and parking, safety.
playgrounds, etc. Identify possible improvements/changes that could be included in the alternatives.
Potential New Uses – Potential new uses suggested through the survey and public meetings included
skateboard park, dog off-leash area, and synthetic playing field. Gather background information about
needs, potential impacts, etc. and decide parameters for determining which, if any, potential new use(s)
should be explored further or included in one or more of the alternatives. 

November 2002- January 2003
Synthesis & Alternative Development: Synthesize results of research and analysis and develop alternatives that
are consistent with the project’s guiding principles and parameters for any new uses. 

January 2003
Community Open House to review alternatives.  Specific elements of each alternative will be reviewed and there
will be an opportunity to mix and match ideas to help develop a new option that reflects the best elements of
alternatives presented.  Preview Days will be held prior to the Open House and the information and opportunities
to comment will also be available on the web. 

February – March 2003
Develop Draft preferred concept based on results of public meeting and additional discussion with CAC. Evaluate
to ensure that it remains consistent with the Guiding Principles.

April 2003
Community Open House to review and comment on draft preferred concept. 

May 2003
Revisions to preferred concept based on public input. 

May 2003
Final Community Review & Comment on draft Master Plan 

June 2003
Final revisions.



Plan recommendation presented to Parks Director Charles Jordan for adoption.

Guiding Principles

¨ Include a balance of human and wildlife needs

¨ Result in an aesthetically pleasing design that is appropriate for both the urban character and the natural resources of this
unique setting 

¨ Enhance wildlife habitat related to Crystal Springs Creek

¨ Reflect a sensitivity to the needs of immediate neighbors – minimizing impacts whenever possible

¨ Include unprogrammed open space for picnics, informal play, quiet contemplation

¨ Make user safety a priority

¨ The plan will be developed as part of an open and inclusive planning process

¨ Be practical to maintain

¨ Provide for active recreation areas including facilities for team sports that currently rely on the park

¨ Make the park accessible for people of all abilities

¨ Minimize flooding and erosion

¨ Balance local and regional needs

¨ Honor the importance of views and physical connections to water by maintaining access that  respects both the social
aspects of parks and the biological functions of healthy riparian corridors.

Decision-Making Process
Input gathered from the public throughout this planning effort will be used to help inform and guide the work of the CAC
and PP&R staff.  Initial input from the community survey provided critical information regarding how people currently
use the park, what they value most, and what new uses they would like to have considered.  This information is reflected
in the guiding principles as well as the committee’s effort to learn more about suggested new uses.

As is true of all public parks, Westmoreland Park belongs to all the citizens of Portland and anyone with an interest in the
park is welcome to attend meetings regarding its future. Because of its size and amenities, the park is classified as a
“community park” – meaning that it is intended to serve people beyond the immediate neighborhood. In the case of
Westmoreland, its ballfields are used by people from all over the city. Given this, guiding principles and other parameters
have been established to acknowledge and help safeguard the needs of immediate neighbors.

At the upcoming community meetings, participants will be asked to review three options for the park. In general, they will
be asked to evaluate the options based on the guiding principles and parameters developed by the CAC. They will be
asked about individual elements included in each option – what they like, what they don’t like, and why – as well as what
things they would recommend changing in order to make the option more appealing.. 

The results of this meeting will provide valuable information about what options are most appealing and why – as well as
an understanding of what might be changed in order to make other options more attractive.  Using this information as a
starting point, the CAC will mix and match various elements to create a draft preferred concept. The concept will be
reviewed with the public and refined.  Once complete, the final Master Plan recommendation will be reviewed by the
Parks Board and submitted to Parks Director Charles Jordan for adoption.



Westmoreland Casting Pond

Technical Issues:

1. Well Water

After the drought of the mid-90’s, when Bull Run Water was rationed, Portland Parks & Recreation in partnership with
the Portland Water Bureau began a program of putting in wells for irrigation.   Portland Parks and Recreation is one of the
top five customers of the Water Bureau.   

Wells were put in at Lents, Sellwood, Waterfront, and Cathedral with loans from the Water Bureau bringing the total
number of wells in the system to 13.    For example Waterfront Park wells offset a 9 million-gallon load previously on
Bull Run Water.    Irrigation water demand in the Parks also occurs during a 2-3 week period in the summer when the Bull
Run system is near capacity, so that it reduces peak demand on the system.    Portland Public Parks is one of the five
largest customers of the Water Bureau.  

By implementing a program of wells and also upgrading the irrigation systems to utilize computer technology, the Parks
Operations reduced its water bill by  $ ¼ million.      

This computerized system not only saves water but prevented thousands of dollars in damage when vandals ripped off the
irrigation heads in the Peninsula Rose garden, and sensing uncontrolled flow the computer system automatically shut off
the water saving the rose plants from serious damage and soil erosion.   

The existing casting pond at Westmoreland had several problems:

The water source, a cistern in Eastmoreland Golf Course, was used for a low steady flow to feed the pond, and constantly
flush it with natural non-chlorinated water since the casting pond’s construction in the early 1900’s.   Much of the piping
was actually hollowed out logs, and it traveled 5000 feet from the golf course under the main UP Railroad corridor and
the four lane McLaughlin Blvd.   The pipe alone would cost over $100,000 to replace as well as require complex
permitting and construction process to reconstruct it under the railroad and Highway 99.

This year after the pipe collapsed we filled the pond with potable water from our irrigation system so that the Rose
Festival Milk carton races could be run.   Since the water was treated we could not let it flow through to the creek, and it
cost us for every gallon we filled it with to offset evaporation.   The one time cost to fill the pond with water was $16,000,
and we did not want to use chemicals to deal with the stagnate water and algae, and we could not afford to keep flushing
the pond with metered water, so we slowly emptied the pond.    

The solution we are studying now is to drill our next well at Westmoreland, and use the well water as a replacement for
the cistern water.   The well will also provide adequate flow to run the irrigation system and is a much higher volume and
more dependable source of water, then the surface collection cistern.   Using the casting pond will allow us to have a
reservoir so we can feed several irrigation systems with much smaller pumps and more efficient piping loops helping us
save energy, and to take the $21,000/year sports field and park irrigation systems off the metered Bull Run resource.   We
will also be able to change the water frequently in the casting pond and keep it fresher in the summer months by drawing
down the pond late at night to irrigate.

This will allow the casting pond to not only serve as a recreational and aesthetic park feature but to help us save operating
money and conserve our valuable Bull Run Drinking water.

12/10/02



Westmoreland Park 

Casting Pond & Crystal Springs Creek Update

Westmoreland Park, in Southeast Portland, is home to a unique feature in the City of Portland Parks & Recreation
(PP&R) parks system, the casting pond. The casting pond has been a popular feature since the day it opened in 1935.
It has been the practice facility for legendary casting competitors as well as the site for national casting
competitions. The casting pond has had some setbacks in the recent past. The original water source, originating in a
spring over 1,500 feet from the pond, was delivered through an 8” wooden pipe which has deteriorated allowing for
only a slow trickle. As a result, PP&R has had to fill the pond with city potable water resulting in extremely high
water bills for Westmoreland Park Due to recent budget cuts, the pond was allowed to dry up this past summer. This
decision has not been a popular one for Portland Parks and for the many who depend upon the casting pond for their
recreational pleasures.

There is a bright side however.  With passage of the Parks Operating Levy, PP&R has initiated an engineering study
to look restoring the casting pond.  PP&R has been exploring the feasibility of utilizing the casting pond as an
irrigation reservoir. The proposal is to dig a well to fill the pond with water from the local aquifer. This water would
then be drawn out of the pond and distributed over the turf areas through the irrigation system. We anticipate that
this management approach would achieve multiple benefits: reduction of irrigation costs; elimination of the costs of
filling the pond with City potable water; reduction in the need for treatment of algae; and restoration of the popular
casting pond.  To accomplish this, it may be necessary to reduce the size of the pond to address algae concerns and
environmentally sound maintenance and management practices. Engineers will be reviewing this and recommending
what approach will best suit our multiple demands. 

On a fish conservation note, the City of Portland, with assistance from the United States Army Corps of Engineers,
is proposing to restore approximately 2, 300 lineal feet of anadromous fish bearing stream (Crystal Springs Creek).
Water quality and health concerns are two primary issues the City hopes to address by elimination of the shallow
duck pond and additional planting of the riparian areas with native vegetation. The duck pond (approx. 2.5 acres in
size and 18-24” deep) must be reduced to a narrow stream channel to allow for increased shading potential of the
stream bed.  Currently, in the summer, the water rises to temperatures considered lethal for juvenile salmon and
steelhead who reside in this system.  This pond also creates an issue with public health concerns and the Clean
Water Act as some 300 ducks and geese regularly come to dine on hand outs from their human counterparts. This
seemingly never-ending supply of food has resulted in unsafe levels of fecal coliform and E.coli.  It is anticipated
that the elimination of the pond and the planting of the riparian buffers will help to address the run-off of duck waste
that currently washes into the duck pond. The decision to remove the pond is not looked upon favorably by all those
who live near, and use, Westmoreland Park. There are concerns about loss of water views and some possible
reduction in the numbers of waterfowl using the park. PP&R is working toward a design solution which retains
some of the views and also helps to educate park users about problems related to feeding migratory waterfowl. 

At the meeting on January 25th, three different concepts for Westmoreland Park will be presented to the public for
comment and feedback. So come out, have a look and provide us with your thoughts on the new vision for the
casting pond, the anadromous fish-bearing stream and Westmoreland Park in general. Additional information and
answers to many of the commonly asked questions about the project can be found on the Portland Parks &
Recreation website: www.portlandparks.org or by calling Rodney Wojtanik @ (503) 823-6191.

Public Open House
Saturday, January 25th

9:00-Noon
Moreland Presbyterian Church

1814 SE Bybee Blvd.
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

May 20, 2002

Parks Projects Topic of Late June Open House

Several SE Portland parks projects are underway or scheduled to begin soon. Rather than hold
separate public meetings to provide information on each one individually, Portland Parks &
Recreation is sponsoring a combined Public Open House on Monday, June 24th from 6:00 – 8:30
p.m.  Stop by and visit a variety of stations featuring project information and resource people to
answer your questions. 

At the Westmoreland Park station, learn about the master planning process and schedule as
well as the Corps of Engineers’ recommendations related to Crystal Springs Creek. A newsletter,
describing the project and including a survey, will be distributed in early June. Preliminary
results of the survey will be presented at the Open House. The newsletter will be available at a
variety of pick-up points throughout the community, including the SMILE Station and the
Sellwood Library.  It will also be posted on the Portland Parks & Recreation web site:
www.PortlandParks.org.

At the Crystal Springs and Oaks Bottom station, a  brief power point presentation on the
Crystal Springs and Oaks Bottom environmental assessments will be repeated throughout the
evening. Also learn about plans for a new trail connecting Oaks Bottom to the new OMSI-
Springwater trail.

Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Springwater 3-Bridges Project

Crystal Spring Environmental Assessment

Oaks Bottom Environmental Assessment & Trail

OMSI-Springwater Trail Construction

Monday, June 24, 2002

6:00 – 8:30 p.m.

SMILE Station

8210 SE 13
th



At the OMSI-Springwater station get an update on the construction schedule and learn about
the special features of this portion of the trail – which should be complete in October! 

At the Springwater Three Bridges station, learn about this exciting project to bridge Johnson
Creek, the Union Pacific Railroad tracks, and McLoughlin Blvd, moving us an important step
closer to connecting the missing links between OMSI and the existing Springwater Corridor
Trail.

A similar Open House is planned for September.

To add your name to the mailing list for these projects, call 503-823-5588 or contact Portland
Parks through their web site www.PortlandParks.org.

-30-



Westmoreland Park Stakeholder List 

Lead Neighborhood

SMILE
Bob Schmidt, Chairman

Kevin Downing, Past Chairman

Eric Norberg
Newsletter/Publicity Chair

Adjacent Neighborhoods

Historic Milwaukie Neighborhood
Ed Zumwalt, Chair

Eastmoreland NA
Dave Newton, Chairman

Leo Frishberg

Allison Zimmerman, Newsletter Editor

Ardenwald/Johnson Creek Neighborhood Association (SEUL)
Peter Koonce, Chair

Phil Nelson, Land Use Committee Chair

Sportsfield/Stadium User Groups

Oregon Youth Soccer Association
Chad Crosby

Sellwood Moreland Youth Baseball
Matt Hanley

Cleveland Babe Ruth
Daniel Presley

Junior Olympics
Boots Duffy

Portland Metropolitan Softball Association
Ron Boley



Portland City Baseball League (PCL)
Mike Clark

Portland Youth Softball Association
Jean Hand

National Adult Baseball League
Ray Crawford

Central Catholic High School
Mark Horak

Portland Youth Football
Police Activities League
Maura White
Merilee Laurens

PIL (in this case: Cleveland High School)
Greg Ross

Wildcat Softball Group 
12-Step Recovery Program
Dane Baley

Other User Groups & Interested Parties

Anglers'Club of Portland
Contact: Larry Marxer

Oregon Model Yacht Club
Shirley Snapp

Lawn Bowlers
Jim Tupper

Tennis Players
Portland Tennis Center
Mike Stone, Director

Rose Festival
Milk Carton Boat Races
Dick Clark

Gage Industry
Lizbeth Gage



Crystal Springs/Environmental Interests

Mark Wilson, Ecologist
Portland Parks & Recreation Natural Resources

Johnson Creek Watershed Council

Clyde Brummel

Immediate neighbor
Lane Brown

Area Schools & Child Care Providers

Llewellen School

Sellwood Middle School

Businesses

Sellwood/Moreland Business Association

Chris Briggs, APNBA Delegate
Bank of America

Thea Dillasenor-Coleman Preservation Hall - Business Association President

Other Community Organizations

Boys & Girls Club
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News about

Parks
in Southeast Portland

June 2002

Get Involved!Get Involved!Get Involved!Get Involved!Get Involved!
Stay Informed!Stay Informed!Stay Informed!Stay Informed!Stay Informed!

♦ Bookmark the Parks & Recreation

web site, where meeting summaries,

background information, and all

newsletters will be posted:

www.portlandparks.org.

♦ Complete the survey

♦ Add your name to the mailing list.

You’ll receive newsletters providing

project updates and information on

upcoming public meetings. If this

newsletter was not addressed to YOU

PERSONALLY, you are not on the

mailing list.

♦ Contact Portland Parks &

Recreation: 503-823-5588 (phone),

503-823-5570 (fax), or email us at

pkweb@ci.portland.or.us.

Public Open House Features Several Park Projects. . . 1

Westmoreland Master Plan Gets Underway . . . . . . .  2

Westmoreland Park Community Survey . . . . . . . .  insert

Oaks Bottom Connector Trail.  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    2

Springwater Corridor Three Bridges Project  . . . . . .  3

OMSI - Springwater Trail Goes to Construction  . . . . . 4

Crystal Springs & Oaks Bottom

Environmental Assessments . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4

SE Parks Projects Presented inSE Parks Projects Presented inSE Parks Projects Presented inSE Parks Projects Presented inSE Parks Projects Presented in
Combined Open HouseCombined Open HouseCombined Open HouseCombined Open HouseCombined Open House

Monday, June 24, 2002

6:00 - 8:30 p.m.

SMILE Station

8210 SE 13th

Portland Parks & Recreation is sponsoring a combined Public Open

House to gather ideas and share information on parks projects that are

already underway or scheduled to begin soon in southeast Portland.

This newsletter provides an overview

of the projects that will be presented that evening.

Stop by anytime during the evening and visit a variety of stations featuring

project information and resource people to answer your questions.  At the

Westmoreland Park station, learn about the master planning process and

schedule as well as the Corps of Engineers’ recommendations for Crystal

Springs Creek.  A Westmoreland Park survey is included in this newsletter

and the preliminary results will be shared at the Open House.

At the Oaks Bottom Trail station, check out the plans for a trail connecting

Oaks Bottom to the new Springwater Corridor Trail. There will be opportu-

nities to comment on a variety of design details.

At the Springwater Corridor station, find out about the construction

schedule and get a head’s up on plans for the dedication event in the fall.

The Environmental Assessments of Crystal Springs Creek and Oaks

Bottom will be presented at yet another station. Learn about the findings

and related management recommendations.

At the fifth station, an overview of the Three Bridges Project, scheduled to

begin later this summer, will be presented.
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In July, the westernmost portion of the Springwater

Corridor Trail, tagged “OMSI to Springwater” is going

to construction!   The project, extending from SE Ivon

to SE Umatilla, adds an additional three miles to the

Springwater Trail.  This new section of trail parallels an

active rail line, making it Portland’s first “Rail with Trail”

project.

The entire Springwater Corridor extends from SE 4th &

Ivon (near OMSI) east all the way to Boring. Within the

corridor, the completed trail is fourteen miles long, be-

ginning east of McLoughlin Blvd. near Tideman Johnson

Park, and continuing through Gresham to just past the

Clackamas County line. The trail serves hundreds of thou-

sands of commuters and recreational trail users each year.

The map inside illustrates the OMSI to Springwater project,

the “Three Bridges” project area, and the location of the

remaining “missing link.”  At the June 25th Open House,

you can learn more about the design of the new trail and

plans for the grand opening celebration later in the fall.

Springwater Corridor TrailSpringwater Corridor TrailSpringwater Corridor TrailSpringwater Corridor TrailSpringwater Corridor Trail
will grow this Summer!will grow this Summer!will grow this Summer!will grow this Summer!will grow this Summer!

Endangered Species Act listings of

several fish species prompted studies

to identify opportunities for early

actions that would improve fish habitat and help

recover the listed species.  Two areas in Southeast

Portland were targeted for detailed assessments, Oaks

Bottom Wildlife Refuge and the Crystal Springs Creek

Basin.

The Oaks Bottom Study, completed last year by Harza

Inc., looked at current conditions on the refuge and

identified ecological problems and treatments.  Lists of

projects were developed to further wildlife habitat and

nature based recreation goals of the refuge.  Follow-up

in areas of native revegetation, stewardship, and water

quality assessments are underway, while projects to

create fish habitat are being reviewed.

The Crystal Springs Study assessed current stream

conditions and habitat improvement opportunities in

each reach of the 2-mile long creek.  Projects identified

for the Westmoreland Park Reach are planned for

construction next year, with a federal grant.

Highlights of these studies will be offered at the June

24th Open House. The full reports will be available on

the Parks Website by the end of June.

Environmental Assessments of
Crystal Springs & Oaks Bottom
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The long-awaited master planning process for

Westmoreland Park begins this summer! Work on

the Master Plan was delayed to allow time for the Army

Corps of Engineers to complete their feasibility study of

the Westmoreland Pond and Crystal Springs Creek.

The feasibility study was required by an Army Corps of

Engineers grant to address lake and creek issues in

Westmoreland Park. Their recommendations reflect the

more stringent expectations and review now required by

the Federal Endangered Species Act - regulations not in

place when initial plans for stream enhancement were

completed in the summer of ’99.  The Corps has recom-

mended a variety of habitat enhancements, including re-

establishing the stream’s channel and revegetating the

banks to create a more naturalistic riparian edge. They

also recommend adding boardwalks and viewpoints.

What’s involved in developing a Master Plan? The focus

of the Westmoreland master planning process centers

around the opportu-

nity to improve and

restore the park’s

natural features

while at the same

time ensuring that

the park continues

meet community

needs for both

active and passive

recreational

facilities.

During the process,

existing conditions

will be reviewed,

and opportunities

and constraints

identified.  We’ll be

looking at every-

thing from circula-

tion and accessibility to picnic areas and lighting.  We’ll

consider current uses and possible new uses that the

community might desire. The enclosed survey is the first

step in gathering suggestions about the community’s

issues, concerns, hopes and dreams.

A Citizens Advisory Committee will help guide the

planning process. Included will be SMILE and

Eastmoreland Neighborhood Association representatives,

immediate park neighbors, representatives of sports and

other user groups, and those with backgrounds in environ-

mental issues.  The group will include seniors, parents with

young children, and someone who can provide a historical

perspective.

The Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) will begin

meeting in July. All of the CAC meetings will be open to

the public and anyone with an interest in the project is

welcome to attend and join in the discussion.  For the

meeting schedule, call 503-823-5588 or check the web:

www.portlandparks.org.

Complete your survey! We want to hear from you!

Metro’s 1995 Open Spaces, Parks and Streams bond measure

initiative provided funds to design and build a connection to

the Springwater Corridor through Oaks Bottom.  The access

trail will improve the existing trail from the trailhead parking

lot on SE Milwaukie Avenue to the north railroad undercrossing

on the Springwater Corridor. The goal of this route is to pro-

vide neighborhood access to the Springwater Corridor midway

between SE Ivon Street and SE Spokane Street..

In past public meetings, there has been a great deal of interest

in making certain that the trail design will ensure user safety on

the steep slope, minimize wetland impacts and integrate the

trail into the wildlife refuge.  (continued on next page)

Oaks Bottom Connector TrailOaks Bottom Connector TrailOaks Bottom Connector TrailOaks Bottom Connector TrailOaks Bottom Connector Trail

Oaks Bottom TrailOaks Bottom TrailOaks Bottom TrailOaks Bottom TrailOaks Bottom Trail, continued
The issue of trail width was recently

resolved by Parks Director Charles

Jordan.  It will be 12' wide on the steep

slope, narrowing gradually to 9' wide as

it crosses through the wetland on the

old road grade.

Other design details need to be re-

solved including pavement type,

measures to slow traffic on the steep

slope, including whether to use striping,

and/or signage.  Options will be

presented at the open house for com-

munity review and comment.

While Springwater from the Ross Island

Bridge to the Sellwood Bridge will be

built this summer, construction of the

link through Oaks Bottom will take

place late next spring, to reduce impacts

to native amphibians.

Crystal Springs Creek looked quite different when  park

development was beginning.

Federal Transportation Enhancement

Act funding, totalling $3.94 million, has

made the Springwater “Three Bridges”

project possible.  This portion of the

Springwater Corridor Trail, when com-

plete, will provide a safe pedestrian and

bicycle  crossing over  McLoughlin Blvd.,

Union Pacific railroad tracks (just east of

McLoughlin), and Johnson Creek. The

new trail will meet the original trail just

east of the Union Pacific railroad tracks.

 Metro’s Open Spaces bond measure re-

cently enabled purchase of several parcels

owned by the Union Pacific railroad, in-

cluding the railroad berms in the Three

Bridges project area on which the new

bridges and trails will be constructed.

The project inclues a traffic signal at SE

17th Avenue and Ochoco Street to improve

safety for bicycles and pedestrians trying

to cross busy SE 17th Ave.  Sidewalk improvements are also planned.  The

actual off-street portion of the trail will begin at SE 19th and Ochoco where it

will be placed on top of the old railroad berm.

Planning will begin late this summer, and will include several opportunities

for public input.  At the next Open House, scheduled for late September,  a

complete project outline and schedule will be presented. At subsequent Open

House events, there will be opportunities to discuss the street improvements,

help select the bridge designs, refine some trail alignments and evaluate vari-

ous surfacing materials. Updates will be posted on the Parks & Recreation web

site and in future newsletters.

Up Next:Up Next:Up Next:Up Next:Up Next:

Three Bridges!Three Bridges!Three Bridges!Three Bridges!Three Bridges!
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Results of Westmoreland Park Community Survey

Use and Users of the Park

In June and July of 2002, a survey was conducted of users and nearby residents around
Westmoreland Park.  Of the 252 people who responded to the survey, 220 indicated that they
actually use the park. Of the small percentage of people who were surveyed who do not use the
park, most cited waterfowl and their waste as the major reason for not visiting the park, while a
few others said that their personal health or the wetness/flooding of the park as their reason. 

By comparison, most respondents to the survey are users of the park.  The following results
indicate their responses to questions on how they use the park, and how they envision its future.
First, the most common things people like to use the park for (as indicated in Figure 1) are walk,
feed the ducks/feed wildlife and enjoy the playground.  Also popular are  walking the dog,
picnicking, running, reading and relaxing.  Many people expressed that they like ‘other’
activities than those listed in the survey.  These activities included things like: watching sports,
playing pick-up games of sports, attending the milk carton boat races and other family fun.

Figure 1:

Activities Respondents Enjoy In The Park
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Issues of Concern

The survey is being used as a tool to help develop an understanding of the current issues and
concerns of the community. These will help in giving a direction for the new park Master Plan.
Two sets of questions were asked about what the Plan should address – one involved a series of
elements that are typical for Master Plans to address.  The other raised issues which the
community felt should be addressed during this process, as expressed to staff during discussions
with Sellwood Moreland Improvement League (SMILE) and other community members.  Figure
2 below illustrates which issues typical to Master Plans people felt of most importance.  Five
major issues were of significance to people.   These included, with specific comments on, the
following:

Landscaping –minimize the sound impact from McLoughlin, a desire for more naturalistic,
native landscaping and being sensitive to the needs of the creek and its habitat potential for
fish;

The casting pond: concerns about its appearance, water quality and impact on the creek;
some want it removed to be replaced with a skate park; while others want it cleaned up for
use as a wading pool for kids and/or dogs; many support keeping it, though with cleaner
water;

The environment: many people feel that efforts to restore fish habitat in the creek would be
worthwhile, concerns about flooding were strong as were the concerns about the number of
ducks/geese and their impacts on the park settings;

Restrooms: most asked that one be kept open year round, and a request for changing tables;

Access: allow for both disabled and stroller access, bike access, no loose gravel

Figure 2:

Issues of Concerns Standard to Master Plans which People Addressed
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Many people used the ‘other’ category to indicate concerns about the following:

the duck/goose waste;

what geese/ducks are being fed (bread is
unhealthy– cracked corn is good);

dogs off leash and untended waste;

flooding;

desire for a skate park; and

the condition of the wading pool and the
NW side of the pond.

When presented with the issues that members of the community raised as concerns for what they
would like the Master Plan to address, several issues rose to the top.  As Figure 3 shows, the
issue of greatest interest is a perimeter trail or jogging path.  Other issues of importance include:
introducing some sort of interactive water feature/playground and the addition of more benches
and picnic tables.

Figure 3:

Issues of Concern  Raised by Community Members
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Roughly 35% of respondents to the survey have children, totaling 142 all together. Figure 4
shows the distribution of ages of their children.  Several people who do not bring their children
to the park commented that the lack of skatepark facilities, the goose droppings, the condition of
some of the play equipment and the lack of a barrier between McLoughlin and the park were
concerns.  Presumably these are some of the reasons they do not bring their children to the park.

Figure 4:

Age Distribution of Children Using the Park
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Of those parents whose children do use the park, they liked various aspects of the park, including
the wading pool, the ball fields and the play equipment.  Some did say they missed the recreation
activities which PP&R has traditionally offered in the park. 

Organized Sports

When asked if the sports facilities were adequate, only 9% said they were not, with a majority
saying they were, and a large number of people not responding, presumably because they do not
use them.   Those who do not think the sports facilities are adequate commented on: insufficient
field numbers, field location, condition of restroom facilities, ballfield upkeep, lack of lighting,
and lack of enough parking as reasons for inadequacy.

Many people do use and enjoy the sporting facilities in Westmoreland Park.  To improve these
facilities people suggested more amenities (parking, benches and restrooms), improvements to
the basketball courts (nets), and enlarging and regrading some of the fields. 

Meeting the Needs of Seniors

Of those who responded to the question (roughly 2/3rds of those who responded to the survey),
60%, or 87 people, felt that the park did meet the needs of seniors.  Another 57, or 40% of those
who answered this question, felt that the needs of seniors were not adequately met.  Issues such
as amenities (benches and paved accessible walking paths) were listed as ways to make the park
more welcoming to seniors.  There were also concerns about the safety for very young and the
elderly in relation to dogs allowed off leash.

Features No Longer Appropriate

When asked whether certain features are no longer appropriate or should be relocated there were
many comments. Some suggested removing the lake and restoring it to a more natural stream
condition.  Many also felt that the ducks/geese should be removed or relocated.  

Some commented on the ‘private’ nature of the lawn bowling activity; hoping to encourage other
uses in that area.  Others questioned how often the area is used and if  space should be dedicated
to this use.  Still others favored removing some or all of the lawn bowling area.

Most discussion was generated around the issue of the casting pond.  Many people felt it should
be removed or at least downsized to allow for a skate park area, or a swimming/wading pool.
Several felt that it cost more than it was worth, in terms of maintenance.  Others felt that it
should be kept, but reduced in size. 

Many favored enforcing off-leash laws, and creating rules prohibiting feeding of the ducks and
geese – with signs to announce both sets of rules.
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Aspects to be Kept

One question in the survey asked what aspects of the park people wanted to keep.  The answers
were varied and passionate…the ballfields, playgrounds and amenities such as benches and
bridges all received favorable comments asking that they be kept. There were many fans of the
trees – some asking for more, many asking that the current ones be kept.

The casting pond by far had the largest number of supporters – with reasons ranging from 42
years as a neighbor watching and enjoying its use to the diversity of users it currently has.

Several felt that inviting skateboarders into the park would be unsafe and is not an appropriate
use for the Park.

One comment requested that Westmoreland be kept a “community park”, with the explanation
that things not be added that make it a big draw for larger crowds.

Some expressed interest in maintaining or improving the environmental aspects, i.e, the trees,
shrubs and riparian areas, over other uses entirely.  There were many comments about creating a
more natural condition in creek and duck pond.  One asked that the Crystal Springs water be kept
cool and clear. By contrast, others felt that the duck pond should be maintained and allow for the
continued feeding of waterfowl.

There were many who spoke of keeping the various sports facilities (tennis courts, ballfields and
basketball courts) as the are – with some modifications or improvements. 

Finally, many people felt that the park is fine just the way it is. 
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WESTMORELAND PARK COMMUNITY SURVEY

Survey Question #1:  Do you use Westmoreland Park now?
1Don't Use

Dogs

• Too many dogs running loose.
Equipment

• Not as attractive as the Rhododendron Gardens. Too many geese, the play area needs updating.
Health

• I have a brace on my leg and use a walker, but I am glad the park is there.

• Too ill.

• Elderly, Disabled, Lazy?

• No good reason, other than age, 78 and 82 years old.
Landscape

• It's too wet.

• Not enough shade at playground. Seems to be flooded 3 seasons each year, over aggressive geese.

• Lack of vegetation, soggy ground have made it an undesirable place to walk. Walk, walk the dog, feed wildlife, picnic-these are activities we 
used to do.

• Not as attractive as the Rhododendron Gardens. Too many geese, the play area needs updating.
No Need

• I did when my children were young.

• I have a backyard.

• Close to Sellwood Park
Noise

• Too noisy from Hwy. 99. Plant a tall evergreen hedge to block sound. Stagnant pool with no wildlife is very unattractive.
Snow

• Not much, only on special reasons, cross country skiing, when snow was on grass.
Wildlife

• Too much goose poop.

• Geese Poop

• Not as attractive as the Rhododendron Gardens. Too many geese, the play area needs updating.

• Too many wild fowls, ground too messy. No longer take grandchildren to play.

• Not as attractive as the Rhododendron Gardens. Too many geese, the play area needs updating.

• We used to enjoy going there. The duck/goose feces is now too messy! Very difficult to take our grandson for a walk!

• Too noisy from Hwy. 99. Plant a tall evergreen hedge to block sound. Stagnant pool with no wildlife is very unattractive.

• Not suitable for walking and picnicking due to huge quantity of bird droppings.

• All that poop on the grass from the geese!

1Use

Dogs

• We use the park almost every day to walk our dog. Need more trash cans to deposit poop bags. Thanks.
Use

• All the time!

• I often go to Sellwood Park even though I live 3 blocks from Westmoreland. I feel that my needs so as needs of many people who also go to 
Sellwood Park instead have not been addressed. Hours upon hours of labor are performed for baseball young children, a handful of fly

fishermen,
and 10 bocci ball players. How about the rest of us? Clean up crews dig up plants choking the spring but high fertilizers nitrogen are still sprayed
 by home owners all along the spring. Why isn't this addressed?

Wildlife

• I do occasionally run through the park; however, I do not take my child or dog there because of the unavoidable water fowl droppings.

• Enjoy what remains of a healthy ecology.

• But only a little because of mud and duck/goose poop.

• Would use it a lot more if there wasn't so much duck/goose poop everywhere.
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Survey Question #2:  What activities do you enjoy doing in the park?
2  Other

• Have trouble walking 

• Enjoy Crystal Springs Creek

• Bike Paths

• Climb trees, stand on bridges.

• Enjoy trees, sit in their shade.

• City lights reflecting off water. Keep the casting pool please!

• Frisbee/Frisbee Golf

• Kite Flying; visiting with children

• Casual soccer and softball, Easter egg hunt.

• Destination for bicycling.

• Ride bikes from home to the park and play.

• Wading pool when there was one. Community events. Easter egg hunts, spring clean day, leaf depot.

• Watch ball games and play frisbee.

• The view of the park from our house.
Access

• Electric cart; pave paths
Activities

• Milk carton boat races.

• Have Sellwood Moreland Fish Hatchery Easter Egg Hunt.

• Milk carton races and take the kids to the playground.

• Ride bikes (kids)
Art

• Sketching, photographing, watercolors.
Casting Pond

• Casting pond could be about 1/2 size.

• Watch the boats in the casting pond.

• Enjoy the casting pond with water in it.
Comments

• Great park for me and my grandkids.
Commute

• Bicycle through daily.
Dogs

• People allow dogs without leashes to chase the ducks!

• You should add an off leash dog park.
Environment

• A nice place to take visiting relatives!
Landscape

• Riparian enhancement.
Other

• Milk carton races.
Paths

• Biking around casting pool.
Picnic Areas

• I would use the picnic facilities if they were in better shape.
Program

• Summer music programs.
Relax

• People watch.

• Watch people and their antics.

• View stream, lake, pond, scenery as buffer to McL Blvd. Enjoy greenspace.

• Watch people and their families. I am an older, single woman.
Sports

• Frisbee, catch and soccer camps.

• Children's sports/soccer games/practice.
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• Watch sports.

• Hit pop flies to the kids.

• Watch sports

• Softball practice, fly ball pitching.

• Ultimate frisbee, soccer
Trees

• Hug trees!
Viewing

• Watching ball.

• No, but we watch and enjoy (sports).
Wading Pool

• Water fountain, water pool. My kids miss this terribly.
Walking

• Walk the duck (cane)
Wildlife

• Searching creek for salmonids.

• Use it very little because of poop.

Survey Question #3:  What are the primary issues or concerns you would like the Master Plan to address?
3 Other

Access

• Many paths are rough, eroded, or easily flooded.
General

• I am sorry, but all of the above could use some degree of attention.

3aParking

•No additional

3bLighting

•No additional

3gVehicles

•No

Survey Question #4:  Do you have children under 18 living at home?
What are their ages?

Do you think the park adequately meets their needs?

General Comments submitted

• The amount of goose turds is a real disincentive to use of the park with small children.

• We use park with our grandchild (age 4).

• For now.

• Grandchildren - 4

• They don't like all the goose poop and the play structure is too young for my older child. He uses the park for his baseball games, however.

• My husband and I would like to see a large gate or some type of retaining wall near 99. We've flown kites over in the basketball fields and had 
him run towards 99. We realized that there is nothing stopping him from the traffic on that busy highway.

• Granddaughter visits, 2 years old.

• 11 year old grandson visits.

• For the younger, yes.

• 6 grandchildren, 7 and under, who visit frequently.

• Who cares?

• I have no children now, but my son and neighborhood friends used the park for many years. We have lived here since 1961.

• I'd be concerned about the slope on east border with McLoughlin and pathways that encourage more trash (needles, etc.) to be spread.

• Yes and no-Playground wonderful, bathrooms a bit skunky and dirty. The lawns cant' be used due to duck poop.

• Visits by grandchild (6 years old) weekly.

Equipment
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• Playground expansion would be nice. Climbing structures for older children would be nice.

• Although the playground facilities are adequate and in good condition, many parents in the neighborhood (including ourselves) avoid the park 
because it is a health hazard. There are way too many waterfowl polluting the park, many of which are very aggressive. Until this issue is 
addressed, the park will not reach its full potential.

4No

• 6 Grandchildren

• No.  Would use children's fountain if it worked. No changing facilities in restrooms.

• I coach youth baseball, and the fields can always use additional work for safety and good practice use.

• The park has a large acreage dedicated to ballfields. Need more areas for all age, all gender activities.

• Lack of personnel to have the great summer programs of the early 90's.q

• No

• No, skateboard park would be nice.

• Visiting grandchild.

• Not inviting.
Casting Pond

• Convert casting pond to skatepark.
Equipment

• No, more playground equipment is needed.

• Need better play equipment. Concern about unfenced stream. Kids can fall in. Concern about large quantities of goose and duck waste. No 
possible sitting on the lawn.

• Would like improved playgrounds and solution for muddy (swampy) areas around water. Kids get filthy!

• Needs updated for the changes and fast pace of life we are faced with everyday.

• Need playground - moved to center of park.

• Grandchildren and I do use the play area occasionally. Too crowded and noisy for me!

• Get rid of big metal slide. Too dangerous. My son has almost fallen off and gotten his foot caught several times. Also, in summer, metal slide 
gets too hot. Replace with another play/climbing structure with slides. Also, some type of barrier around the water to keep children out of it.

Natural

• No. There are plenty of playgrounds. They need a natural landscape and watershed to visit and observe.
Paths

• Bike and scooter paths into play area. Water/pool
Program

• No, put money back into programs for youths during summer break. Utilize the building again for activities and sports. Residents of 
Westmoreland/Sellwood will see the beauty in the park when children are given inexpensive ways to learn and grow during the summer.
Sellwood Park and Pool is not for all children. Distance and safety play a part also.

Skateboards

• No-would like a skateboard park.

• No, Skateboarding needs are unmet.

• No, would love to see a skate park there!
Sports

• There are a lot of activities for teenage boys except basketball and organized sports.
Wading

• Bike and scooter paths into play area. Water/pool
Wildlife

• No, because of duck/goose poop.

• No, the park is too dirty, too much goose and duck feces.

4no answer

Unsure

• I don't know.

4Other
Grandchildren

• Do have grandchildren who visit the park, ages 7-15.

4Yes
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• Yes, could use a wading area for small children.

• Yes

• Yes

• Several different things to do or watch.

• Yes

• Yes, see comments above on 3.

• Yes.

• Would like to see more options for the middle years age group (5-12 years old). Skating, skateboarding, low level rock climbing, bike trick area, 
obstacle/circuit climbing course.

• Yes

• Yes, ducks, playground, green space all excellent, but more activity classes would be great.

• Yes

• Yes

• Yes, they love it but often can't use the play area because of the flooded spots (merry-go-round,. Base of slide, soggy grass). Many dogs also 
run around leash free and it's very scary for them and me.

• Yes.

• Yes.

• Yes, but _____that is usable without all the poop would be great.

• Yes

• Yes, with these changes.

• Yes

• It is a great park for a four year old as there is a lot to explore.

• Yes

• Yes!

• Yes, as far as a place to play goes, miss summertime full service Parks & Rec programs.

• Yes

• Our boys enjoyed the park while children and teenagers. They used the playground, tennis courts, basketball hoops, tetherball poles, and sat 
under trees.

• Yes, great playground equipment, lots of birds, lots of stroller paths, shade, sun, natural wildlife viewing areas, stream, picnic area.

•
• Yes, we use the open areas for frisbee, catch, kite flying, etc. Playground sometimes, basketball is great, this is a great place!

• It's only okay. More play structures, places to climb and jump and tunnel and hang. Those would be great!

• Yes, safe playground, ballfields great.

• Yes

• Yes

• Uses the park to play on playground, with friends and to walk the dog.
Activities

• We really enjoy the play structures and model boat pond. I wish the two play areas were closer together to make keeping track of the kids 
easier, also have never seen the wading pool full but would like to.

Casting Pond

• Yes, but I don't want to lose the casting pond. My son loves it! And we can see it from our front porch.
Dogs

• Yes, we walk the dog.
Equipment

• Yes, but the merry-go-round needs to be either fixed to improve drainage as it's constantly swamped, or removed.

• I would like to see some of the older playground equipment replaced with newer structures, e.g., modern climbing structure that incorporates 
slides and other activities (like Grant Park and many other parks. Love the one at Washington Park, though realize it may be too big for us). 
Also, would like to see the wading pool filled regularly.

Sports

• Yes, so far. We use it to play ball all the time.
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Survey Question #5:  Many of the park users participate in organized sports. 
Are the facilities adequate for them?

How could they be improved?

General Comments submitted

5

• The port-a-potty can get kind of gross. Probably better to just get rid of it when the restrooms are open or put restrooms  behind/under the 
baseball stadium. Keep them open more of the year. Don't eat up more park space with  another temp. bathroom. Have sign(s) directing people 
to bathroom.

• Restrooms
Maintenance

• They could use a coat of paint.
Program

• Children will have the memories and education to remember more than parking, lighting, etc.
Sports

• Soccer field.

• Again, sports users have all the space. Do they need more. We need more off leash areas.
Unsure

• No opinion.

• I don't know since I don't participate.

• I don't know.

• Don't know. Don't participate.

• Don't know.

• No opinion.

• Don't know.

• Don't know.

• Not sure.

• Don't know.

• I wouldn't know.

• I enjoy the softball/baseball activities, but don't play so I can't answer this.

• Don't know.

• We haven't used any of the facilities.

• I don't know.

• Not sure

• Cannot judge.

• Not applicable for us to answer.

• Don't know.

• Don't know.

• Don't know.

• Unknown.

• Don't know.

• Don't use.

• Don't know but like to see people enjoying them.

• No opinion.

5No

• Better drainage

• Dedicated areas for individual sports. Better maintenance.

• Need more options for solo or small group activities.

• Better soccer field.
Amenities

• More restrooms.

• Seating, bathrooms

• Restrooms better maintained (and open).
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• More restrooms
Facilities

• Need restrooms and some covered areas.

• Need more restrooms, more parking, more benches. Need better drinking fountains and a couple more.
Landscape

• Ground grading/Drainage/Seating for starters.
Lawn Bowling

• Lawn bowling deteriorated badly.
Maintenance

• More regular maintenance of ballfields.
Parking

• More accessible parking for fields by the restroom.

• Parking.
Restrooms

• Temp. restrooms needed near ballfields.
Skateboards

• No skateboard section, but allow skateboards as transportation means.
Space

• Apparently, inadequate space for competing sports,  i.e.., spring soccer, baseball.
Sports

• More soccer fields with lighting.
Unsure

• Not sure.

5No answer

• Don't know, don't use it that way.
Unsure

• I don't know.

5Yes

• They are fine facilities. Save your budget.

• I love the softball field. Glad restroom is open _______

• Keep it simple.

• Stock casting pool with warm water fish (bass). Too much emphasis on sports. Free up funds from sports to maintain and keep casting pool and
 maintain beauty of the water aspects of park.

• Seems so. Ball/baseball parks look great.

• Youth: 4-9 p.m. and adults after 9:00 p.m.
Amenities

• More benches for the fields.

• Restroom and water fountain at south end.

• Better restroom facilities.
Basketball

• Basketball courts need improvements, nets.
None

• No changes to park.
Parking

• I don't think there's any way to make parking easier on the north end of the park, so I don't see any way to address the issue of on-street parking
 in the neighborhood (unless parking was created where the lawn bowling currently is).

Softball

• The softball fields are great.
Sports

• Level ground in fields.

• Enlarge soccer field.
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Survey Question #6:  Do you think the park adequately meets the needs of the senior community. 

General Comments submitted

6

• Could be improved at least one loop through park is paved and signed as such.

• It's got benches, tables, lawn game area. It could have more wildlife habitat, "natural" areas.
Benches

• I'm not a senior yet, but I think more branches would be helpful, esp. near the pond.
None

• No changes to park.
Unsure

• Don't know.

• ?

• Don't know.

• What do you mean?

• Unsure

• I don't know.

• Don't know.

• Don't know.

• I don't know.

• Probably not, don't know for sure.

• Unsure

• Unsure.

• Don't know.

• Don't know.

• Don't know.

• I don't know.

• No opinion.

• Not aware.

• Not sure.

• Don't know.

• Don't know.

• Not sure.

• Not sure

• I don't know.

• I don't know.

6 No answer

Unsure

• Don't know.

6No

• I just don't see a large number of seniors in the park.

• Paths/bridges could be more accessible to walkers, canes, wheelchairs, etc..

• I would like to see the casting pool area used for construction of a senior center similar to that in Milwaukie area.

• See #1. (Not suitable for walking and picnicking due to huge quantities of bird droppings).

• Have card and checker tables in a covered area.

• A community garden could dedicate space to seniors and plots for donated foods.

• Crosswalk is malfunctioning since Bybee sewer project. Proper crosswalk on Crystal Springs.

• More benches and shade in center of park.
Access

• It would be nice to have better walkways.

• Needs a perimeter walking path.

• Better walking paths. Bridge approaches. More comfortable places to sit.
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• Poor access link at Westmoreland Manor.

• Paved pathways go around the park but not within. A person must be able to walk a long ways on the path to walk through the park.

• More walkways and security are needed.

• More seating, benches, and wheelchair accessibility.

• Not sure, I think that access is tricky.

• Need walking paths that are safe and level.

• More access for those challenged in walking. More benches. Less dog poop!

• Needs more paved walkways.

• Pathways not sturdy and no easy access that is paved (canes and wheelchairs) not enough benches away from pesky ducks.

• For a long time we have wanted a walkway around the perimeter of the park. I suppose that that would require a fence on the McLoughlin side.

• More benches and easier walkways.

• Not very accessible to folks in wheelchairs.

• Better walkways, more of them accessible to disabled people. Seniors-walkways on perimeter of park, more walking trails.

• Perimeter pathways would improve things.

• Walkways aren't set up for them.

• Restrooms, walkways, tables, benches

• Paths too rough

• Walkers and other physical aids need more stable sidewalks for "challenged" folk.
Activities

• Few organized activities like lawn chess. Also see above (lawn bowling deteriorated badly). How about croquet?
Amenities

• More benches

• Better walking paths. Bridge approaches. More comfortable places to sit.

• Resting area-adequate

• Because of all the ducks and geese it is not a pleasant place to walk because there is so much nature. I haven't been over there this year, but 
the restrooms not kept up.

• Need more benches around the water areas.

• I've observed some elderly folks looking for benches along casting pond and perimeter walks; water fountains are few and pathways too narrow 
for wheelchairs with other traffic.

• Maybe a couple of more benches and shaded areas.

• Restrooms, walkways, tables, benches

• More sturdy benches needed around playground and lake areas.

• More seating, benches, and wheelchair accessibility

• Need more benches.

• Not many sitting places, especially on south side of park.

• More benches and easier walkways.

• Long way to restroom. Inadequate benches at pond.

• Need more places to sit, especially in the playground area while accompanying small children.

• More seating and meeting and talking places away from duck and goose mess.

• Uneven ground, lack of scenic areas for stopping, sitting, and viewing.

• Need more benches or seating.
Benches

• Pathways not sturdy and no easy access that is paved (canes and wheelchairs) not enough benches away from pesky ducks.

• Need more benches.

• Not enough benches

• More access for those challenged in walking. More benches. Less dog poop!

• More benches in playground areas.
Dogs

• Dogs off leash. Dangerous for all-especially young and old.

• More access for those challenged in walking. More benches. Less dog poop!
Facilities

• Uneven walking surfaces. Small gathering or performance pads or stages with one or two covers. Like a fiddler or singer or poet space. Benches 

with backs on them.

Flooding

• If it was dry and accessible, not flooding.
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Landscape

• Need more plants, flowers, improve walking areas.

• Uneven ground, lack of scenic areas for stopping, sitting, and viewing.
Parking

• Parking not adequate.
Security

• More walkways and security are needed.
Wildlife

• Because of all the ducks and geese it is not a pleasant place to walk because there is so much nature. I haven't been over there this year, but 
the restrooms not kept up.

• Again, the same issues. Very difficult to take a stroll - feces!

6no answer

Unsure

• I don't know.

6Yes

• In general, when it meets family needs, it will be fine for seniors.

• To my knowledge.

• I see many seniors enjoying the walks, benches, ducks.

• They like to walk and enjoy park.
Access

• Could harden the pathways for wheelchairs, there are several products to create hard surfaces without using asphalt or concrete.

• Close to Westmoreland Union Manor. Gravel path is level (flat, no real hills),lawn bowling.

• Gradual ADA walkways through large percentage of park. Bridges are a bit steep.

• The walkways are excellent. More shelter/shade could be provided near benches. Plant native plants around benches.

• Paved pathways as long as they're kept in good condition.
Amenities

• Maybe more benches near casting pond.

• See note #8 (Lawn bowling area should be shared with chess/checker players.) Add bench/tables in that area (make that senior area).
Casting Pond

• Except that the casting pond will be eliminated.

• The pond provides a good walking area plus watching RC Boats.
Landscape

• The walkways are excellent. More shelter/shade could be provided near benches. Plant native plants around benches.
Unsure

• Not sure. I see many of them using the walking paths, but the park doesn't offer anything else for them (or me for that matter).

Survey Question #7:  The Master Plan process is an opportunity to take a fresh look at Westmoreland Park.
Times have changed since the park was first constructed and the needs and interests of the community have
changed along with them. Several ideas have already been suggested. Which, if any, do you think should be
considered?

General Comments submitted

7a

Amenities

• More benches

7aBenches

• Not by the creek.

• There are plenty already.

• Benches

• No
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• More benches, no more picnic tables.

7All

• All other points above (not checked) are very costly and would make it not a park but an entertainment center.

7bPicinc

• There are plenty already.

• Move the picnic areas.

7cWater

• Yes! And in the casting pond.

• Excellent idea.

• Not plastic or gaudy.

• No.

7d Skateboard

NO

No

• No

• Also a good idea.

• No.

• No, No. Idiotic

• No

• NO!

• No.

• No.

• NO.

• No.

• Please no.

• Convert casting pond to skate park.

• Skateboard park in place of Casting Pond

• NO

• NO

• No.

• No No No

• NO!

• No, too noisy.

• No skateboards.

7fStage

• No.

• With summer concerts

• Too noisy, too close to home.

• No

• Natural amphitheater

• Definitely not.

• No.

• Could be fun, but really wouldn't want to take up limited park space.

• No, too noisy. We already hear the ball games (which is okay but music would be diff).
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7gPerimeter Paths

• Could just be gravel.

Paved for seniors

7hRestrooms

Restrooms

• More than one.

7iBoardwalks

• for new wetlands.

• It would be great to educate people on not feeding ducks.

• Interpretive sign about Crystal Springs. Education about the downside of encouraging more ducks/geese. Modify lake by installing island and 
increase riparian and lakeside vegetation (trees!)

• Please no.

7jBocci

• Could they play on the lawn bowling area?

• No

• No.

• No different than lawn bowling.

7Other

• More naturalized areas for wildlife viewing and to improve fish habitat in the creek.

• None of the above.

• Chess, croquet, crafts

• Restore within 50' of waterway to 1992 condition. Move playground if needed.

• Protection from Hwy. 99-hedges to block noise maybe.

• Fence or hedge along 99E.

• See #3, last item. (Need public education program to convince people not to feed the ducks and geese.)
Access

• Is there a way to connect the park and the Rhododendron Garden?
Activities

• Horseshoe pits, fairly cheap. "Chess tables" in, perhaps, a covered area,

• Sponsor RC Boating
Amenities

• None. Maintain what is there. Upgrade bathrooms.

• More trees. More trash cans. Better basketball courts.

• Flower areas. Drinking fountains
Ballfields

• The existing ball fields are fine and make the park too small for skateboard, fountain, bocci, picnic etc. The space is well used now.
Barrier

• Perimeter wall.
Casting Pond

• Sponsor RC boating

• Pier on/in the casting pond or duck pond.

• Keep as it is, especially casting pond.

• Spend the money on keeping the casting pond.

• Keep casting pond as is.
Community 
Gardens

• Community Gardens?
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Connectivity

• Link park to Springwater Corridor Bike Path.
Dogs

• Dog area (off leash)

• Less goose poop! Public pool. Off leash dog area.

• Off leash area or hours!!!

• Off leash area for dogs.

• Off leash dog area.

• Dog Park: Fenced area for dogs to run free.

• Clean up goose and dog droppings.

• More signs "Keep dogs on a leash"

• Enforcement of leash laws!

• Off leash dog area.

• Dog park, fenced area.

• Off leash swimming area for dogs at casting pond.
Environment

• A low, sound deflector screen along McLoughlin. Work with ODOT to do this and protect aging tree corridor.

• Seasonal concerts. Aerate pond.

• Enhance natural qualities of creek. Limit feeding of wildlife to bird food.

• Improvement and enhancement for fish habitat and other riparian issues.

• Environmental improvements near stream, tied to education.

• Repair creek banks and lake.
Equipment

• Play structure for bigger kids (like Sellwood Park, for example).

• Perhaps a bigger playground like Sellwood.

• Updated playground equipment for older children. More garbage cans!
Facilities

• Covered area.

• Commons area. Sheltered picnic area.

• Sand volleyball courts and running tracks.

• Less goose poop! Public pool. Off leash dog area.

• More basketball courts.
Fencing

• Fence along Hwy. 99
Games

• Horseshoe pits and dispensers to sell duck food.
Landscape

• More trees. More trash cans. Better basketball courts.

• Additional landscaping.

• Flower areas. Drinking fountains
Maintenance

• More waste receptacles.

• Updated playground equipment for older children. More garbage cans!
Natural

• Promote restoration of natural ecological balances complete with plants and animals.

• Like the natural feel of the park.

• More natural, no more activities.
Parking

• Relocate the tennis courts, have more courts. Use old courts for parking lot.
Program

• Summer programs in building.

• Seasonal concerts. Aerate pond.
Signage

• Frisbee golf route. A native plant garden with signs for learning the plants.

• Signs to create environmental awareness, educate re: wildlife. The signs at the Rhododendron Garden have prevented bread feeding of ducks.

• Interpretive sign about Crystal Springs. Education about the downside of encouraging more ducks/geese. Modify lake by installing island and 
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increase riparian and lakeside vegetation (trees!)

Skateboards

• No skateboard park

• No skateboards.

• In the reflecting pool rather than water.
Sports

• Move tennis courts to a location where you can watch them play. Not accessible.

• More trees. More trash cans. Better basketball courts.

• Frisbee golf route. A native plant garden with signs for learning the plants.

• Frisbee golf.

• Relocate the tennis courts, have more courts. Use old courts for parking lot.

• It would be nice to have a track to run on.

• Soccer fields
Wildlife

• All in keeping with the natural wildlife habitat.

• Emphasize the fish and wildlife habitat potential for the park, especially restoration of Crystal Springs riparian habitat.

• Wildlife and fish along the creek only. Not dogs or feeding allowed.

• Less goose poop! Public pool. Off leash dog area.

• Less ducks

• Wildlife viewing shelter.

• Machines to purchase appropriate duck food.

• Horseshoe pits and dispensers to sell duck food.

• Clean up goose and dog droppings.

• No duck feeding (like Laurelhurst).

Survey Question #8:  Along these same lines, are there features included in the park now that you think are no
longer appropriate or should be relocated?

General Comments submitted

8

• No

• Have no suggestions.
Barrier

• Around the lake put a concrete retaining wall.
Comments

• This is the perfect park.
Dogs

• Downsize lawn bowling and use for something else. Too many loose dogs and waterfowl, making walking hazardous.
Lawn Bowling

• Downsize lawn bowling and use for something else. Too many loose dogs and waterfowl, making walking hazardous.
None

• No

• No

• No.
Unsure

• I don't know.
Wildlife

• Downsize lawn bowling and use for something else. Too many loose dogs and waterfowl, making walking hazardous.

8Don't Keep

• Consider removing lake and routing stream in a meandering configuration that simulates the wetland that this area once was.

• Concrete lake-restore to stream-fed lake with rock boundary.

• No changes
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• Basketball court should not be next to playground. Profanity and bad sportsmanship should not be near little children.

• None

• No.

• No.

• No, add to…
Ballfields

• Too many ballfields. Need more picnic areas.
Beummel's House

• Beummel's House (move) ie, the fish hatchery.
Bocci

• Bocci ball court.
Casting Pond

• The casting pond should be eliminated. Space should be used for something else.

• Casting Pond. Lawn Bowling.

• Casting pond seems unused. Eliminate Canada geese.

• The sewer under the casting pond should be relocated along McLoughlin or RR.

• The casting pond. I've never see people using it.

• The casting pond it too expensive to operate. They should make it into a skating rink (roller skating).

• Get rid of scummy pond. Fence in kids area, not dog area.

• The casting pond no longer used enough. Convert it to a skateboard park and/or interactive fountain.

• If fly casting pond is discontinued and made into a skateboard park, have seating and viewing near center of park, keeping noise and crowding 
away from pedestrian walk and benches near stream.

• Reduce the casting pond by 1/2 and add skatepark.

• Casting pond area could be made into a swimming pool and a casting pond 1/2 the size as it is now.

• Casting pond made for some other use after tearing down.

• Casting pond gets minimal use and should be at best reduced to sufficient size if not eliminated to improve water quality and temperature of the 
creek and increase space for other uses.

• Casting pond-Very few people use it. I find it a waste of resource. Bocci ball court is even a bigger waste.

• Eliminate the pond and restore it to creek channel for Crystal Springs.

• Casting pond and wading pool.

• Casting pond is little used. Turn into landscaped garden area, with pathways and water features fed by stream. (like a Japanese Garden).

• I feel the casting pond no longer serves a useful purpose. Unfortunately, relocation is an unlikely option. Suggestion: it would make a great site 
for a neighborhood community garden.

• How often is casting pond used? Once a year for an activity and rarely by individuals.

• Casting pond is not used much. It could go.

• Casting pond, duck feeding

• Casting pond is underused and expensive to maintain. As this neighborhood continues to attract younger residents, a waterpark or skateboard 
park would be more appropriate. Also, lose the geese, etc.!

• Casting pond-size smaller.

• Casting Pond is obsolete, used by few and takes up a lot of space, expensive to keep full.

• Close the casting pool and use the space for a senior center.

• Casting pond area is highly under-utilized space; if lawn bowling is a private club activity, are they charged rent to monopolize a public park 
area?

• Casting pond is too large, should be reduced, but kept.

• The casting pond is environmentally inappropriate and should be used for other purposes. It is also an antiquated use of public space.
Dogs

• Here's a can of worms: Designated dog areas, free run of park seems to be the rule; should be thought out.
Equipment

• It is just outdated and long overdo for improving.

• Tall metal slide needs cage top, merry-go-round needs soft underneath to cushion falls, covered picnic area.
Facilities

• Move the playground and basketball courts away from the creek.
Fountain

• Fountain near restrooms should be used or removed.

Lawn Bowling
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• Perhaps the lawn bowling.

• Lawn Bowling, tennis courts away from loud road.

• No one uses the lawn bowling.

• Lawn Bowling-is it ever used?

• Are two greens needed for bowling?

• Lawn bowling-remove. Casting pond-not heavily used.

• Casting Pond. Lawn Bowling.

• Lawn bowling should be changed to sand volleyball courts.

• I personally don't think the lawn bowling area is used enough to justify keeping it. I almost never see it used compared to other areas.

• Never see anyone using the lawn bowling.

• The lawn bowling courts take up a lot of space.

• The lawn bowling area is rarely used. The playground is too close to the creek. And several of the internal pathways are too close to the creek 
(as well as the lawn).

• Lawn Bowling
Natural

• No, we like the openness, the multi-use, and the wildlife.
None

• No

• No

• No

• No

• No changes

• No

• No

• No

• No.

• No.

• No.
Picnic Areas

• Move picnic areas away from creek to center of park.
Ponds

• Sprinkle pond; lawn bowling (into garden).

• The pond that has no wildlife seems outdated. I've never seen anyone near it or playing beside it.
Reflecting Pool

• See above re: not filling the reflection pool with water but making it a skateboard place.
Shelter

• Shelter needs to be reassessed.
Sports

• The baseball fields, except for the stadium.

• Lawn Bowling, tennis courts away from loud road.
Wading Pool

• Remove wading pool near swings, etc.

• Wading pool-remove if you feel it is too much of a liability. Use it if organized supervision available.
Wildlife

• Eliminate the duck pond and stop feeding the damn geese.

• Too many ducks and geese.

• Eliminate lake and hopefully all the geese.

• Stop people from throwing food in pond (for ducks, who don't eat it)

• Honestly, the geese and people's feeding of them makes the park appear "dirty" and less attractive to families than Sellwood Park. 
Understandably, the ducks/geese are a draw to many; however, the waste from the geese makes the walking paths less than desirable.

• Casting pond, duck feeding.

• Fewer ducks/geese or at least cleaned up . The area where the casting pond is would get more use as an interactive fountain/water playground 
than it does now. Currently it is either empty or full of algae, junk  majority of the year anyway.

• Remove and relocate the area of nutrias-too many and dangerous. They are a nuisance and breed faster than rabbits. Nothing but big rats!

• Yes, feeding the ducks leads to a lot of duck poop everywhere.

• Casting pond seems unused. Eliminate Canada geese.



P:\Development\Westmoreland Park\Master Plan Doc\Appendix\C-Surveys\Westmoreland Survey Responses.doc 17

8Keep

• (Lawn bowling area should be shared with chess/checker players.)

• No, it's a fabulous park. Get rid of casting pond; make grass area for picnicking (away from ducks).
Casting Pond

• Casting pond.

• I don't use the casting pond or bowling green but I know they're popular.

• Lawn bowling-remove. Casting pond-not heavily used.

• Because I use the casting for model boats, it could be about 1/2 size.
Dogs

• A feature that happens is people with dogs off leash when it is not an off leash parks. Signs/Fines
Duck Pond

• The duck pond.
Keep

• No.
Landscape

• I love the park the way it is, it just needs new landscaping and banks repaired.
Lawn Bowling

• Lawn Bowling
Natural

• Create a more naturalistic riparian edge.
No Changes

• None
None

• No

• No.
Safety

• A better buffer between park and McLoughlin. Street is intimidating/scary for kids.
Signage

• Put "do not feed ducks & geese" signs.
Sports

• It would be nice if the basketball players had more room and if that room could be further from the play equipment.
Wildlife

• The ducks and geese--they make the park a mess, especially in winter. Or need less of them?

• If we are trying to turn Westmoreland Park into an environment for salmon, we need to limit access to the banks of the pond.

Survey Question #9:  What aspects of the park would you like to keep; what should not be changed?

General Comments submitted

9

Environment

• Parks creek banks worse in state of Oregon. Silting is harming salmon and steelhead. You have not addressed this vital issue.
Facilities

• Don't do water playground/keep Sellwood Pool for that.

• Relocate the old, outdated Sellwood Community Center to the park with a facility like SW Community Center or Mt. Scott.
None

• No changes.
Skateboards

• If a skateboard park is needed-"only" if the city taxpayer are willing to pay for 24 hour security/supervision at the park like they do in Santa 
Barbara and Mt. Hood Meadows. If not, it will become a hangout for gangs, drugs.

Unsure

• I don't know.
Wildlife

• Well, fewer geese and ducks would be better, but that is a most unpopular suggestion.

9Don't Keep
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Traffic

• Focus on ducks to preserving their habitat. Keep high traffic congested and noisy area in one place (playground area).
Trees

• The trees. Move fir trees. The lawn could be replaced and replanted in a lot of areas.
Wildlife

• More trees; fewer ducks.

9Keep

• Keep the access to the ducks and geese, keep the current playground equipment, continue to have bike/walk paths. Keep the picnic tables.

• All/None

• We walk down there quite often, and there are always people using the casting pond, fields, playground, benches, etc.

• Facilities should be kept as is, just better maintained.

• Separation of activities-distance between fields for organized sports, playground, and picnic area. It feels big.

• Leave it a local "community" park, ie., don't add things that would bring crowds.

• Keep improving it for the younger and teenage generation. They should have a nice place to spend time in our community.

• I think a water fountain would be fun.

• Duck pond cleaned up-more benches for viewing-south Crystal Springs flow corrected and cleaned to stay in banks and not create muddy areas.
 Creek cleaned on down stream to prevent garbage from accumulation.

• Present conditions are very nice and uncityfied and hopefully will remain as such.

• Most things are fine, leave the pond, get the dogs on leashes, and pick up their waste. Not fair on families who obey the law to have this mess 
to deal with.

• Water features in parks are a real asset. This park is rich in a large casting pool and stream. You do not need to put sterile city water in casting 
pool. Dog (water dogs) love this pool.

• Don't change much.

• No changes.
Access

• Access to the water for children.

• Drinking fountains, little bridges, trees

• Good walking paths. Potential for multi-use (ie, sports and running).

• Internal pathways/bridges. Playground. Restrooms.

• Paths, benches

• Keep casting pond. Need more trees. More paths-easier to walk on.

• Ducks/Pedestrian Bridges/Skavone Field.

• Paths, bowling, flood control.

• Pond, paths

• Limit perimeter and especially internal walkways, the appeal of the place is open greenspace-more walkways just tend to partition/territorialize 
activities and spread trash.

• Paths, playground, ponds.
Amenities

• Internal pathways/bridges. Playground. Restrooms.

• Paths, benches

• Drinking fountains, little bridges, trees

• Provide year-round bathrooms.
Ballfields

• Ball fields should be maintained, as they are widely used and an appreciated asset.

• Keep the casting pond and baseball fields.
Bocci

• Bocci ball should be kept, perhaps surround it with eating areas.
Bridges

• Love the bridge over the creek.

• Bridges

• The bridges over Crystal Springs are nice.
Casting Pond

• The casting pond is such a unique feature. Should be maintained.

• The casting pond.

• Keep the casting pond.
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• Keep the pond open for RC Boats

• Casting Pond

• Ponds of course, fly casting pond kept. There is a huge difference between the meditating calm of the fly casters and skateboarders!

• Casting Pond.

• Casting pond.

• Like to keep playground, casting pond, baseball, basketball, bocci  and all others are fine. Would like to keep casting pond and like plan for 
natural looking waterway.

• Keep the pond for RC Boating.

• Keep the casting pond.

• Casting Pond. Ballfields. Playground

• Keep casting pond. Keep duck pond as is, do not turn duck pond into a "wetland". Our neighborhood already has Oaks Bottom wetland. We 
need a true "park" with a pond with accessible shore. Park should be designed more like a formal park with flowers and benches. Like Hyde 
Park in London.

• Casting pond and playground.

• Casting Pond

• Water pond

• The casting pond should be kept.

• Please find a new water source for the casting pool. Protect this one of a kind part of neighborhood history.

• Casting pond separate sports enthusiasts and prevents disruption of wildlife.

• The casting pond.

• Keep the casting pond and baseball fields.

• Pond in general. Tennis courts-upgrade please

• Casting pond is a must. Too many different uses for it to relocate.

• As a piece of neighborhood history, and great facility, I think the casting pool should be kept as a permanent installation, so please thing a new 
water source.

• The casting pond. We have lived across from the park 42 years and if you only knew how many people enjoy the casting pond.

• Keep casting pond.

• Casting Pond.

• Casting pond; ballfields; Skavone Field

• Wish the casting pond could be retained.

• Keep the casting pond!

• Keep casting pond. It is unique and historical.

• Keep the casting pond. Add more trees and landscaping around lake.

• I love the casting pond, but would like to see it more stream friendly.

• Pond (casting) unique and used for activities not available elsewhere.

• Casting pond should be maintained but no gasoline powered motors allowed. Environmentally unsafe and noisy!

• Casting ponds-keep

• Keep lawn bowling and keep pond-nice.

• Casting pond-such fun to walk around and watch boats.

• Want to keep casting pond and trees and keep maintenance as well as possible.

• Find a way to keep the casting pond. It is the central feature of a quiet local neighborhood park.

• Please don't empty the pond.

• Keep kids playground. Keep casting pond.

• I love the water and casting pond as they both add a peaceful area to the park. It is fun watching kids and adults use the casting pond, as well 
as the birds. Please don't eliminate the pond.

• Playground, restrooms, bridges, lawn bowling, playfields, casting pond

• The casting pond should stay.

• An island in the pond.

• Casting Pond

• Find a way to keep the casting pond.

• Keep casting pond. Need more trees. More paths-easier to walk on.

• Please don't remove the casting pond!

• The casting pond must remain and be kept usable. And if possible, cleaner.

• Don't get rid of casting pond!

• Would like to see the casting pond remain and continue model boats and Rose Festival Milk Carton Races.

• Keep pond and creek. Restore creek to more of its original look and limit close access.

• Casting Pond.

• Keep the casting pond! Keep the casting pond! Keep the casting pond!
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• The casting pond should be maintained.
Dogs

• Fence off long strip along McLoughlin north to south for off leash area. Move area over there.
Environment

• Riparian needs.

• The family friendly atmosphere, playground, picnic tables.

• Restore natural banks with wetlands where feasible. Landscape parking area.
Envrionment

• Paths, bowling, flood control.
Equipment

• Keep kids playground. Keep casting pond.

• Playground, restrooms, bridges, lawn bowling, playfields, casting pond

• Paths, playground, ponds.

• Casting Pond. Ballfields. Playground

• Internal pathways bridges. Playground. Restrooms.

• Children's playground except perhaps upgraded as needed.

• Playground area is good and baseball fields.
Facilities

• Ducks/Pedestrian Bridges/Skavone Field.

• Children's swim pool, playground, tennis courts, ballfields, soccer, etc. Walking paths.

• Keep ballfields and stadium.

• Athletic facilities (including bocci ball are fine.)

• Sports facilities should remain.

• The basketball court and playground
Habitat

• Habitat for water fowl.
Landscape

• Tree, stream/pond

• The trees around the casting pond area.

• Drinking fountains, little bridges, trees

• Large duck ponds. Tall mature trees.

• More large shrubs. Equal consideration towards adults who like to walk and run and bike (equal to) young children, ball players, fowl. We can't 
even walk around the park there are no trails and it's too soggy 4 months out of the year. I go to other park.

• The landscaping with arched bridges looks nice and should be kept. Low, lantern lights along the creek or paths would be nicer than overhead 
lights, but unrealistic. Change the pool into a water lily/bog garden.

• Keep the casting pond. Add more trees and landscaping around lake.

• Keep casting pond. Need more trees. More paths-easier to walk on.

• I love the trees, especially in the spring.
Lawn Bowling

• Keep lawn bowling and keep pond-nice.

• Playground, restrooms, bridges, lawn bowling, playfields, casting pond
Maintenance

• Keep park clean and grass mowed. More benches to sit on.
Natural

• I like the park now. Replacing some of the trees that were removed because of flooding would be an improvement.

• I think primarily it should stay very natural and diverse with plenty of room to play. Protect the stream quality, trees. Keep the activities diverse.

• I want to see the park balanced more between human uses and natural habitat. Crystals Springs is one of the best bets for resident and  fish 
due to its water quality, so I think we should focus on dedicating more park area as natural habitat.

• Keep the park clean

• Stream "natural" areas, trees, ducks, geese, other birds, keep habitat for them.

• Natural ponds and creek.

• Keep bushes and trees so ducks will have a place to nest. Also these help with flooding control. Three was never a problem before they cut 
down all the trees and bamboo. Now it floods all the time (I've been here for 20 years). I don't want a "naked" park. I want to see wildlife and 
nature. There's the boys and girls club and exercise clubs to fill the needs of others.

• "Keep"  it all, just enhance and/or improve them.

• Keep pond and creek. Restore creek to more of its original look and limit close access.



P:\Development\Westmoreland Park\Master Plan Doc\Appendix\C-Surveys\Westmoreland Survey Responses.doc 21

• The water, the trees, playground, basketball courts, casting pool, fields-everything! The park is great the way it is; it just needs some clean-up 
work.

• Stream

• The beauty of the park. The water, the stream, the walking paths.

• I like the current park. I would not do much to change it.
None

• It is fine the way it is.

• No changes
Openness

• Open space to play frisbee and walk dog.

• I love the trees/greenspace. More structures mean less open space. Wildlife is great.

• Quiet, open space with trees and water.
Playground

• Playground, ballfields, tennis courts, basketball courts.

• I love the vintage playground equipment. Maybe add monkey bars, zip line, or another tire swing.

• Children playground areas/softball/basketball areas.

• Yellow play equipment.

• Playground, baseball fields.

• Casting pond and playground.

• Playground.

• Like to keep playground, casting pond, baseball, basketball, bocci  and all others are fine. Would like to keep casting pond and like plan for 
natural looking waterway.

Ponds

• I like the duck pond.

• Turn the pond into six outdoor basketball courts.

• Tree, stream/pond

• Paths, playground, ponds.

• Natural pond should be restored and edging replaced.

• Pond, paths

• Large duck ponds. Tall mature trees.
Size

• Park size should not shrink.
Skateboards

• No skateboarders. Dangerous. Few now. Keep it that way.

• Please, no skateboard park where now planned.
Sports

• Pond in general. Tennis courts-upgrade please

• Baseball fields, bridges

• We like the basketball and baseball parts.

• Tennis, B. Ball, Fields, Paths, Play structure, Pool

• Children playground areas/softball/basketball areas.

• Casting pond; ballfields; Skavone Field

• Playground, baseball fields.

• Casting Pond. Ballfields. Playground

• Playground, ballfields, tennis courts, basketball courts.

• Playground, restrooms, bridges, lawn bowling, playfields, casting pond

• Paths, bowling, flood control.

• Keep the same. Improve ballfield area.

• Ballfields, lawn bowling, ducks
Springs

• Keep Crystal Springs water cool and clear.
Stadium

• Casting pond; ballfields; Skavone Field
Stream

• The stream.
Traffic
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• Because this park is so close to a residential neighborhood, I'd like to see traffic and noise minimized.
Trails

• Keep walking/running trails.
Trees

• More trees; fewer ducks.

• Keep all trees!

• So sorry we have lost many of the flowering trees. Plantings could be enhanced.
Wading Pool

• Please improve and fill wading pool for small children.
Wildlife

• Focus on ducks to preserving their habitat. Keep high traffic congested and noisy area in one place (playground area).

• Stream for ducks/geese.

• Ducks, water ways, but improve appearance and structure.

• Keep the ducks! Love the informal relaxed nature of the park.

• The water and the wildlife.

• Water fowl, ducks, geese, etc.

• Keep: water/fowl. Landscape: Natural Riparian.

• Ducks/Pedestrian Bridges/Skavone Field.

• I like being able to look at the ducks and feed them. But some type of low barrier which allows you to still view and feed is definitely needed.

• The ducks!

• Ballfields, lawn bowling, ducks

• A couple of years ago, I saw a Portland Parks proposal to create an island in the pond to provide shade for young fish. I like that idea.

Comment

Picnic Areas

• I would if it were nicer.

• The basic plan is good and is unique. It just needs to be fixed up. Don't try to make it look like every other park.

• Keep our park beautiful. Don't go overboard on environmental mentalist theory. This city, this neighbor, needs well cared for parks. Please save 
this one!

• You have the park much too sterile. Getting rid of the big trees has left the park blank. Feel that trees and such should block traffic whizzing by 
on McLoughlin.

• To have a spring fed stream running through an urban park and not to make into a natural area is criminal. Ballfields? A skateboard park? Why 
not just pave it over.

• Move the ballfields to the south end of the park where there is parking, do not let games start after 6:00 pm, Replace the parking lost on 99E.

Casting Pond

• It's great the way it is, just keep the casting pond filled.
Dogs

• An off leash area would be very welcome. I think less damaging than a skateboard park and could invite vandalism.

General

• No suggestions, great as it is.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 1 on 30 July 2002

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Mike Merchant,

Eileen Fitzsimons, Mark Wilson, Phil Cappalonga, Greg Berry, Walt Mintkeski, Brett

Baylor, and Neal Paddison, 

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Mary Anne Cassin, Riley Whitcomb, and Bryan Aptekar 

Resource Staff: Tim Kuhn (Army Corps of Engineers), and Daryl Houtman (City of Portland Endangered 

Species Act program).

Guests: Ted Wall (POPS), Mike Merchant (Eastmoreland Neighborhood Association president),

and Clayton Paddison (citizen).

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson, the meeting facilitator, called the meeting to order and
welcomed all at 6:30 p.m. Rod Wojtanik, the Portland Parks & Recrea-
tion project manager for the Westmoreland Park Master Plan also ex-
tended his welcome.  People were asked to introduce themselves, their
history and interest in the park, and to share a fond memory of the park. 

Members of the CAC

Neil Paddison:  Has been a 30-year resident of Westmoreland, prior to
that  he was in Eastmoreland.  His sons (13 and 17) use the park daily.
He is a model boater – has made models all his life, and been using the
casting pond for this since he was 5.  He referred to a network of dozens
of model boaters.  He favors preserving the casting pond, and is worried
about the future source of water.  He spoke of a petition to save the pool.
He also knows lawn bowlers.  With such amenities, he feels this is one of
the most unique parks in Portland. 

Walt Mintkeski: Has two sons, now 21 and 24, who grew up using the
park. Walt is one of several founding members of the Johnson Creek
Watershed Council (JCWC).  He discussed several JCWC habitat resto-
ration projects conducted at the Eastmoreland Golf Course, including
two which involved removing culverts to daylight natural springs, which
will now provide fish spawning and rearing habitat.  He is excited about
the potential for fish habitat improvement projects and environmental
education opportunities on Crystal Spring Creek as it passes through
Westmoreland Park.  They will tie into the fish habitat restoration work
already completed at the Golf Course and Reed College.  He spoke of the

Next Mtg: Monday, August 12th
7-8 PM

A Walk in the Park
Meet at the north end of the park along 22

nd
 Avenue
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vision of having migrating salmon passing through this urban park on
their way upstream to spawn or on their way downstream to the Ocean.

Austin Pritchard: Austin represents the senior community, and has
served on the SMILE board for over 6 years.  Because of its size, Austin
feels the park has many possible uses.  He has strong feelings both about
the casting pond and about the numbers/impact of the geese/ducks.   

MaryAnn Schmidt: MaryAnn has lived in the neighborhood for a long
time, and has two boys, aged 15 and 18.  She works as an educator for
Oregon Trout, as well as being a form 4-H member and a Master
Gardner.  She  feels the park is big enough to balance use and protect
what is there. 

Phil Cappalonga:  Serving in the local neighborhood association, Phil
has lived in the area for over 5 years.  He has an interest and background
in planning and environmental  management issues.

Susan Kroll-Wilch:  Representing families with small kids, Susan has a
2 and a 5 year old.  She chose the neighborhood for its parks and walking
areas.  She is aware of problems but loves all components of the park.
She is non-practicing planner with a background in marketing,  as well.

Matt Hainley:  Matt has three children, has spent 15 years in SMILE
and is very involved in the Junior Baseball Program, which uses the park.
He has found it a struggle to use the park, and compete for space with
softball players. 

Brett Baylor:  Brett has two boys who use both the soccer and the bas-
ketball facilities in the park.  They enjoy a variety of uses in the park, the
comfortable neighborhood, and the balance of uses.  He’s been in the
area for 13 years. 

Mark Wilson:  Mark’s lived in the area for 7 years, and served as a team
leader during the design charette  in 1999during the habitat enhancement
planning that went on at that time.  At the time he was an ecological con-
sultant, now he works for Portland Parks & Recreation as a natural re-
source ecologist.

Greg Barry:  A lifelong resident in the neighborhood, Greg is a repre-
sentative of SE Soccer , with 736 players and increasing.  He says there
is not one single full-size field at Westmoreland – they play in the base-
ball outfields. 

Eileen Fitzsimons: In the neighborhood for 22 year, she has been active
in neighborhood planning and serves as Chair of the historic committee
for the area.  She is interested in the park for many reasons – in part due
to its fascinating history.  She has many resources, historic photos and
maps and so forth which she will make available to the committee.  She
is not committed to maintaining anything – but has interests in the eco-
system of the park, and in lawn bowling.  
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Jim Tupper: Jim is serving on the CAC as president of the lawn bowl-
ing association.  He has no preconceived notions of the park and its other
uses, but he does point out that there are no other lawn bowling facilities
in Portland. 

Others present at the meeting

Ted Wall : Ted has 2 interests – he has experience with restoration ac-
tivities upstream so he can bring knowledge of this to the park.  He also
represents a group of parents who want to have a skate boarding facility
in the park.  

Clayton Paddison:  Clayton’s father Neil serves on the committee, but
Clayton decided that the future of Westmoreland Park was important to
him as well, so he attended the meeting.

Mike Merchant: Serving as President of the Eastmoreland Neighbor-
hood Association, Mike attended the meeting to hear and be able to re-
port back to his board about the process and discussions.  He will be at-
tending from time to time.

Mary Anne Cassin:  Mary Anne is the Development Manager for Port-
land Parks & Recreation’s office of Planning and Development. 

Rod Wojtanik:  The project manager for the Master Plan project, is also
a neighbor.  He has lived in the area for over 10 years, and picked the lo-
cation because of the park.

Bryan Aptekar:  Bryan is the project staff-person working on the public
involvement portion of the Master Plan process.  He is the primary liai-
son to the public and the CAC for the project.

Master Plan Background Rod Wojtanik introduced the idea of the Citizens Advisory Committee –
CAC – which he felt could also stand for Cooperation and Collaboration. 

The purpose of the Master Plan is to guide future development or possi-
ble changes in the Park.  In preparation for the creation of the Master
Plan, a survey was mailed to 3500 households in the neighborhood, as
well as distributed at a local Open House in June 2002 on SE area parks.
A successful 9% return, or 252 responses, helped identify the issues of
concern and dreams for the future for this, one of the City’s most heavily
used parks.  The challenge will be to find a balance as issues are re-
viewed, different concepts are formulated and ultimately a preferred al-
ternative is selected.

Rod reviewed the timeline for the project, then shared a bit of history.
The timeline for the project is to discuss issues over the next few months,
draft alternatives in the fall, decide on preferred alternatives in the win-
ter, and bring the draft plan to Charles Jordan, Direct of Portland Parks &
Recreation, by January 2003.  

Some of the historical information shared was courtesy of Eileen Fitzsi-
mons’ April 2002 Bee article and a review of City of Portland archives
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which contained everything from Parks superintendent notes to SMILE
meeting minutes.  A timeline of parks development showed that:

1930’s - WMP park was developed as a ‘make work’ proposal for a
Works Progress Administration (WPA) Project.  There was an extensive
list of items imagined for the Park under a grant submitted to WPA for
$322,000.  A list of proposed improvements included: Soccer fields,
Baseball fields, Football fields, Archery, Croquet, Badminton, Volleyball
Basketball, Horseshoe courts, ten tennis courts, four handball courts and
night illumination of the casting pond, separate club houses and dressing
room buildings.  After reducing the scope of this request down to a more
manageable list in 1935 they re-graded the park, installed an irrigation
system for 30 acres and built the casting pond.  The casting pond was
built for Marvin Hedge – a Portland resident who dominated the field of
fly-casting for over 15 years.  That pond was designed and built for him.
In 1936, Westmoreland Park hosted the 28th Annual International Cast-
ing Championships at which Marvin won, with a distance of 142 ft.  The
project remained idle for a few years while funding situations were recti-
fied and finally by 1939 the park was finished.  In 1942 Skavone field
was built.  In 1945 Skavone field was lit and the lawn bowling facilities
were built.  In 1951-2, the field house and the wading pool were con-
structed.  In the 1960’s there were reports of Crystal Springs overflowing
its banks.  Since the 1970’s there were reports of ducks and geese creat-
ing menacing situations in the Park, as well as dogs running loose and
parking problems.  In 1974 the walls of the creek started to give away.
Swimming has repeatedly been a concern for both the casting pond and
Crystal Springs.  The fact is that there are many issues which have been
concerns for the park for a long time, and this will be the park’s first
comprehensive Master Plan to look at, and attempt to address the issues
the park faces.

Discussion of How CAC Jeanne Lawson led a discussion about the roles and protocols for 
will Operate how the CAC should operate and work together.  The nature of the CAC

was explained – it is an advisory body, the advice from which will be
given to Charles Jordan – the Director of Portland Parks & Recreation.
While PP&R retains the responsibility and the authority, it is both the
intent and wish for the Bureau to listen to the advice and recommenda-
tions created by the CAC.  Members were encouraged to serve as liai-
sons both to and for the community in relation to this process. 

Decision-making:  After discussion, the group agreed to strive for con-
sensus, as a vision of how they want to operate, and when that does not
work, to use modified consensus or other methods.  Jeanne explained
these other versions of consensus, how they work, and what the differ-
ences were.  

Ground Rules:  The issue of who might stand in for someone if they
were unable to attend – to have a proxy for ones self – was discussed.
Given the options, people felt most comfortable asking another member
of the CAC to voice their opinions for them, if unable to attend.  On the
topic of allowing for public participation in the meetings, there was much
discussion.  If there are a limited number of people who are not CAC
members present, they can participate fully.  If an issue becomes conten
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tious, and the meeting has large numbers of people, the CAC decided
that in such a situation they would create ground rules to allow for time
for these issues to be heard and still complete the other tasks planned.  

Rod reminded the CAC that 3 members were unable to attend this first
meeting, but that they would be joining us for the upcoming meetings. 

The CAC asked that they be informed of the parameters which bind their
flexibility – which laws will be triggered by what actions that they might
propose, so they can make informed decisions that are viable.

Future Meetings:  The dates and times for future meetings were dis-
cussed and agreed upon.  They include:
CAC Meeting # 2 – A walk in the Park – Monday, August 12th, 7-8pm
meeting along 22nd Avenue on the north side of the park.
CAC Meeting # 3 – Wednesday August 28th, 6:30-8:30 (The SMILE
Station was unavailable at this time, so staff arranged to use the Boys and
Girls Club at 7119 SE Milwaukie Ave.)
CAC Meeting # 4 – Thursday Sept. 5th, 6:30-8:30 at the SMILE Station.
CAC Meeting # 5 – Tentatively scheduled for October 9th, 6:30-8:30.  

Discussion of Prior Planning Riley Whitcomb, PP&R manager who has managed the project
Efforts for the past few years, gave a report on the background of the project.  

He talked about how and why we have arrived where we are today.  

Flooding was a large catalyst for taking a closer look at the park and
Crystal Springs.  This process began in 1998.  There had been 18 months
of flooding that did a lot of damage to the creek banks and trees.  Initial
goals for the creek were to improve the habitat and to deal with flooding.
The planning process ran into early 1999, with a public design charette,
at which many common goals were agreed upon, and a plan was created,
though no consensus was achieved. 

At the same time that this community created plan was being approved
by City Council in spring of 1999, the federal government listed Steel-
head and Chinook (both of which are found in Crystal Springs Creek) as
endangered species.  Crystal Springs was considered critical habitat.
This changed the criteria by which any modification to the stream would
be evaluated.

The community generated plan would have cost $1.8 million, but PP&R
only had $250,000 to spend on the project.  This was when, and why, the
Army Corps of Engineers (COE) was approached.  The COE has a pro-
gram (the 206 environmental restoration program authorized under the
Water Resources Development Act) which partners with local sponsors,
funds ecosystem restoration and improvement projects.  In order to have
a better sense of the value of potential stream improvement, the Corps
prepared a feasibility study, evaluating various improvement scenarios
based on cost and added environmental benefit.  The COE funds 65% of
the cost of improvements and the local partner (City of Portland) con-
tributes a 35% match.  
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The COE study started with the Park plan developed with community in-
put in 1999, as well as offering other alternatives.  A preferred alterna-
tive, responsive to the changed rules, resulting from the listing of the two
species of fish, is proposed.  This alternative eliminates the current duck
pond, replacing it with a deeper, and more shaded meandering stream,
which will address some of the concerns about high temperatures in the
creek.  The COE proposal to alter the casting pond proved to be too ex-
pensive ($1 million +) and offered little additional benefit so it was not
included in the preferred alternative. 

The listing of the Steelhead and Chinook granted the National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) the responsibility and right to approve any al-
terations in a creek identified as critical habitat – and they use a higher
standard for evaluation than previously has been used. 

There were questions about how far NMFS rules extend beyond the
creek boundary – in terms of regulating changes.  The answer was basi-
cally that it depends, and that NMFS is still figuring it out.    

NMFS would consider improvements to the habitat within the park a
‘taking’ or illegal if the downstream area was not improved as well.  This
is because it would improve the juvenile rearing habitat, but juveniles
would be prevented from returning, which would harm fish populations.
Therefore, the COE will not be able to fund or proceed with the project if
it does not also incorporate changes in some fish passage blockages
downstream.  There are several culverts which need repair work – some
on city property, one on private land.  At this point the private landown-
ers are reluctant to see changes to the culvert and are concerned about the
impact to their landscaping, nor does the city have any desire to condemn
their land.  The City, through the Endangered Species Act program, is
working on some of these issues at the same time as the Westmoreland
Park Master Plan process is occurring.  The CAC will be kept briefed on
the progress of these related projects. 

There were questions as to whether the current Corps plan reflects the
values expressed during the public design charette in 1999.  The response
was somewhat – that process was driven by flooding at the time, and
now the parameters have changed.  Some of the inconsistencies with the
1999 plan were the loss of lawn and open water, changes in the picnick-
ing areas available.

General Stage Setting Several issues were brought up which people felt should be brought up at
future meetings.  These include the issue of a future skatepark, noise
pollution from McLoughlin Boulevard and flooding. 

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 8:45pm, with consensus granted to run 15
minutes late. 



Westmoreland Park Citizens Advisory Committee Page 1 of 4

Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 14 6 May 2003

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Eileen Fitzsimons, Brett Baylor,  Jim Tupper,

Austin Pritchard, Mark Wilson, Greg Berry, Ed Petersen, Walt Mintkeski, and Neil

Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Keely Edmonson and Bryan Aptekar.

Citizens: Ted Wall, Cathy Bernt, Lesley Bertram, Mel Pittmon, Lane Brown, and Marge Bernt.

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Consultant: Marianne Zarkin

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 22 people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Draft of handouts intended for the upcoming Open House

Recent (May 2003) project Newsletter

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne asked if there were any newcomers to the process – none were, so
there was no need to explain the purpose and process for the Committee
itself.   She did explain the purpose of this meeting – to check in with the
Committee about whether the information intended for distribution at the
upcoming Open House accurately reflects what they intended.  To
answer the question : Are these the recommendations as they want them
presented? 

Because the mailing to the CAC was sent a bit late, many had not had a
chance to review minutes from the previous meeting.  It was determined
that if people had any comments about the previous minutes, they should
contact Bryan by Friday, May 9th , or it will be assumed that they are
accepted as is.  (No changes were made by that date, so the minutes have

been approved and posted to the web.)

Present Draft Preferred Marianne Zarkin walked through the plan, pointing out some of the
Alternative things that might have changed since they last saw the plan. 

Both Rod and Marianne had recently been out in the park with Louie
Guerrero, the current acting District Supervisor for the SE parks, and

Next Mtg: Wednesday, June 11th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue



Westmoreland Park Citizens Advisory Committee Page 2 of 4

David Kahler, City of Portland Urban Forester.  Based on this
discussion, the relocated tennis court at the south end of the park was
repositioned slightly, to avoid some two significant oak trees and one
gingko tree near Skavone field.  Two sweetgum trees would be
removed, but the forester accepted this, knowing that all trees lost as
a result of proposed master plan changes would be mitigated for, or
replaced, somewhere in the park.   

They spoke of the trail network and the ‘central spine’ trail which
would run the length of the park, approximately in line with SE 23rd,
measuring between 10-14’ wide.  This trail and some others would
be paved, while some are recommended not be paved but consist of
other surfacing materials such as pavers, crushed rock or wood chips.  

A central plaza was added between the home plates of the adjacent
softball and baseball fields at the south end of the park.  

Parking at the south end is redefined with planting islands, pedestrian
crossings, and additional trees; all intended to slow traffic and better
define the parking lot.  

The site where the relocated basketball court is proposed will impact
two Shore Pines but the urban forester said these two trees are
tipping over and in jeopardy of being lost anyway, so he is
comfortable with losing/replacing them elsewhere.   

The casting pond is shown on the plan with a 1/3 reduction in size,
offering a large amount of newly claimed open space between it and
the creek.

The existing restrooms remain, with interpretive displays added
where the existing covered shelter area is.  

One softball field was turned to consolidate the fields and the
majority of users near the center of the park.  A question was raised
about the nearby Sequioas.  Rod will look into the answer, but
preliminary investigations show that this reorientation could be
achieved. One field may need to be shortened however.  

The lawnbowling if expanded, would result in a few trees being
removed.  It was requested that the final Plan say specifically that
Urban Forestry requires a caliper inch match for each tree lost due to
projects of this nature – and that the intent is to replace any lost trees,
plus add more trees to the park. 

There was much discussion about the trail system, and which trails
would be paved and which would not.  A clarification was made: If
the path between the allee of trees along SE 22nd  needs to be paved
(as might be required by the City Department of Transportation if
any construction is done within the right-of-way) then the CAC does
not want a trail there at all. This may, however, be required by City
code.  The CAC prefers a soft surface trail, because of the likely
impacts of a paved trail there on the root system of the trees. Rod
will have a discussion with the Department of Transportation to see
what the requirements are.

Decision: the multipurpose sports field (shown as a football field in
the earlier Concept 1) shall be drawn in.  This was unintentionally
not illustrated in the drawing.
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Open Committee Discussion: Time was spent by the CAC and guests reading the description of the
recommendations on the draft handout planned for the Open House.
They were asked to read with the intent of seeing if the issues were
characterized accurately, as they intended.  Should any of the topics be
revisited.  Also they were asked to look closely at the re-written
parameter list. Is it accurate – the parameters which in some cases were
written as single words (i.e. – parking or supervision) needed a bit more
of an explanation to clearly define what the intent was.  

The parameters were thought to be good as they were presented.  

There was discussion about the intent of the interpretive displays at the
restrooms.  These have many possible uses, including information,
updates, sheltered meeting space, history of the park.  The area could be
gated and closed at night, to prevent vandalism.
Decision: the CAC supports this vision for the existing restroom site. 

The casting pond was discussed at length.  The CAC asked that the
recommendations say that the pond will be filled by a new well, and that
they address the cost-savings this plan represents.  Some editorial
suggestions were made.

There was discussion about the tree loss at the new site for the tennis
court.   Tree loss will be mitigated by plantings.

When discussing the play area, it was requested that this area should
meet the needs of as wide a range of ages as possible.  There was
discussion about the exact location and layout.  A request was made that
a sign-up sheet be made available at the Open House to find people
interested in helping with the design of the play area, when the time
comes.  This is a project which would be partially funded by the Army
Corps, as part of the Crystal Springs Creek restoration efforts.

Wording on several sections of the recommendations was clarified
and/or altered to reflect the intent of the CAC.  This included how the
improvements to picnic facilities should be characterized; how benches
will be added; the lawn bowling area potential expansion; the artificial
turf for the soccer field; and the section on trees – pointing out the “no
net loss, adding when possible” intent of the Plan.

There was much discussion about what was said for the skatepark in the
recommendations.  It was suggested that a “what’s next step” section be
added to the text, and lead people to the insert on the skatepark
parameters.  The CAC also wanted the literature to more clearly point
out that this is not a ‘done deal’ – and that there are no guarantees that a
skatepark will be built here.  The discussion continued for some time,
with various people offering different wording. 

Following this, the question was raised, if the skatepark does not go in,
should the tennis courts be moved at all?   The CAC felt this question
would be a good one for the comment cards at the Open House.  
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Discuss Public Meeting: The plan for the Open House was reviewed with the CAC.  It will be a
combined with a meeting on the Three Bridges Project for the
Springwater Corridor Trail, at the same place as the previous Open
House – the Moreland Presbyterian Church. The extent of the advertising
was discussed (article and ad in the Bee,  press releases to the bigger
media outlets, signs in the Park for a week, articles in the Llewelyn
Elem. School and Johnson Creek Watershed Council newsletters, the
entire project e-mail list, and the newsletters mailed to everyone on the
project list). 

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9 p.m.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 13 9 April 2003

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Eileen Fitzsimons, Brett Baylor, Kitty Knutson,

Jim Tupper, Austin Pritchard, Mark Wilson Greg Berry, Phil Cappalonga,  Walt

Mintkeski, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Mary Anne Cassin and Bryan Aptekar.

Citizens: Cathy Bernt, Lane Brown, Connie Jaynes, Marge Bernt, Ted Wall, Lance Barthell,  and

Helen Lyman.

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Consultant: Marianne Zarkin

Media: Eric Norberg (Sellwood Bee)

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 23 people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Parameters and Guiding Principles

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne asked if there were any newcomers to the process – none were, so
there was no need to explain the purpose and process for the Committee
itself.   She did explain the purpose of this meeting – to finish up
decision-making on the remaining park features that had not been
discussed.

Minutes were not ready for approval from the previous meeting – as the
CAC just received them in the packet at this evening meeting.  They will
be reviewed for approval at the upcoming meeting in May.

Next Steps The plan for the upcoming May meeting was reviewed.  It is intended to
allow the CAC the chance to review the Draft Master Plan with their
recommendations illustrated on the map.  Additionally, a draft handout
with highlights of the recommendations and the reasoning behind them,
will be shared with the CAC.  A roundtable discussion with this draft
handout will give all members the opportunity to both confirm that the
recommendations and reasoning accurately reflect their thinking, and a

Next Mtg: Tuesday, May 6th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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that they individually can comment on things if they feel the desire.

Rod handed out a handout to the CAC members defining park planning
terms (Master Plans, Park Improvement Plans…) and defining a
Community Park – as Westmoreland is designated.   He passed around
examples of other Park Master Plans from Portland and pointed out that
park plans serve as a guide for park development, but do not always get
implemented in their entirety – the original 1975 Waterfront Park Master
Plan was an example.  In that plan, there was a large rectangular
reflecting pond proposed in the park, which was never built.

Rod also handed out a draft outline for the Westmoreland Park Master
Plan to show what the breakdown and presentation of information would
look like.  

The process for the next steps was outlined – the upcoming public
meeting will allow the public another opportunity to review and
comment on the plan, and then the Committee will have one final
meeting to discuss the public’s comments before finalizing their
recommendations.

Development of Draft Casting Pond: the issue of the casting pond was brought up first, as it 
Preferred Alternative needed some further discussion to clarify what decision the CAC had

come to at their previous meetings.  Jeanne reviewed her understanding
of the evolution of the discussion at the earlier meeting, which was
followed by some clarifications.  The following were the answers to
questions or points of clarification:

The Rose Festival has told the committee that they need the casting
pond to be at least half its current size to hold the milk-carton boat
races at Westmoreland Park.  

Parks has indicated that it has a desire to use the casting pond as an
irrigation reservoir. This could be accomplished by requiring that  at
least half the current size of the pond be retained.

Model boaters that use the pond would need at least 22” depth to
accommodate the keels of the largest class of boats.  

The pond would likely need to be drained occasionally, at least
annually before the Rose Festival event, for cleaning.

Downsizing of the pond is being recommended for several reasons.
These include: public support for the idea as indicated in their
responses which were collected from the Open House events; a
desire for additional passive recreational open space, and a desire for
additional buffer from the creek.  The reduction in size would not be
done as a requirement of the Army Corps and their restoration efforts
in Crystal Springs Creek.

Decisions: After much discussion, and several straw polls involving
potential reductions of the casting pond, the CAC voted 11-1 in favor of
reducing the casting pond in size. This agreement was based on the
following caveat : “ The casting pond is recommended for reduction,
depending on needs of the riparian area, but shall be no less than 2/3 its
original size, and no more than ¾ its current size.”   They then
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unanimously agreed to retain the straight edge to the pond due a desire to
retain the historic configuration and layout.  

Picnic Areas:  There was discussion about picnic areas and the
possibilities of picnic shelters.
Decision:  No picnic shelters are wanted.  A mix of solo and grouped
tables is recommended.
Decision: Maintain the current capacity for picnickers/tables, but
increase the number of benches for people to sit on.

Drop off area: The drop off area as proposed on the concepts was
discussed at length.  It was pointed out that this idea was developed in
response to concerns expressed by immediate neighbors about parking
concerns on SE 22nd.  It was stated that people do not want a drop off
area directly across from their house and they felt that this drop off area
would become another long term parking location.  Decision:  No drop
off area will be recommended in the master plan. 

Parking:  In conjunction with the drop-off area, the issue of parking was
discussed thoroughly.   
Decision: One decision made was to designate more accessible parking
spots in the south parking lot.
Decision:  Also at the south parking lot, there was agreement that the
existing parking that is for the Park, should be ‘reclaimed’ for that use
through landscaping and painting parking stripes or some other
improvements. 

The CAC talked about the Bybee Bridge renovation and the possibility
of closing down the off and on ramps to McLoughlin on the south side of
the Bridge, near the tennis courts.   Rod shared what he had heard from
ODOT analysis – the off ramp is not needed, but the on-ramp currently is
needed.
Decision: Recommend to ODOT that they close the off ramp, and on-
ramp in the future, should that become feasible, to make that corner of
the park safer and more accessible.  If this happens in the future, it could
be used for parking.

Decision: No additional parking at the North end is recommended –
though if/when the on-off ramps to McLoughlin are closed, then it
should be explored in the already paved area.

Decision: Good signage should be developed and installed to direct
people to parking at both ends of the park to help alleviate the parking
issues on SE 22nd.

Lawn Bowling:
The history and use of the lawn bowling was discussed for some time.
The lawn-bowling association both maintains and insures the area, which
is why it is closed to the general public.  Parks and Recreation does not
spend money on either maintenance or insurance coverage for the site.
In the recent past they have invited other lawn activity groups such as
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croquet and petanque players to use the area with them, both to help
share the costs and to make the area useable by more people.  Currently
the lawn-bowling court has a 12-15’ space of grass unused within the
boundaries of the fence.  That is area that they considered for expansion
of courts if, and when, there are enough users to make that practical.  The
upgrading costs are expected to be around $200,000.  The lawn bowling
group does not have enough members to afford this renovation.  The
court is expensive to maintain as it is.  It is considered as unique as the
casting pond – a one of a kind in Portland.  They realize that there is a
need to educate the public about the group, and are planning to have a
display at the upcoming Open House. 

Decision: The CAC agreed to make sufficient land available to the lawn
bowling group, if/when there is sufficient use to justify it. 

Trees and Buffers: The issue of constraints on putting in buffers along
McLoughlin was brought up.  If noise is the issue, it is likely that trees
would not suffice unless the area is planted with a depth of 100’ or more.
A fence is not possible due to the annual leaf collection required along
the edges of McLoughlin – at least 40-50 truck loads per year.  ODOT,
which is responsible for McLoughlin, will not allow a lane to be closed
for leaf collection and with a fence on the border of the road, leaves
would collect on the road side of the fence.  Solid hedges that block tree
leaf flow is also not possible, though patches of them would be ok.  The
discussion moved to scattered screening on the eastern side of the park,
possibly large evergreens. 

Decision: Support by the CAC for more native trees, conifers (those
requiring less leaf pick up), to provide year round visual screening of
McLoughlin on the east side of the Park.

Decision: Put more trees in the parking lot at the south end of the park, to
meet stormwater compliance.  However, they want to reconfigure with
some compact spots, to make up for the loss of parking spaces.  The
intent is to keep as many parking sites as possible.

Trail System: There was a lot of discussion about the perimeter trail.
The idea was very popular with the public comments.  The CAC wanted
at least some trails to allow for strollers, wheel chairs and those with
accessibility issues, with others trails being proposed as soft (gravel,
pervious pavers or woodchip).  Some of the paths along the riparian area
would be installed as part of the Corps’ project, and would therefore be
partially funded, but other trails would not.  

Decision: The CAC determined that they wanted a hierarchy of trails –
with some paved and wider while some are soft surface and more
narrow.

Decision: The trail along the east side of the creek is recommended to be
paved.
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Decision: The trail adjacent to McLoughlin is recommended to be soft
surface material and should go around Skavone Field in the SE corner of
the park as well as skirt between Skavone and the nearby softball field.

Decision: The CAC receommended to have a soft surface trail run along
SE 22nd, between the trees, but felt that IF it were required for some
reason to be paved, they would prefer NOT to have a trail there at all. It
was stated that PDOT may require a paved sidewalk to be installed if any
improvements are implemented. Staff will investigate.

Decision: The CAC supported widening the trail around the casting
pond.

Decision: An access/overlook onto the creek near the restrooms looking
out over the wetlands was supported. 

There are currently six crossings over the creek  in Westmoreland.  Much
time was spent discussing the possible removal of one or more of these
bridges.  The Corps would not pay for the addition of any bridges, it was
pointed out, in answer to a question.

Decision: The majority of CAC members agreed that 1 bridge should be
removed between the reach of creek passing between Rex and Lambert,
if the Corps says that removal of a bridge is biologically important.
(This vote was 10-2 in support of this recommendation).

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9 p.m.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 12 1 April 2003

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Eileen Fitzsimons, Ed Petersen, Brett Baylor,

Kitty Knutson, Jim Tupper, Matt Hainley, Walt Mintkeski, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Mary Anne Cassin, Bryan Aptekar, Bob Downing and Carolyn Lee. Alex

Cousins (Jeanne Lawson and Associates) staffed the welcome table.)

Citizens: Joan Foley, Daniel Dean, Tom Miller, Scatulla, Barbara Pereira, Sonny Robertson, D.

Beauvais, Connie Jaynes, Peter and Angela Paragakos, Claire Olson, William Kemp,

Bob Schmidt, Shawn Fendick, Helen Lyman, Dottie Larsen, Ken Worcester, Traci Wall,

Maryann Tims, Allyson Bourke, Chris Dawkins, Robin Springer, Steve Fulginti, Scott

Winegar, Norales Carlsson, Lane Brown, Miles Atchison, Paul Van Orden, Aaron

Tersteeg, Mike Pucik, Teresa Pucik, Ted Wall, Casey Wall, and Brendan McGuire.

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Media: Eric Norberg (Sellwood Bee)

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 51 people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Parameters and Guiding Principles

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson began the meeting at 6:35pm   She outlined the purpose
of the meeting for folks who were new to the process and the particular
goals for this evening.  This meeting will focus on the discussion of
whether or not to recommend a skateboard park in the draft master plan..
The process for the meeting was outlined – predominately a CAC
meeting, with the need for the CAC to have time to discuss the issue,
which will be followed by opportunity for the public to voice their
thoughts.   People were reminded that there will be a Public Open House
on the Westmoreland Park Master Plan on May 17th, at which public
comment will be welcome as well.

The decision making process that the Committee agreed to at the
beginning of the project was reviewed – with the goal for decision-
making being consensus, followed by modified consensus, with a

Next Mtg: Wednesday, April 9th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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majority/minority vote being used if no consensus is achievable.  Also
the groups decision on how to voice their opinions when they were
unable to attend was reviewed.  The self-determined policy was that if
someone could not attend, it was up to them to select another member of
the CAC to serve as a proxy voter for them.  This was brought up as two
people notified staff that they could not make it to this meeting – they
selected a proxy person, and submitted a written description of their
reasoning to be shared with the committee. 

CAC Review of Comments The CAC was asked to review the summary sheets typed up following
the Open House, to ensure that they characterized the nature of people’s
written comments appropriately.   The summary sheet reviewed by all
members of the CAC was the one covering the issue of a skate park.  The
CAC agreed that the summary sheet was an accurate representation of
the themes found in the actual comments made at the Open House.

Recommendations for Draft The main discussion planned for this evening was the issue of a skate
Preferred Alternative park.  Jeanne asked if the CAC had questions on particular points which

had been raised in these comments.  She pointed out that there were
several resource people available at this meeting to share their
experiences and findings with the committee.  These were people that the
CAC had requested be available for them to ask questions of.  Questions
raised, that the CAC asked be addressed during the meeting included:

Hearing from someone about dealing with noise by design

Insight into carrying capacity based on size of skateparks

Does skateboard noise add to or absorb noise from other sources?

Review of Parameters

The first order of business was to review the parameters which the
Committee determined they wanted a skatepark to address, if it were to
be suggested in the Master Plan.  Jeanne asked if there was anything that
the CAC members wanted to change in the existing parameters.
Question: Under the topic of displacement of uses has the issue of tennis
been addressed? Answer: Not yet, but it can be talked about when we get
to that parameter.

The conversation drifted to what decision had been made regarding the
casting pond. The meeting minutes from last meeting were reviewed and
clarified.  It was pointed out that the Parks Director is looking for clear
strong recommendations. Following this discussion, the minutes from the
preceding meeting were then approved with the discussed changes.
Those changes will be made, then posted to the internet.

Again, the CAC was asked if they had any changes they wanted to make
to the skatepark parameters.  Jeanne explained that we would get the
questions out on the table, then invite the resource people up to discuss
their professional opinions on the answers to these questions.  It was also
pointed out the difference between a parameter dealing with a
management issue vs. a design issue.  Management issues are those that
can/will be dealt with by policy, staffing and so forth, rather than design
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issues which can be dealt with architecturally and spatially.  For example
supervision is a management issue, while lighting is a design issue. 
There was some discussion about the topic of controlled access and
parking.  Rod confirmed there are 28 parking spots near the current
tennis courts.  There was a request to hear from guests and Parks and
Recreation staff about the needs for restricted hours and supervision.  

Guest # 1: Scott Winegar:
Scott served as the North Precinct community police officer during the
design and construction of the Pier Park skate park – the only public
skate park in the City, on City parkland, though developed and built
through a partnership, not by Portland Parks and Recreation.  He pointed
out that the Police Bureau was able to be involved from the early phases
of that project – to make recommendations in design, such as the fencing,
and the layout to provide for visibility into the facility.  This allows for
many eyes to be on the park and clear access, which benefits the users
and the community.  The Pier Park skatepark was designed in a U shape,
so that anyone can see into the entire facility.  Access, enforcement,
visibility and supervision were all built into the design of the project.
Most immediate neighbors (there are residences on one side of the park,
with industrial areas on the other sides) liked the idea.  It was mentioned
that when skateparks are visually isolated   that problems arise.
Skateparks benefit from being located in public parks because existing
park rules and regulations help with management and enforcement,
especially hours..  Police can enforce rules already in place.  Pier Park
closes at 10pm.  Question: Is there trouble enforcing the restricted hours?
Answer: No.  A map was drawn to illustrate the layout of the park, and
the proximity of the skate area to neighbors – the distance to nearest
homes is roughly 250 ft. 

Pier Park skatepark was built through a collaboration with skateboarders,
police, and a professional designer who all came together to work on a
plan that met everyone’s needs.  It came out super. There is no
supervision – just like the rest of the park.  Two nice things – When the
park first opened, the skaters agreed to self-police the site, they watched
for rule violations and litter.  Portland Parks & Recreation did not have
additional funds for maintenance.  The neighboring community was
generally supportive of the introduction of a skatepark.  It has been in
place since 1999.   At the time nowhere in the US had there been any
lawsuit against a municipality for liability (that was the most recent
knowledge he had, but does not imply that since then there has or has not
been a lawsuit.) Also, no one noticed an increase in kids using the park
after the installation of the skatepark.  The park is on a bus line and has a
ball field as well.  It is used for 2-3 games/day.  There has been no
conflict with other uses.

Guest # 2: Bob Downing

Bob is the PP&R Supervisor in charge of operations.  He pointed out that
Pier has more open visibility.  The park is relatively flat with few trees,
which provides a good security advantage.  There have been no injuries
known or heard of, from the skatepark at Pier Park.  Bob suggested that
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not lighting the area will prevent its late night use.  Ambient lighting
from the bridge exists, but could be altered to meet desired effect.  PP&R
does now maintain the park and facility.  We do have to deal with graffiti
– typically, he said, we will let it build up 3-4 months (covering 10% of
the surface) assuming it is non-offensive (which is removed
immediately) then cleaned up.  Skating surfaces are often painted by
non-skaters, as paints are not good for skating on, so skaters don’t often
do that.   Graffiti has been a long-standing issue in the part of town
where Pier Park is located.  He also said that kids travel roughly 5 miles
by bus or bike to skate at this facility.  

The most successful parks have other amenities such as seating for
spectators, a controlled area (fencing of some sort to keep people from
wandering through).  Unattended phones were determined to not be a
good amenity – enough kids have cell phones, and fixed phones suffer
from vandalism at all of our parks. 

An example from Washington State was given where there were
concerns about noisy kids.  The neighbors, police and local businesses
worked together, hired someone part time to visit during the day.  After a
transition, another person filled this position, an older gentleman, “very
grandpa-like,” who had developed a good rapport with the local users.
He helps enforce park rules and knows all of the people who use the site.
This newer person is very community-minded.  He is a volunteer.

Question: How does PP&R guarantee Operation and Maintenance
(O&M) costs?  Answer: A concrete structure has high capital costs, but
has a long life with relatively low O&M costs. It is the other amenities
(fences, benches, water fountains…) which cost more.  They have a long
life, but suffer from use more.  If/when facing budget cuts, as have been
experienced recently, PP&R would not abandon maintenance of the park,
but deal with the budget cuts as best as possible, as we have in the past.  

Other comments Bob made regarded the design options to reduce noise
(i.e. filling pipes) and provision of good features in the skatepark area, as
a way to lessen damage to features around the park as a whole.

Guest # 3: Jeff Nelson

Officer Nelson is the Senior Neighborhood Officer, who attended the
meeting in place of Commander Stan Grubbs, the SE precinct
commander.  He read a letter  from Cdr. Grubbs.  It said:

Several members of the community have inquired whether the level of police

patrols will increase in the Westmoreland neighborhood if a skatepark is built in

Westmoreland Park.  My response to this question is consistent with other

inquiries involving new developments in an area: that is the Portland Police

Bureau’s Southeast Precinct Officers will continue to respond on calls for

service, however, there will be no increased patrols in the area if a new

skatepark is built in Westmoreland Park.

Officer Nelson said there would be no new direct increased patrols if a
skatepark were added, but the police would always respond to calls for
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service.  Officer Nelson shared that during his recent work he has been
staging under the Burnside Bridge, where he’s talked with skaters.  He
has seen an “absolute etiquette” used, with things running smoothly.  He
said it has changed his opinion.  

Question:  In Lake Oswego there has been trouble with drugs at their
skatepark.  Would police get involved if there were drugs at
Westmoreland?  Answer: Yes, of course, use of drugs is considered a
crime and it would result in police involvement. It was thought that the
kids who were dealing were not the skaters, but others who came to hang
out at the skate park area. 

Question: There was a question about number of police cars in the area
and their ability to respond to calls for service.  This was based on calls
for service at a residence with 40 minute response time.  Answer: Many
factors impact response time. Officer Nelson could not comment on that
particular incident, but as a rule there are 2-4 cars at any given time in
the Westmoreland/Woodstock area : from 52nd – the Willamette River,
from Holgate to Milwaukie.    He reiterated, if there is a crime involved,
officers will respond.

Officer Nelson explained that as he understood Commander Grubbs’
memo, he was not saying that the police would not respond to calls for
service, but that the Police Bureau could not be responsible for managing
the park.  It must be a community effort, with neighbors, Police and
Parks all working together.  This would be a group effort. 

Guest # 4: Ken Worcester

Question: Why is he a resource person. Answer: The CAC asked that he
be here as such.

Ken is the Director of the Parks and Recreation Department for the City
of West Linn, where they recently opened a skate park, after 6 years of
effort.  He said he did not declare himself an expert, but did rely on the
expertise of others from the National Recreation and Parks Association.   

He said that most skateparks are not staffed.  They are self-
controlled/operated.  Visibility and access are key features, but there is
more often than not a lack of supervision.  At their park,  they do not
offer supervision, but the police do drive by, as do maintenance staff, and
neighbors.    It is open from 9am – dusk.  There is fencing, with a 6’
wooden fence (as required for Planning Commission approval) on the
back side, with a 4’ ornamental fence in the front.  The intent was to
keep skateboards in and spectators out of the skating area.  There are
houses all around the park, with houses directly across being within 1/8th

of a mile.  There are 5000 residents nearby, as the park is in an area of
high density.  There are condos on the other side of the wooden fence.
The neighborhood consists of a many families with kids, ‘empty-nesters’
nearby, and an affluent section as well.  It is also very near single family
homes with 3000 ft2 lots.   Their park is < 10,000 ft2.  At any given time
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on a sunny Saturday there can be 40-60 users. Throughout the day there
are perhaps ~ 100.  Based on user hours/user days, he felt this has been
the best investment in his 24 years working for the City of West Linn. 
Parameters (Continued): 

Once the questions and answers with these guests were finished, the
CAC reviewed the list of parameters to determine if it was complete,
what, if anything, should be added, and the types of parameters.  

Based on the discussion from the guests, Visibility was added as a
parameter.  The visibility of the area is more key than visibility of skaters
in particular. 

Rod gave some observations and comments based on his research. The
facility will likely be 8,000 ft2, with space around it, if the entire facility
will be under the 10,000 ft2 limit. Of the 16 skateparks that Rod has
visited only 2 were fenced.  There was concern for liability at some of
these.  Only two parks were supervised.  Of these, Swift Park  in
Vancouver, has a staff person from 3-6pm on weekdays, in part because
of an issue with homeless who live in the area.  The area is removed
about 300 ft. from the road and suffers from poor visibility.  The
skatepark in Ocean Beach, CA. is supervised as well, but this is a facility
where people pay to get in and the staffing helps to administer there
admission policies.   Graffiti was not an issue at the skateparks he visited
– with some communities putting up a graffiti wall, to allow street artists
to practice their art.  There was not much trash or noise in the nearby
neighborhoods.  The majority of parks he visited had residents < 300 ft
from the park.  At one skatepark, near a retirement community, the
residents asked that bleachers be put up, so that the seniors could watch.
They liked the activity and being around younger people.  

Rod reviewed the staff perception of whether or not, or how, the proposal
for a skatepark addressed the following parameters.  The CAC, through
much discussion, also voiced how they determined the proposal meeting
the parameters (this occurred later in the meeting, so see notes below for
details).  The results of this discussion are below.

Parameter Matrix

Meets Parameter Neutral

Does Not

Meet

Parameter

Staff CAC Staff CAC Staff CAC

Not to Exceed 10,000 ft2 X 10

Isolated from passive uses X 10

Far from creek and homes 6 X 3 1

Does not displace existing uses/
tennis is possible in other location

X 8 2

Adequate parking X 10

Noise/noise buffers X 2 6 2

Controlled access/lighting X 10

Carrying capacity of the park 5 X 2 3

Good visibility X 5 5
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Guest # 5: Paul VanOrden

Paul is the City’s Noise Officer, who was asked to attend to provide
answers to CAC questions.  He put together noise information for the
proposed Steel Bridge Skate Park.  For this he traveled, listened, and
determined the impact of noise from local skateparks.  He read from a
memo he wrote to a skateboard task force.

He explained that design in the surfacing of a skatepark can deal with
most noise issues.  Most noise at skateparks comes from the tails or
noses being scraped along the surface of the ground.  This is an
instantaneous noise, 65-70 decibels at 50 ft (noise, Paul explained is
defined with both a decibel and a distance).  These noises are short in
duration, and can be controlled by design and buffers.  The second most
noisy part of skating is when the trucks (the metal mechanism mounting
the wheels to the board) grind on metal surfaces of the skatepark. This
kind of noise can range from 54-60 decibels at 50ft.  Filling the metal
pipes with sand dampens this noise considerably. Upfront design and
engineering solutions such as these can help minimize the impacts of
skateparks on nearby residences. 

Paul pointed out that skateboard parks are not used en masse – at most
there can be 20 people simultaneously skating, at a facility much bigger
than this is envisioned.

Question: Paul came back to a question asked earlier in the meeting –
how does noise from McLoughlin affect the sound – is it additive or
masking?  Answer: sound of skateboarding is heavily mitigated by
McLoughlin. The pitch is similar to the noise of the traffic – that is it is
not thump thumping like the beat of a disco.  Excessive noise from boom
boxes would notbe mitigated by McLoughlin but police would respond if
there were noise complaint issues.

Noise will still be heard, not entirely masked by the road.  There is a
chance that people will occasionally hear – that is a person of average
hearing will not find this noise to be at an offensive level more than
occasionally.  Normal noise level for the site is 45-50 decibels ambient
noise from McLoughlin when standing on SE 22nd.  There was concern
from the neighbors that they hear noise very clearly from their homes,
especially during summer, when their windows are open.  They want
buffering, not “layering more noise.”  Paul responded that there is a high
level of white noise, high ambient noise along SE 22nd.  Another person
commented that living near a park is just noisy, during high use season,
and that there is 500 ft. to the nearest house from the proposed skatepark
site.  Paul also stated that vegetation will not serve as a good sound
buffer, unless it’s greater than 100 ft in depth, which he thought this
would not be.   However, there are many ways to design a park to reflect
sound back into the bowls or away from the neighborhood.  The distance
is good for lessening the impact on neighbors, it is the best factor to
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control sound.  As a rule, every time that distance is doubled from a
noise source, the decibels drop by 6.  

Question: Would the noise be an impact on other park users?  Answer:
He has not seen such a use be an impact on picnickers.   Though he
suggested not locating a picnic area adjacent to a skatepark.

Review of Guiding Principles: 

Jeanne made a note to the Committee that the meeting looks as if it will
run long.  She asked, and was given permission to let the meeting run
over time.   There was still more to discuss, and there needed to be an
opportunity for members of the community to share their thoughts as
well.

Someone commented that most of the guiding principles referred to the
creek issue, not the possibility of a skatepark.  Upon review, it was
pointed out that while many of the Guiding Principles do address natural
habitat changes, they were written with the possibility of new uses in
mind.

The CAC now discussed their feelings on the various parameters, which
resulted in the numbers on the chart above.  One issue which took much
discussion was the parameter relating to not displacing existing uses.
This prompted much debate over whether the tennis courts should be
kept at all (Decision – Yes), or moved (Decision – Yes).  There was
concern that if the tennis court were relocated, that it be done at the same
time as the installation of a skatepark, if that happens – so that there not
be any ‘downtime’ for tennis court users.  Ultimately, the CAC decided
to move the tennis courts to a more desirable location, independent of the
issue of a skatepark.  This was voted on 6 in favor, 3 opposed, and 1
neutral.

Having made this decision, the question of whether the skatepark, as
proposed in the location of the current tennis courts, meets the
parameters.  

Comments during this discussion, which are reflected in the final votes
of the CAC (as shown above in the chart) included the following:

There was more discussion about noise.  It was raised that the
neighbors can not be guaranteed that noise will not impact them. 

There was discussion about carrying capacity – with a clarification
question of whether this meant people or uses.  It’s a very subjective
topic.  The agreed upon term was that they meant both number of
uses and number of people.  

Question about whether design can be made for good visibility from
Bybee and McLoughlin, but not from SE 22nd.   If built, it needs to
be designed well for safety and visibility.  

The Guiding Principles were discussed to see which ones people had
concern about, in relation to whether the skatepark meets them.   The
following raised concerns: 
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Make the park accessible for people of all abilities.  There was
discussion about this, and whether people with disabilities would be
excluded.  This added use would increase the dominance of sports
uses in the park.  It would also provide a use for kids that is not met
elsewhere.  

Include a balance of human and wildlife needs.  A skatepark
increases human use.  The creek plan increases wildlife use. 

Reflect a sensitivity to the needs of immediate neighbors –

minimizing impacts whenever possible. Review of the demographics
of the neighborhood.  The bulk of people are aged 22-65, not many
children.  The close in neighbors are against a skatepark (83.5%)
within the area bordered by the park itself, Bybee, SE 17th and
Spokane.  These are people who feel they have not been heard.  

A straw poll was taken to see how much discussion was needed.  Also,
people in the audience were asked how many of them wanted to speak.
16 or so people wanted to speak.  They were requested not to repeat one
another’s comments, so that all would have time to share, and as the
meeting at this point was already running over time. 

People’s comments were as follows:

Claire Olson: Noise is a concern.  The CAC does not have the
support of the immediate neighbors.  The Committee would be
derelict if it recommends a skatepark before the city-wide study.

Helen Lyman: She did a breakdown of the comment cards.  83.5% of
near in neighbors opposed the idea of a skatepark. Of those in zip
code 97202, 56% opposed the idea.  The feeling amongst the
neighbors is that this is a bad idea.  Based on the 2000 census for the
SMILE neighborhood, ¼ of residents are single women, 1/5 of
residents are single men, and 70% of households have no kids. They
feel that the support is not there for a skatepark.

Dottie Larsen. Lives on SE 22nd. This decision would be a disservice
to the neighbors.

Aaron Turstig. Lives on SE 19th.  He is concerned about the
stratification that this issue has caused in the neighborhood.  He had
a question about the order of improvements.  If air quality is a
concern for tennis players the same concern would be held for kids
using the skatepark.  He questioned what the target ability and age
for the skatepark would be.  He felt that it would be a mistake to
compromise to the point of it being unusable.  He urged that the
needs of the community be defined, and a good location be found.
Maybe this location could be simply called a site for some future
enhancement – in the Master Plan, rather than specified as a
skatepark.

Teresa Pucik.  She was concerned about the process. She sits on the
SMILE Board, and felt that the process was flawed.  There has not
been an opportunity to speak.  A neighbor was not on the CAC. The
process should have started with the neighbors.  She felt that it was a
number of people from outside of the neighborhood who have
pushed for the skatepark.  She felt that Kitty – the CAC member
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representing the immediate neighbors – has been harrassed.  She
questioned why the City forced the skatepark on to one of the
options that the public reviewed at the January 2003 Open House. 

Mike Pucik.  He was concerned that the park serves people from 1-2
miles around it, but that comments on the park were accepted from
people throughout the City.   He felt that another noise issue was the
voices of people using the park.  Too much responsibility was being
put on the neighbors to help police the park.  He expressed concern
about people coming to/from the park after hours, and asked if there
were any statistics on complaints before/after a skatepark from other
communities.  He felt that this was a rubber stamp meeting,
approving a City proposal.  He also brought up an area on Mt. Tabor
where people skateboard, which faces increased policing needs and
crime.  It has existed for 20 years and would be a good indicator. 

Tom Miller.  Observed that the skateboarding community has
presented fact after fact, and only facts.  Others have presented more
emotional responses.  

Traci Wall.  Neighbor, member of community, lives in Portland.
Impressed by the process and thanked the Committee.  She felt this
would be an asset to the parks, and pointed out that Westmoreland is
a Community Park, a City Park.  The location being considered for a
skatepark is a blight on the park, not a greenspace, not the creek, not
useable for many other uses.  The Committee has decided to move
the tennis courts.  There is a huge need for this facility.  There are
1000s of skateparks around the country – so contrary to comments
this evening, they are not new, not an ‘experiment.’  The design
‘recipe’ is clear from experience in other parks.  There are many
misconceptions expressed, she’s been to 21 skateparks, there is no
graffiti, clear etiquette, and skaters watch out for other kids. Skaters
are not hoodlums.  She’d like to hear statistics too.   The larger
community does want this, and this skatepark won’t be developed
without city-wide process.

Angela Panagakos.  Resident, neighbor, owns a local business.  Ditto
what Traci said.  She felt it was unbelievable that something so
wonderful would make so many people so angry.  She would love to
see this skatepark.

Ted Wall.  Wanted to clarify a misconception  - this can ONLY be
considered during the city-wide study if it is included in the Master
Plan. He felt it was imperative that this park be treated the same as
others in the City, in the city-wide study, which inclusion in the
Master Plan would allow it to be. Thank you to the Committee. 

Casey Wall.  A teenage skater.  He knows many people in
Westmoreland, a few even across the street from the park, who do
support the idea of a skatepark.  

David Beauvais.  He appreciates the concerns of the neighbors.  He
says we don’t all have the ability to live within two blocks of the
park. He finds the generalizations about policing, etc. to be offensive
and outdated.  There are not the same amenities afforded skaters as
afforded to basketball and baseball players. 

Alyson Bouke.  Teaches in Catholic Schools.  The world has changed
of late.  At the start of this process we weren’t at war, schools had
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money.   She feels that this would be a waste of money, sending a
message that we don’t mind the City mismanaging money, in a time
when schools don’t have money.

Mary Anne Cassin was asked to clarify the issue of the city-wide siting
process.  In July 2003 the City will begin its city-wide siting study to
find locations for possible skateparks.  If this committee says no to a
skatepark, the city-wide study will not consider Westmoreland as a
feasible location.  Her expectation of the process as a whole is that they
will look city-wide at all sites.  If the CAC says yes to a skatepark, it will
go on the list, not necessarily on the top, or the bottom – this will depend
on the criteria determined at that time.  If they say no, then it won’t go on
the list.

The CAC was asked to list how a skatepark meets the parameters, and to
acknowledge that it does not meet the neighbors needs.  

Decision: After hours of comment, discussion and listening, the
following question was posed for decision:  Does the CAC want to
include an option [for a skatepark] in the Master Plan for consideration in
the city-wide study?  Vote: 7 – yes, 3 – no. 2 – yes by proxy.   
Total: 9 – yes, 3 – no. 

It was requested that those who were not in favor of the skatepark
proposal draft a statement describing their reasoning and that this would
be included in the Master Plan as a Minority Report.

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 10:15 p.m.



Westmoreland Park Citizens Advisory Committee Page 1 of 5

Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 11 12 March 2003

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Ed Petersen, Phil

Cappalonga, Mark Wilson, Brett Baylor, Kitty Knutson, Jim Tupper, Matt Hainley, Walt

Mintkeski, Greg Berry, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Mary Anne Cassin, Bryan Aptekar and Keely Edmonson.

Citizens: Amy Rose, Cathy Bernt, Ted Wall, Connie Jaynes, Marge Bernt, Lesly Butram, Ken

Worcester, Bob Schmidt, Helen Lyman, Allyson Bourke, Chris Dawkins, Gary Rydout,

Bill ?, Lane Brown, Aaron Tersteeg, Geni Woods, Marychris Mass, Sarah Beck, 

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 36  people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Draft Summary of Key Results from Community Open House

Citizens Advisory Committee and Contact Information

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson began the meeting at 6:30pm   She outlined the purpose
of the meeting for folks who were new to the process – an Advisory
Committee meeting to review the comments from the January Public
Open House, the summary reports produced following that, and to begin
discussion on creation of a draft alternative.

The minutes from the preceding meeting were approved with minor
changes.

CAC Review of Comments The CAC was asked to review the summary sheets typed up following
the Open House, to ensure that they characterized the nature of people’s
written comments appropriately.  

Each pair of people who were responsible for reviewing certain sections
of comments were asked if they felt things were characterized well.  A
few people had been confused about the numbers and how they didn’t
seem to add up.  Explanation: all the written comments were included in
the pages with comments (both given to the CAC and posted to the web). 

Next Mtg: Tuesday, April 1st

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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For those who simply checked they “liked” or “did not like” a certain
idea, they were not included in the comment sheet listing, but their
opinion was reflected in the summary page totals.  Their feelings were
tabulated, but to print pages upon pages of empty columns with only a
check box in the “ I like it” or “I don’t like it” column would have been
redundant and a waste of paper. 

The one summary report that caused some concern was the one showing
large support for the removal of the duck pond.  It was felt that people
were very sad about the loss of this, and that the summary did not reflect
this.  They asked that this summary sheet be revised.  Based on that
discussion, it has been revised, and posted to the web.  The following
was added to the summary sheet: 

“This is a very difficult issue for people.  The numbers imply
overwhelming support for removal of the duck pond – but in fact, this
more likely reflects acquiescence to the City’s need to act in response
to federal Clean Water and Endangered Species Act requirements.  As
stated in the comment card:

The duck pond is removed and Crystal Springs
Creek is restored in all three concepts to address
both the health risks associated with poor water
quality and issues related to compliance with the
Endangered Species Act. 

it was clear that removal of the duck pond was a ‘given’ rather than an
option. Both verbal and written comments indicate sadness over this
reality.  Many others indicated an understanding that it needs to be
removed to address both human and ecosystem health concerns.”

The CAC was thanked for reading the summary reports so carefully.

Initial Development of Before this discussion began, one CAC member asked if there were a
Draft Preferred Alternative rule of thumb for an optimum  number of uses in a park.  The question

was about what fits, is there a trend for removal of existing uses for new
uses?  This was posed as a ‘big picture’ question, an attempt to
understand the issue of carrying capacity of a park.   Answer: there are no
‘Park Standards’ established to help answer such a question, as far as
uses are concerned.  The Guiding Principles were reviewed and it was
made clear that no use should be removed.  This is a site-specific
question, and is frequently dictated by the specific topography, size,
location, and so forth for a given park.  For example, in New York City,
parks are often intensely programmed from curb to curb with hard
surface, something that works for their community under their
conditions.  It was also added that Portland has not significantly
added/expanded active uses in the system for a long time. 

The CAC then moved into discussion about various elements of the park.  

Ballfields:  The group discussed the possible layout of the ballfields,
based on the two variations presented in the concepts developed earlier.
They reviewed the feedback from the public Open House.  In both
options the backstops for the softball/baseball fields were realigned to
bring them together, bringing the spectators away from McLoughlin. The
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question of artificial turf for a multipurpose field can be addressed
separately as that would not affect general field layout.  In both
possibilities, a football field overlays one end of the baseball outfield on
the southern end of the park, adjacent to Skavone Field.  

There was discussion about foul balls from the softball fields getting near
to the play area, about lighting and the impacts on neighboring  houses,
and about balls going out onto McLoughlin.  The distances from home
plate to McLoughlin were mentioned: currently 275’, with the adjusted
fields, they could potentially reach  300’.  Decision: Following the
discussion, it was decided that the field layout for the draft preferred
alternative would show the soccer field located adjacent the casting pond
and the softball and baseball field backing each other, facing out towards
McLoughlin. 

A separate issue of late night noise from Skavone Field was raised.  

Synthetic Turf Soccer Field: It was pointed out that an artificial turf
would work for rugby, lacrosse and football, in addition to soccer.

The issue of details for constructability versus general siting  was
brought up.  It was pointed out that at this point the CAC was being
asked for broad brush recommendations. Should a synthetic surface
soccer field be one of the groups recommendations, the issue of grading,
for example, to make a synthetic turf field workable, can be left to the
engineering team responsible for design and development of that
facility..   It was also pointed out that the recommendations can include
caveats, such as a call for synthetic turf, should it be considered feasible
as suggested.  Discussions need to be based on what we know now.

Following discussion, there was a 7-4 vote in favor of adding artificial
turf, with questions remaining.  There was moderate support, but the
CAC did not want to see this put in at expense of some other feature –
and the technical details (drainage, etc.) would still need to be addressed.
The issue was tabled, for further discussion.

Play Area:   The play area adjacent to the creek has to move from its
existing location, due to flooding concerns.  The Army Corps of
Engineers will be paying for this, as part of the Crystal Springs Creek
improvements.  There is a desire to have the bathrooms near the play
area.  Safety concerns were voiced, about having the play area too close
to the roads (22nd and Lambert) as well as too near the parking lot
(concern about cars). Decision: There was consensus that it would be
best to keep it near the center of the park, and so it was proposed for the
site of the current basketball court.  It was pointed out again that Nike
was aware when they agreed to resurface the original court that a  Master
Plan process was beginning, and that recommendations might propose its
relocation.  Nike did not commit to paying for its resurfacing again, but
asked for the option to do so, if it were to be moved.

Basketball:  There was discussion about possible locations for moving
the basketball court, if the play area would be dislocating it. The court
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was initially proposed to be moved near the south parking lot. Concerns
were raised about people parking in the lot and blaring their music near
the courts, as was part of the reason for their removal at nearby Johnson
Creek Park. . Decision: Therefore, the decision was made to keep it as
shown in Concept 3, on the south side of the casting pond, north of
Lambert.

Restrooms and Maintenance Building:  There was much discussion
about this.  Ideally it will be put the corner of Lambert where there is an
existing break in the trees.  Less trees would be lost if it were moved
there and no parking would be lost.  Question: is it in the 100 year flood
plain?  If it is plumbing can not be added, according to current building
code.  Answer: Unknown as to whether the restroom building is
proposed in the 100-yr flood plain.  Parks will look into it.   Decision: If
it is feasible (based on flood plain issue) the CAC agreed that the best
location for the moved maintenance building, and its new restrooms,
would be as shown in Concept 1.

Casting Pond:  Marianne Zarkin, the project’s consultant, reviewed the
way it has been outlined in the various Concepts.  It was reviewed that
the CAC had agreed that if the casting pond were to be reduced, that it
should be done on the side of the creek, to give more space to the
riparian corridor, and more unprogrammed open space.   

The historical context of the casting pond was discussed – it was
believed that there are only 3 others in existence like it – one in San
Francisco (smaller than ours), another in Chicago, and another in British
Columbia. 

The possibility of more open or green space being available with a pond
reduction was discussed at length. 

Also, there was discussion about people liking the idea of a curve, but
not the one as drawn in Concept 1.   This is up for discussion.

To be revisited:  After much discussion, no decision was reached on the
casting pond.  There was a desire to bring up historical considerations at
the next Open House.

Off Leash Area: In regards to siting an off-leash area in Westmoreland
Park both those for, and against, the concept felt that size was a key
theme of concern. This was determined by a review of the comments
collected from the public Open House, the web and the pre-view events..
Many considered the proposed space just too small.  Marychris Mass,
Co-Chair of the Southeast Uplift coalition Off-Leash Dog Committee
pointed out that the Portland Parks & Recreation task force recommends
at least 5,000 ft2 as a minimum size for off-leash areas.  Gabriel Park, by
comparison, has two areas – 1 winter, and 1 summer – each being
roughly an acre in size.  The current proposal, at the site proposed near
Skavone Field, is ½ acre in size.. 
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Marychris expressed concern that the site as proposed was “a setup for
disaster”  as it was too small, and in a boggy area.  She urged that double
gates be included in an off-leash area. Decision: Following discussion,
the consensus was the proposed off-leash area was not enough room, and
that the site was too boggy to make a successful as an off-leash area.
Similarly, there was concern about off-leash hours being enforceable.  It
was proposed that hours could be located on the McLoughlin side of the
casting pond, but after much discussion, this idea was also decided by
consensus to not work for Westmoreland.  

It was decided that the off-leash concept was being put to bed for
Westmoreland.  Enforcement and other possible locations (Sellwood
Park) were discussed.

Meeting Wrap-Up How the upcoming meeting (April 1st) should be handled was brought up
for discussion. This meeting will focus on the discussion of whether to
recommend the concept of including a skateboard area in Westmoreland
Park..  The CAC was asked if there were particular people or resources
they wanted to be brought to the meeting.  They asked that Ken
Worcester, the West Linn Parks Director, and Westmoreland neighbor,
be there, as well as Stan Grubbs, the District Police Commander.

The question of whether the CAC wanted the upcoming meeting to be a
‘hearing’ style meeting, or a discussion amongst CAC members, as this
meeting had been, was asked by a CAC member.  They agreed that they
did not want a hearing, but were ready to discuss their thoughts on the
issue.  They want to re-examine the parameters – see if they still make
sense.

It was requested that the term “expert” not be used as some felt that there
were no experts in this arena.  The CAC asked that firm limits (time) be
used when comments were to be taken from the public.  They also
determined that “closing arguments” as some had called them, from both
sides of the skate park issue, were not needed.  If desired, these groups
could submit something in writing prior to that meeting. 

A concern was raised by a member of the community about the format of
the meeting – that the CAC took votes before the discussion came out to
the community members in attendance.  Jeanne, the facilitator, clarified
that she took straw polls of the CAC, to determine the level of
controversy and judge the amount of time needed to stay on each topic,
but that the ‘votes’ were not held until after the discussion seemed over.  

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p.m.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 10 12 February 2003

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Brett Baylor, Kitty Knutson, Jim Tupper, Matt Hainley, Walt Mintkeski, Greg

Berry, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Mary Anne Cassin, Bryan Aptekar and Gay Greger.

Citizens: Alyson Bourke, Lesley Bertram, Pete Delfham, Mel Pittmon, Connie Jaynes, Helen

Lyman, Sandra Southern, Marge Bernt, Cathy Bernt, Lisa Logie, Barbara Fryer, Tracy

Wall, Tom Miller, Bob Schmidt, Chris Dawkins, Ted Wall, Krista Hornaday, Eric

Norberg, Ken Worcester. 

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Media representatives: Eric Norberg – The Sellwood Bee.

Total attendance: 36  people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Draft Summary of Key Results from Community Open House

Citizens Advisory Committee and Contact Information

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson began the meeting at 6:30pm   She introduced the
purpose of the meeting – an Advisory Committee meeting to review the
input from the Public Open House and related events during late January.

The minutes from the preceding meeting were approved.  

This meeting will include a review of the comments, as well as
homework for all to determine if the summaries that Parks staff prepared
accurately reflect the nature/character of the comments from the public.

Next Mtg: Wednesday, March 12th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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Overview of Open House/ The series of events held at the end of January were reviewed.  There
Preview Days were two Preview Days – one at Woodstock Library (20 attendees, 3

comment cards returned) and one at Sellwood Library (45 attendees, 25
comment cards returned).  The Open House itself  had roughly 300
attendees.  There were a total of 313 comment cards filled out, which
includes a number turned in via the internet. 

The comment cards summary sheets with the totals were shared with the
CAC as well as community members in the rooms.   

An explanation was given as to how the comments were tabulated.  

Question to the CAC – How did they feel the Open House went?
Answers: People were able to get past the point of mystery about the
project.
Comments included: 

Some felt that the word did not get out.  

Others felt the displays were very positive.  

Many folks came, there was a good turnout, many children.  

People took their time filling in the comment cards thoughtfully. 

Overall it was a good event with good presentations.   

There was a concern that the Sellwood Bee did not get out in time.1

Others felt that there was not enough time to fill out the comment
cards.

A big thank you was shared with the CAC and all of the participants
for their help in getting the word out and in making the meeting
successful.   

There was good access to the “heavyweights” as one person said –
Zari Santner (the incoming Parks Bureau Director), Commissioner
Jim Francesconi and his Parks Liaison staff person Darlene Carlson.
Their presence was appreciated. 

The public was given copies of the summary sheets of all the comments.
The CAC members had both the summaries and the actual comments all
printed out.  It was decided that too much paper would be used to print
copies of all the comments – and these would be posted to the web early
the following week.

Overview of How Comment Rod explained how the comments were reviewed.  All comment cards
Cards were reviewed were given an ID number – those turned in via the web were coded with

a ‘w’, those turned in before the Open House (at the Preview Days) were
coded with a ‘b’, those turned in at the Open House were simply
numbered, and those turned in after the Open House were coded with an
‘a’.  The comment cards were each read, then to make the responses
manageable and useful, they were categorized by topic area  - i.e. tennis
courts, dog off-leash area and so forth.  

                                                     
1 Eric Norberg of the Bee pointed out that the December issue of the Bee had Westmoreland on the cover,
and advertised the Open House.  This issue was mailed before Thanksgiving.  The January issue was
mailed before Christmas, as it always is, in which there was a paid advertisement about the Open House.
The February issue went out in the mail after or about the time of the meeting, which included
photographs of and descriptions of the various proposed concepts.
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Question: was the drop-off area on SE 22nd addressed?  Answer: Yes.
This was on Comment Card D – which had questions about elements
common to all of the concepts.  This comment card has not been
tabulated yet, but will be done within a week or so.  

Overview of Responses After looking at how the comment cards were tabulated, a few of the key
Discussion of Comments topics were discussed.  

The Casting Pond: Feasibility study is out with the Park Operations,
Budget and Engineering staff.  All signs are that the casting pond can be
converted successfully to use as an irrigation reservoir.   
Question:  if the Casting Pond were reduced in size, would that cost be
covered by the Army Corps of Engineers?  Answer: That has not been
discussed with them yet. 

Comments from the CAC about the results of people’s comments – They
were pleasantly surprised.  If folks can still use it then reducing it in size
seems to be ok with people.   There was some discussion about reducing
the casting pond.  It was agreed that the Corps should be asked about
helping fund this.

Off-Leash Area: A recurring theme in people’s comments about this
was – how will this be managed?  Also, cost was a theme.   These can be
closed if they do not work.  Could a temporary area be put in to
determine how successful it is?  Availability of options for people to take
their dogs often drives the use of a park for such purposes.  Size of the
off-leash area was an issue – most thought this was too small.  Could the
park handle the use if it were larger?  Would the area become a mud pit?
It is hard for such an over-used area to recover.  Why not place on the
McLoughlin side of the Casting Pond?  That location is far from the
parking and dogs would be taken  through too many other park use
areas… 

Comments included:

This is not a clear cut issue – based on people’s responses.  A
management response can be to watch such an area closely during
the first year.  

Take a look at Delta Park’s off-leash area.  It’s good to take a look at
the numbers. 

Suggestions about using fenced area between Skavone Field and the
softball area could make the off-leash area longer – better for
running and used more without impacting the other uses.

Don’t forget that off-leash laws can be on the table for discussion.

A question was raised about inviting folks from the SEUL off-leash
dog committee to the meeting next time.

Skateboard Park:  There are common themes of approval/disapproval
that were discussed. 
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One CAC member pleaded that the discussion not talk about the
character of kids.  The request was to leave emotion out of the
discussion.

There are many issues to sort through in the comments, including people
whose comment was more about the location within the park for the
skatepark versus those who simply supported or opposed the idea of a
skatepark at Westmoreland.  Also, many comments were given on the
loss of the tennis courts, and still others supported the idea of moving
them.  

The response forms were intended to focus people on elements or
features of the park, not to elicit a response about an overall Concept.
This idea seemed to have come across to people based on both discussion
with people at the meeting, and in how most filled in their comment
cards.

Several ideas were discussed including closing of the off ramp from
McLoughlin, and using vegetation buffers. 

It was mentioned that many issues of disapproval, as listed on the
summary sheet, could be addressed with design and management.  Many
of these have already been discussed by the CAC.  Many concerns can be
mitigated.

The CAC is seriously considering the merits of this proposal and has
asked that they be given time to contemplate this concept. 

Comments from the CAC included:

Concern about proximity to the Manor. 

Encouragement to put a light/pedestrian crossing signal to help
Manor residents to cross Bybee.

Question: Is a regional skatepark going to be sited somewhere in the
City? Answer: That has not been determined yet, but the idea is to
have a few regional and some smaller satellite parks in the
neighborhoods.

Conflict with lawn-bowling was raised.  No more noise than
McLoughlin was envisioned by the lawn-bowlers.

Comments were made about two local skatepark design firms.

Comments from the members of the public included:

This is a divisive issue – the numbers are too close to call.  These
numbers are to inform the CAC decision and discussion. 

The question was raised as to whether concerns have been
addressed?  Proper design and management of any new facility
would need to be addressed prior to implementation.

The question was raised of whether the issue of a neighborhood vs.
community vs. regional park had been addressed?   Answer: Yes –
Westmoreland Park is a community park, which is defined in the
Parks 2020 Vision Plan as serving an area from 1-2 miles around a
community park.
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Question: Will the opportunity to bring forward more information be
available?  Answer: Rod Wojtanik pointed out that information from
several local municipalities with skateparks has been given to the
CAC.  Parks has also shared information that was gathered from
Parks Directors and staffs around the country and around the state.
This has all been shared with the CAC. Additional information is
available from PP&R upon requiest.

Recreational trends change – we have to be able to “go with the
flow.”

Neighbors are looking for information with fair and legitimate
research.  They are not looking just for ‘bad’ information.

Someone reminded the CAC that the facts presented by Police
Officer Nelson about problems should be recalled.2

Disapproval has been based on misinformation and misconception.
One could go point by point to refute the concerns expressed

Question: would this be a regional draw?  Answer: No – it would be
less than 10,000 ft2 facility which would only accommodate  local
skaters. . 

Concern that this might have gotten off to a wrong start.  It has been
inflammatory.  We should stick with the calmer feelings we now
have.

Any new use – we have to make sure that the park resources can
absorb the densities of this new use – be it a skatepark or a dog-off-
leash area or some other new use. 

Meeting Wrap Up Assignments were made to various committee members to review  the
summary sheets Parks staff created to ensure that the comments were
accurately portrayed.  All should read the comments on the skatepark. 

Future meeting dates were discussed and set.

A request was made that the next meeting focus on the big picture and
that the issue of a skatepark be tabled to the following meeting.

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p.m.

                                                     
2 Officer Nelson , based on questions asked by the CAC, researched typical call-for-police-service rates in
and around new skateparks in some other local jurisdictions.  The examples he researched did were not in
primarily residential areas.  He was told that following a short ‘honeymoon period’, no more calls for
service were had near the skateparks than at any other location.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 9 9 January 2003

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Brett Baylor, Kitty Knutson, Mark Wilson, Phil Cappalonga, Ed Peterson,

Greg Berry, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Mary Anne Cassin, Bryan Aptekar and Keely Edmonson

Resource Staff: Darlene Carlson (Parks Liaison for Commissioner Francesconi), and Marianne Zarkin

(Macleod Reckord).

Citizens: Fred Leeson, Mark Cline, Angela and Peter Paragakos, Lois Buerk, Mel Pittmon, Curt

Child, Bob Schmidt, Lenita and Sabrina Scott, Clayton Paddison, Daniel Dean, Steve

Gump, Connie Jaynes, Ryan Sweeney, Debbie Tupper, Bruce Nelson, Ted and Casey

Wall, Lane Brown, Marge and Cathy Bernt, Robin Springer, Tom Brown, Sonny

Robertson, Tom Miller, Claire Olson, Ken Worcester, Gary Rydout, Chris Dawkins,

Helen Lyman, J.D. Kiggins and Traci Wall. 

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Media representatives: Fred Leeson (Oregonian),  and Eric Norberg – The Sellwood Bee.

Total attendance: 53  people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Ground rules for everyone

Parameters for new uses (Off-leash dog area, Skate Park)

Citizens Advisory Committee and Contact Information

SE Parks in Portland Newsletter (November 2002)

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

UPCOMING EVENT:
Public Open House

January 25th, 2003  from 9am - Noon.

Moreland Presbyterian Church (1814 SE Bybee)

Preview Days
Wednesday January 22nd, 2003

Woodstock Library: 3-8pm
6008 S.E. 49th Ave, Portland

Thursday January 23rd, 2003

Sellwood-Moreland Library: 3-8pm
7860 S.E. 13th Ave., Portland

Next Mtg: Wednesday, February 12th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson, the facilitator, explained the purpose of the meeting to
all who were present.  She introduced the CAC, who they were, how they
had been selected, and their goal this meeting.

The ground rules for participants in the meeting were explained, as was
the history of the process.  

The goal of this evening is not to select an alternative, but rather to refine
the alternatives to be presented for public review in a few weeks. 

The decision making process for the project was reviewed – the public
comment period will be from 1/22/03 when the first preview day occurs
until after the Open House on 1/30/03.  The comments from that period
will be brought back to the CAC, for review.  The CAC will then work
on creating a preferred alternative, which will be brought back to the
public for review later in the spring.  The results from that meeting will
be reviewed by the Committee, before final recommendations are made
to the Director of Portland Parks & Recreation.

Susan Kroll-Wilch had sent an e-mail to the staff with questions.  Mary
Anne Cassin responded.  Susan had wondered how the criteria for a city-
wide skate park will be developed and the schedule for the city-wide
process will be dealt with.  Answer: The criteria we have developed so
far are similar to ones we are hearing from across the country.  We will
use whatever criteria are developed by the city-wide process to double-
check the decisions regarding a possible skatepark at Westmoreland.
That process will likely take 18 months to 2 years, at the least.  

CAC Meeting minutes from the previous meeting were corrected to
include the name of Teresa Pucik, and point out that she is a SMILE
Board Member.  Then the minutes were approved.

Present Alternatives The process for this meeting was defined – following people’s review of
the proposed alternatives, there will be clarifying questions allowed first,
then later we will highlight and prioritize topics for discussion.  People
were asked to take notes on the various concepts as they were explained
so that they could remember their questions/comments.  

Rod explained that MacLeod Reckord had been hired to develop these
concepts.  The were asked to rearrange the soccer field, relocate the play
areas due to flooding, to look at possible relocation or removal of the
tennis courts, to place a skatepark in one concept, to add a drop-off area
on 22nd in all concepts, to analyze the possibility of adding bathrooms
and trails, to add a fenced off-leash dog area, and to reconfigure the
casting pond -–though keep it for irrigation.  The maintenance building
was suggested for relocation as well.  The graphics to be presented by
Marianne Zarkin, of MacLeod Reckord, are loose and conceptual.  They
will be more polished for the public meeting on the 25th of January.
These are broad brush strokes to illustrate use areas and circulation
around the park.  Parks, trails, athletic fields are all specialties of
MacLeod Reckord.  The alternatives will all show a full size soccer field
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and keep football, with homeplates for softball and baseball moved away
from McLoughlin – as this is safer for those watching the games, and
quieter.  The reconfiguration of the ball fields is a more efficient use of
park space.

The following are details described as Marianne Zarkin walked through
the specifics for each of the three concepts.

Concept 1:

Parking lots – concerns about parking on 22nd motivated the moving
of some of the parking spaces to the north end of the park.

Tennis courts were removed, replaced with parking, same number of
spaces as were removed from the south end – no net gain or loss of
spaces.

Parking at the south end is relocated, making space for the basketball
to be relocated.

The play area is consolidated and moved to near the relocated
maintenance building – which will have public restrooms built into
it.

Lawn bowling has the potential to be expanded.

Casting pond is smaller – with the side that is reduced being pushed
east, away from the creek, making room for a trail around the habitat
area along Crystal Springs Creek.

Added trails create improved circulation.  They worked with trails in
the habitat area.

A drop off area is added where the current maintenance building is.

The off-leash dog area is added near Skavone Field – it is away from
the creek and the kids area, and accessible by a trail from the parking
lot at the south end.

Viewpoints are added into the habitat area.

Interpretive displays are added to the existing restroom building,
with one of the walls in the open shelter room removed to give the
room a more open feeling with views of the habitat area.

Concept 2:

The athletic fields include a full size soccer field, room for football
and two softball fields together. 

Basketball is left where it is.

Casting pond could be made shallower, but is left the same size.

Tennis courts are moved to near the south parking lot.

A skate park is added where the current tennis courts are located – it
is separate from the creek, away from people.  It is proposed about
10,000 ft2.  The ‘jug handle’ to the north of the Bybee Bridge was
not considered a good location, as it is hard to get to and will serve
as a stormwater mitigation area for the Bybee Bridge project.

Lawn bowling can be expanded.

Several picnic areas are relocated from the habitat improvements,
and out of the flood areas.

The trail system is more confined than in other concepts.

Concept 3:
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Ballfields are the same as in concept 2, but soccer is shown as an
artificial turf – all weather field. 

Parking area is reduced at the south end, with more added near the
tennis courts to the north, to provide parking nearer to some of the
high use area ball fields.

The casting pond is shown reduced in size, with open space added
around it. 

The basketball and play areas are both moved further south. 

Trails circle throughout the park. 

There could be a soft surface trail along 22nd Avenue under the trees.

The restroom building is altered to add interpretive displays.

An off-leash dog area is proposed near the south parking lot, close to
parking.  It could be from 1/3 to ½ an acre.

All 3 Concepts:

Wider trail around the casting pond is included in all three concepts.

In all three a few trees would be lost to include a full size soccer field

Trees will be added to the park in key locations.

Play area will move out of the flood area

The CAC and the members of the public in attendance asked clarifying
questions.

The various elements are intended to be mixed and matched, so that the
most preferred elements of each concept can be combined into one. 

A buffer on McLoughlin was not included in the concepts, because there
was not clear direction given on that point. 

Lawn bowling – the current square footage is 120x120 – there is an area
of 15-20 feet of grass within the fence line that they hope to use.1

If the parking area is added by the lawn bowling, this would be worked
around trees – keeping greenspaces there.

Yes – tennis disappears in concept 1.

Reduction in depth of the casting pond is bad for model boaters.

Look at maps of alternatives There was a five minute break for people to look at the concept
drawings.  People spent time looking at the concepts posted on the walls.

Open Committee Discussion A lengthy discussion of the various concepts and various elements within
them.  Discussion items were listed in two columns on flipcharts – those
things that people liked, and comments/concerns.  The following are
listed as discussed in the meeting – some are contradictory.

                                                     
1 Correction – following the meeting Jim Tupper pointed out that there is intention/hope to expand the use
beyond the current fence line some 20 feet.
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Likes:

Casting pond whole

Whole concept of moving the play area, maintenance area and
basketball courts

Alignment of the ballfields

Dog off leash area and basketball court in concept 1

Full size soccer field

The location of the skate park, if there is going to be one

Casting pond full size (several comments)

Balance in concept 1 of the field orientations

Open space without reduction of casting pond, addition of open
space near the creek.

Permanent area for off-leash dogs, rather than hours

Movement of maintenance area (several comments)

Trails around the park (several comments)

Like moving tennis courts to near parking at south end

Like interpretive space without the wall in the bathroom building to
provide teaching space

Soccer fields in concept 2

Moving basketball from near the play area

Casting pond in concept 1, with an expanded buffer along the creek
(several comments)

Minimizing the bridge crossings from four to six

Comments/Concerns:

Basketball court  - too near homes – good to keep it away from play
area

Mix and match parking and tennis courts

Dog area in each concept

Tennis disappearing (several comments)

Casting pond – like reduction as in concept 1, but not as in concept 3
(several comments)

Basketball away from neighbors – perhaps to near the parking at the
north end

Parking near lawn bowling – concerns for safety as it would be along
McLoughlin

Parameters for skatepark

The soccer as shown in concept 3, the timing does not work in terms
of shared field space with overlap of seasons

Football field does not allow outfield fence in concept 1 and 2

Ballfield issues with grading

Reluctant to give green space for parking

Need to be alternatives without dog off-leash areas

A prioritization exercise was done to see which topics needed discussion
more urgently than others, before the plan goes public.
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Casting Pond:
After discussion the CAC agreed to show the casting pond reduced in
size in two concepts, with both being reduced by roughly 25%, one with
a straight edge, the other with a more curvilinear edge.  In both, the
reduction will be on the side of Crystal Springs Creek.

Dog Area:
There was much discussion about the dog area, covering the issue of
size, monitoring and regulating, and other management topics.  The CAC
decided to remove the off-leash area shown near the parking lot in
concept 3, as it would be too close to neighbors.  It remains in one of the
concepts.

Skate Park:
There was discussion on new parameters being added to the list.  The
discussion involved members of the public in attendance as well as CAC
members.  After much discussion and some decision making by the
CAC, the following additional parameters were added to the list of
parameters on a skatepark, should one be included:

It should be adapted for roller-bladers

It should not exceed 10,000 ft2

Conflict between users should be mitigated by design

There was discussion about the layout and design of the Open House and
the comment card.

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9:00 p.m.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 8 9 December 2002

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Walt Mintkeski, Brett Baylor, Kitty Knutson, Mark Wilson, Jim Tupper, Phil

Cappalonga, Ed Peterson, Greg Berry, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Mary Anne Cassin,  Bryan Aptekar and Gay Greger

Resource Staff: Bob Downing (Operations Manager – PP&R), Darlene Carlson (Parks

Liaison for Commissioner Francesconi), Marianne Zarkin (Macleod Reckord), Terry

Reckord (Macleod Reckord),  Tim Kuhn (Army Corps of Engineers), and Merri Martz

(Consultant to Army Corps of Engineers)

Citizens: Mirek Kukla, Sherie Weisenberg, Curt Casper, Jacquie DeVoreReis, Tom Miller, Ken

Klepper, C. Scubler, Jacqueline Bennett, Melissa Moran, Marge Bernt, Kate Porter,

Dave Porter, Mel Pittmon, Barbara Donily, J.D. Kiggins, Shawn Fendick, Gabe, Becky

and Bob Burke, Dominic Kukla, Sonny Robertson, Traci and Casey Wall, Susan

Cunningham, Isaac Hainley, Tom Cookie-Haysley, Teresa Gall, Joanne Ferrero,

Rebecca Webb, Randy Carlson, D. Jursiic, M. Miesen, S. Safford, Kirsten Larson, Stacey

and Eugene Lardizabal, Ken McFarling, Sandy Basel, Steve Ellegrini, Fern and Jack

Youmans, Connie Jaynes, Allyson Bourke, Chris Dawkins, Tim and John Worley, Claire

Olsen, Kim Lynch, Bill and Donna Kemp, Kami Kent, Cathe Cawalk, Lou Hansen, Randy

Green, Richard Allan, Barbare Leage, Anne Fischer, Clayton Paddison, Barry Bennett,

Leanne White, Ken Finch, Helen Lyman, Robin Springer, Cathy Bernt, Peter Shand,

Gary Rydout, Judy Bluehorse Skelton, Ryan Sweeney, Bruce Nelson, Lane Brown, Mark

Jurva, M. Isabel Ochoa, Chris Erickson, Richard Beckwith, Aaron Tersteeg, Richard

Laughlin, Jay Kent, John Hardy, Karen Monsere, Tyler Mintkeski, Ryan and Jessica Lee,

Ted Wall, Bob Schmidt, Hank Barnet, Ivor Carstenson, Rich Ferguson, Lesley Bertram,

Teresa Pucic, Ray Krebb, Curt Child, Angela Paragakas, Kendra Decious, Jennifer

Palmquist, Ian Graham, CR Larhman and friend, Jeff Ohlson.

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Media representatives: KGW (TV channel 8), KOIN (TV channel 6) and Eric Norberg – The Sellwood

Bee.

Total attendance: 124  people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Ground rules for everyone

Next Mtg: Thursday, January 9th
6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue



Westmoreland Park Citizens Advisory Committee Page 2 of 8

Process for Developing Westmoreland Park Master Plan Alternatives

Parameters for new uses (Off-leash dog area, Skate Park)

Citizens Advisory Committee and Contact Information

SE Parks in Portland Newsletter (November 2002)

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions The meeting began at 6:35pm.  Jeanne Lawson, the facilitator, opened
the meeting with a request to run the meeting longer than normal because
of a full agenda.  The committee preferred to end the meeting on time.,
so Jeanne  asked that everyone make an effort to stay on task..  Jeanne
explained the purpose of the meeting.  Minutes from the past two
meetings were approved, and will be posted to the web.  Dates for the
next few meetings were selected.  Upcoming CAC meetings will be at
the same time and place as these – Jan. 9th, Feb. 12th, and March 12th.

Marianne Zarkin was introduced as the new consultant hired to help
Portland Parks & Recreation (PP&R) staff produce the options for
review in January. 

Everyone was reminded that the purpose of the meeting was to determine
what the options presented to the broader public on January 25,  2003
should include.

The process was described.  At the January Open House comments will
be solicited from the entire community.  Results will be studied by the
CAC and provide the basis for development of  a draft Preferred
Alternative.  This will in turn be brought back to the public for review
and comment.  Ultimately, based on this feedback, the CAC will present
the recommendations to Charles Jordan – Director of Parks.  Jordan is
relying heavily on the CAC to be thoughtful and inclusive in their
process.

Since many people in the audience had not attended previous CAC
meetings, Jeanne gave a  brief  recap of the process to date.  The Master
Planning process was begun in response to flooding and the need to
make improvements to Crystal Springs Creek to meet new habitat
requirements for endangered fish.  She said that many people new to the
process may be attending because of information included in flyers
which have been distributed in the neighborhood.  and cautioned that the
flyers  contain a lot of misinformation. 
Protocol for the meeting was discussed: Since this is an Advisory
Committee meeting, comments from the Committee will have priority on
each topic, and will be followed by an opportunity for the visiting public
to comment.  The priority is accomplishing Committee discussion,  in
order to shape the alternatives which will be presented to the public at
the January 25th meeting.

Follow up on Current Uses Some issues related to current uses require further discussion.  Before
this meeting a set of questions was asked of CAC members to determine
where, if anywhere, there was unanimity of thought on a topic, to allow
more time for the issues requiring major discussion.  The issues of play
areas and lighting did not need discussion – the plan will address
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treatment of these.  On the issue of McLoughlin, the CAC encouraged
thinking about trees or fencing along the major arterial.  Regarding the
picnic areas, the CAC expressed that they would like to see them
retained, though relocation was fine.  The CAC wanted the issue of
location/noise/dust/emissions to be dealt with in relation to the tennis
courts.

Parking:  There was much discussion on the issue of parking.
Suggestions were made about closing the on-ramp to McLoughlin near
the tennis courts and making that road into parking.  This would need to
be explored with PDOT and ODOT to be sure it is feasible.  They
encouraged us to find a spot for a turn-out that could serve as a drop-off
area on the edge of 22nd Avenue that did not require removing trees.  The
existing parking lot is under-utilized.  There was interest in moving the
play area and picnic area nearer to parking of some type.  Angled street
parking would be a safety concern for residents along 22nd Avenue. 

The play area and the spray pool are recommended to be near the
restroom.

Basketball Courts:  Discussion about the basketball court emphasized
that Nike knew that the Master Planning process would begin shortly
after they resurfaced the existing court.  They understood that this might
mean the court would get moved, and they wanted to go ahead with
resurfacing the court anyway.  They requested the opportunity to provide
a surface for the new court, if it does end up being moved.  If the court
moves, the CAC wanted it to be further from the Creek.  If the court is
moved closer to the south end of the park, this might impact soccer
players, as soccer fills all the empty greenspace in the park during the
season.  Other possibilities that were discussed included possible
removal of the basketball court, moving it to near the lawn-bowling area,
or behind the restroom building.  At the end of the discussion the CAC
asked that PP&R look at the possibilities and consider moving the courts. 

Casting Pond:  It was clarified that it is PP&R’s intent to keep the
casting pond and convert it for use as an irrigation reservoir.  A
consultant has been hired to investigate what the parameters might be to
do this conversion.  We are still waiting to hear from them on answers
about the issue of algae, the size that might be necessary to meet the
needs of a new use for the pond, and the water demand for irrigation.
There was no unanimity about which side to reduce the casting pond, IF
this were feasible based on its conversion to use as an irrigation
reservoir.  A question was raised about having 2 ponds, one for casting,
another for ducks.  It was clarified that based on the environmental
concerns about temperature and reducing the negative habitat
impediments, that the duck pond must go – keeping it is not an option.
This is part of the City’s response to Endangered Species Act
requirements.  There was interest in further discussion but the need to
cover more things in the very full agenda necessitated moving on.  



Westmoreland Park Citizens Advisory Committee Page 4 of 8

Concern was expressed, by a SMILE Board Member (Teresa Pucik),
who was new to the Master Planning process, about the makeup of the
CAC.  A list of who is on the Committee and what constituency they
represented was distributed.  The process for selecting the committee
was briefly explained. 

Discuss Potential New Uses Full-size Soccer Field:  Many groups use the soccer field.  There was an
interest in doing something with minimal impact, but that meets the need
of soccer users. 

There was a question about whether there are heritage trees.  The CAC
wanted to maintain the conifers, particularly the Sequoias.  There are
Maple and Ash along 22nd Avenue.  Several were lost in the floods of
1996/97.  They are a priority for the CAC.

There was a request to verify the use of the football field.  It seems to be
used less often.

Question – could there be a minimum size soccer field, with rotation to
prevent  mud pits at the goals, as is typical of the current soccer field,
due to not resting the field.  

Off-Leash Dog Hours/Area:  The Parameters determined at the previous
meeting were discussed to confirm there was consensus on them.  The
following was presented as the parameters defined earlier in the process.
The CAC corrected that they had not determined that they preferred
consideration of off-leash hours vs. an area dedicated specifically
towards off-leash use.  They did say that if an area were to be adopted, it
should be fenced.  The other following parameters were affirmed. 

Area must be manageable

If hours (rather than an area) the morning hours of 5-8am were
proposed, with the possibility of extending these during non-sports
and non-school season

Off-leash areas should not be near the creek or the playground

The jug-handle north of Bybee should be considered (though others
mentioned it was a designated environmental zone).

Concerns expressed included: 

wear/tear on turf areas and the ability for those areas to recover, 

dog waste not being picked up, 

that Westmoreland not be the only destination park for off-leash
users,

dogs in the creek, 

interactions with joggers, and 

monitoring/policing.  

Skate Park: Mary Anne Cassin, told the group  that Portland Parks &
Recreation has been wrestling with the skate park issue.  Sadly it has
become quite polarized.  To be fair to the process, and the many people
who have requested that the feasibility of a skatepark at least be
explored, Parks requested that the CAC allow for inclusion of a skate
park in at least one of the alternatives to be developed.  Mary Anne was
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clear that the facility did NOT have to be sited in the casting pond space,
as some have suggested, nor did it have to be as large as some have
hoped.  Nevertheless, to be fair to the process, which will allow the
broader community to thoughtfully review and respond to a variety of
alternatives, Parks did not want to have the skate park idea ruled out at
this time.

It was explained that this is a difficult decision, especially because it is
out of sequence with the larger city-wide siting study which will start in
the near future – as a response to the passage of the Parks Levy. There is
money in the levy to build two new skate park facilities in the City and
beginning in 2003, PP&R will look city-wide to determine the best
possible locations for skate facilities.  If the feasibility of a skatepark at
Westmoreland is not seriously evaluated at this time, Parks would be
obligated to reconsider the issue during the city-wide siting study.
Whether or not a skatepark is part of the final plan for Westmoreland the
City is anxious to explore issues inherent in the issue.  There is no pre-
determined notion at this point whether a skate park will fit at
Westmoreland, and the rest of the process will determine whether it does
or not.

Kim Lynch, representing a group of neighbors called Friends of
Westmoreland Park expressed the group’s concerns over the possibility
of a skate park.  She highlighted possible issues such as noise, litter,
fights and traffic due to more users than currently use the park.  It is their
feeling that a skate park does not belong in a residential neighborhood. 

There were questions about the process for decision-making, which was
reiterated for new attendees to the Citizen Advisory Committee
meetings.

Ted Wall, representing a group of skateboard advocates called Parents of
Portland Skaters said that his group, like the Friends of Westmoreland
Park, does not want to see the park fail.  He asked that the deliberation
on the issue be fair, and that everyone show mutual respect.  

The parameters which were developed over the past several meetings to
which a skate park would have to adhere, if one were to be established
were reviewed for confirmation.  These included: 

Carrying capacity of the park

Noise/noise buffers

Controlled access

Supervision

Restricted hours

Parking

Fundable

Location/siting of skate park

Don’t want it to displace existing uses

Tennis court is a possible location – it has parking, bus
access, high visibility near Bybee

It should be isolated from passive uses

The farther from the creek and residential houses, the better
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These were all agreed to with the following stipulations.  The CAC
wanted a skatepark to not only be considered fundable, but also a
financial commitment from Parks on the long-term maintenance of the
skatepark.  They did not want a final decision on the Westmoreland site
to be considered in isolation – but rather in the context of the city-wide
siting study and contingent upon criteria established city-wide. 
These parameters, along with the Guiding Principles developed earlier by
the CAC, will be used to evaluate the various features and improvements
that are supported by the community following the January public Open
House.

Various members of the visiting public, who came to voice their thoughts
on the issue of skateboarding and a skate park in Westmoreland, shared
their thoughts.  

There were questions about the difference between a community park
and a regional park, as defined in the Parks 2020 Vision Plan.
Westmoreland has been called a ‘regional park’ when in fact it is
classified as a ‘community park’ in the 2020 plan.  

Development for Crystal Springs

Habitat Improvements

The proposed changes to Crystal Springs Creek were reviewed for the
people in attendance who had not heard about the plans.  

Merri Martz and Tim Kuhn, the consultant to, and project manager from
the Army Corps of Engineers, who would partially fund the changes to
the creek, came to the meeting to answer questions and share the latest
understandings on the plans for the habitat improvements.  The duck
pond will be reduced to a narrow creek channel and the habitat for fish
and wildlife improved.  Views of the water and access from 22nd will be
retained in places along the creek.  The play area will likely be moved..
The pedestrian bridges will be maintained.  The average buffer widths
for the creek have not been determined yet. 

These plans have been discussed with the project’s Technical Advisory
Committee, which suggested more of a meander on a portion of the
creek.  They also suggested relocation of the picnic areas.  The plant
materials were discussed generally, with standard native habitat plants
likely to be used, with mindfulness of the need to provide both shade for
the creek, and safe viewing for park visitors.

In response to questions, Merri and Tim explained that they feel that they
have worked through the concerns that the regulatory agencies might
have.  They feel that they can make the case for the size of buffer widths
proposed as they are planning to meet the needs of habitat improvement,
and also meet human recreational and safety needs.  They feel that given
the urban nature of the park, that they can make the case for a narrower
than normal buffer width,.  The critical issue of shading can be addressed
with the changes they are proposing, so the primary issue of concern for
habitat improvement is being addressed. 
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The depth of the creek is expected to be 3’ at the deepest, not much
deeper than 1-2’ in most places.  

They recognize that human interaction will happen along the creek edge,
so are trying to design for this by providing some access points to the
water.

Responding to a question about whether the Corps would fund portions
of this restoration plan, they said that this was an ‘all or nothing’ project.
That is within the parameters that they have set, looking at changes to
Crystal Springs Creek from the north end of Westmoreland Park,
downstream to the confluence with Johnson Creek.  There are private
residences downstream that the City is working and discussing proposals
with.  Upstream improvements are not being addressed with this current
project.

Of critical importance, reduction of the temperature, can be addressed
within the park boundaries.  This is  a city-wide priority – reducing
temperatures in creeks that are too warm for endangered fish, and other
areas in other creeks around the City are being looked at for similar
improvements.  

Culvert issues were raised, particularly the Bybee culvert upstream of the
Park.  The Corps’ team stated that upstream culverts are box shaped,
which are not as big a concern as the smaller round metal culverts
downstream.  Adult fish can make it upstream past the Bybee culvert,
though juveniles can’t.  

As a point of information, Oregon and Washington states both have
numbers on velocity that fish can handle in terms of swimming upstream.
The longer the culvert, which typically lack sheltered areas to rest, and
which have stronger flow without variation, the more challenging.  

Question:  Can the Bybee Bridge project (replacing the Bridge across
McLoughlin) address the issue of the culvert?  Answer: No.  They have
federal dollars which do not cover that.  

There was discussion about the Tacoma culvert.  Siltation was an issue.
Based on modeling and field study, it is on the cusp of being passable,
and therefore it is not included in the Corps’ plan.  If the City were able
and interested in paying for its replacement, that is up to the City, but the
Corps’ project will not pay for its removal. 

Question: Are projections on long-term maintenance and operations
being factored into the cost of the project?  Answer: That is a local cost –
that is, the responsibility of the City, of Parks and Recreation.  There is
not a level of detail yet to determine these costs, but this plan is intended
to allow for that. 

The Corps’ consultant explained their struggle to balance the need for
shade with the need for safety.  They are considering temporary, or
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perhaps permanent, fencing to ensure folks do not have easy access to
certain areas of the creek.  This is particularly true during the early years
of plant establishment. 

Rod Wojtanik is working on issues such as sight-lines, bridges, view
corridors, and low plants near trails, to achieve this balance. 

Question: Why is the buffer width by the casting pond ok?  Answer: The
duck pond is being converted to riparian/wetland habitat, to address
concerns about fish habitat, as required by the federal Endangered
Species Act.  That area will be maintained as a riparian buffer, in
exchange for which, other areas outside the footprint of the duckpond
may have smaller buffers. 

There were questions of fiscal responsibility raised.  In response, it was
pointed out that changes that were raised as fiscally questionable
(reconfiguration of the ballfields, moving of the basketball courts) are
not terribly costly, nor have any of these changes been decided upon yet.
We are still deciding on which options to present for further
consideration.   Further, it is the wildlife/habitat restoration issue that is
driving the process of change for the park – it is a critical change that in
the long-term is important to both the City and wildlife.  These changes,
while there is not money to implement them all, are part of a wider look
at all current uses, and how making changes to the Creek impacts other
areas/uses within the park.  

Meeting Wrap-Up There was a reminder about the upcoming CAC meeting (January 9th),
and a description of the plan for the Open House on January 25th were
discussed.

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9:15 p.m.
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Meeting Minutes DRAFT

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 7 13 November 2002

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Walt Mintkeski, Brett Baylor, Kitty Knutson, Jim Tupper, Phil Cappalonga,

Greg Berry, and Neil Paddison

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Bryan Aptekar and Gay Greger

Resource Staff: Bob Downing (Operations Manager – PP&R), Neil Tancre (SE District Manager –

PP&R), and Evelyn Brenes – Liaison for Off-Leash Dog Issue – PP&R), Daryl Houtman

(City of Portland Endangered Species Program), Darlene Carlson (Parks Liaison for

Commissioner Francesconi), Karl Lee (US Geological Survey), Tim Kuhn (Army Corps

of Engineers), and Merri Martz (Consultant to Army Corps of Engineers)

Citizens: Shirley Blair, Jen Wrightdykehouse, Lisa Brown, Lane Brown, Mel Pittmon, Ted Wall,

Paul Leistner, Lesley Bertram, Martha Taylor, David Schutact, Eric Norberg, Amie

Belisle, Clyde Sullivan, Marychris Mass, Jeff Nelson, Randy Green, Nancy Norby, Jason

Lensch, Marge Bernt, Connie Jaynes, Cathy Bernt, Bob Schmidt, J.D. Kiggins, Curt

Child, Tom Brown, Kendra Child, Robin Springer, Greg Belisle.  Apologies for

misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance who did not sign

in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 51  people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Ground rules for everyone

Process for Developing Westmoreland Park Master Plan Alternatives

Tentative Agenda Topics for Future Meetings

Ecological Functions Vital to the Support of Crystal Springs

Regulatory Agencies Requiring Approval of Improvement Plans

Casting Pond Research

Citizens Advisory Committee and Contact Information

SE Parks in Portland Newsletter (August 2002)

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne opened the meeting explaining the purpose of the meeting and the
agenda.

Follow up on Current Uses Casting Pond:  Rod explained that the Scope of Work for the feasibility study
for the casting pond had been distributed, though no firm has been selected yet. 

Next Mtg: Monday, December 9th
6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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The City’s position was clarified – the desire is to use the casting pond for an
irrigation reservoir.  The shape, depth and size may drive what is needed to
make this work – and these parameters have not been determined yet.  There is
money in the Park Levy committed to exploring this possibility.  Neil Tancre,
the District Operations Manager, explained the reasoning for wanting an
irrigation well is that when a well is irrigating at design capacities and in
constant use the system works well. When  the pump is repeatedly cycling
on/off, during times of hand watering and wetting down ball diamonds, this is
hard on the well equipment and wears it out prematurely.  The use of a reservoir
would make use consistent in a way that would be good for the equipment, and
save the Bureau money in the long run.  

Soccer: Issues of concern about soccer fields which the CAC want the
alternatives to address include:

Field orientation (sun in eyes)

Trees overhanging 

Field is not standard size – consider full size

More fields would be better

Baseball: Issues of concern about baseball included: 

Conflict between different sports user groups

Orientation (sun in eyes)

Artificial turf – mud, usability…

Questions of adult usage – HS users and younger have trouble
with ‘turf burn’ when using artificial turf

It was suggested to decide on issue of field layout first, then
deal with artificial vs. natural turf

Artificial turf fields have a limited life and maintenance costs
associated, that the CAC should consider.

Review of park use patterns show that 12 acres are in active recreational use,
another 6 are in passive use, including the casting pond, and 3 acres are the
stream (though mostly in a linear form).  There was a question about where
other passive uses might go if they were displaced by new changes.  The
suggestion was made that we look at multiple-use fields, and that Skavone field
might be opened to other functions, as it sits empty much of the time.

Discuss Potential New Uses  A short video was shared with the CAC by Marychris Mass who serves as both
the Co-Chair for the Southeast Uplift (SEUL) Off-Leash Dog Committee and
CSPOT, and off-leash dog advocacy group.  The video showcased a new dog
park in Seattle.  Following the video, Marychris and Paul Leistner, the other Co-
Chair for the SEUL Off-Leash Dog Committee, fielded questions and addressed
concerns.  They explained that there is a big community of users who would
value the park as either an off-leash dog site or if it had off-leash hours for
certain times. 

In discussing the potential new uses, Jeanne Lawson framed the issue this way:
If these new uses were to be included in the park – which has not yet been
determined – what parameters would they want to set on these new uses.  

Off-Leash Areas/Hours:

People discussed the following parameters that they would want an off-leash
area to address:

Possibly share area with ballfields that are currently fenced

Area must be manageable

The CAC was supportive of off-leash hours vs.  an area dedicated
specifically towards off-leash use
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Possibly different hours in each season

The morning hours of 5-8am were proposed, with the possibility of
extending these during non-sports and non-school season

Off-leash areas should not be near the creek or the playground

The jug-handle north of Bybee should be considered (though
others mentioned it was a designated environmental zone).

Paul Leistner said that they would evaluate the success or failure based on
criteria – which they were open to defining.  Monthly photos to determine long-
term impacts, discussions with neighbors, etc., were suggested.

Concerns were expressed about the possibility of an off-leash area or off-leash
hours included: 
1) wear/tear on turf areas and the ability for those areas to recover, 
2) dog waste not being picked up, 
3) that Westmoreland not be the only destination park for off-leash users, 
4) dogs in the creek, 
5) interactions with joggers, and 
6) monitoring/policing.  

There has been work with the Neighborhood Liaison Officers, as well as with
the Commissioner’s Office to help address the issue of enforcement.  The only
parks currently designated as for off-leash dogs include: Gabriel Park, East and
West Delta, and Chimney Park along Columbia Boulevard.

Skatepark:  

Officer Nelson reported back on his research with other police districts in the
Metro area.  He spoke to officers in Oregon City (with a skate park in a rural
area), Tualatin (off a major road), and Beaverton (in a big parks complex) to
understand their experiences with their respective skate parks.  Basically the
report was that after an initial “honeymoon” period, there were no more police
calls for service in skate park areas than anywhere else.  In some parks, the
police offered a high presence during summer peak seasons of use.

Issues or ideas related to skateparks were:

Noise

Noise buffers

Controlled access

Supervision

Restricted hours

Parking

Funding

Fee-for-use

Trash and maintenance

Disposition of existing uses

Location/siting of skate park

Noise of skating would be different than the noise from
McLoughlin currently experienced by neighbors

Tennis court is a possible location – it has parking, bus access,
high visibility near Bybee

It should be isolated from passive uses

Removed from immediate neighbors

Discussion about the casting pond as a location – it is already
concrete

The farther from the creek and residential houses, the better



Westmoreland Park Citizens Advisory Committee Page 4 of 5

Question about the possibility of getting mitigation credits for
wetland creation

Question about if there could be a trade off of permeable
surface at the casting pond for paving a new area for a skate
park? 

An alternate site for a skate park outside the park – the
Goodwill location across McLoughlin Blvd – was mentioned

Alternatives Development

for Crystal Springs Rod clarified the City’s position on Crystal Springs – basically that the ‘no
build’ option as far as dealing with the environmental impacts of the duck pond
was not an option.  The City is committed to addressing the impacts of the pond
on the creek as a habitat.  With that in mind, Karl Lee with the US Geological
Survey was invited to discuss how Crystal Springs creek fit into the nearby
Johnson Creek system and some of its traits.  

There were two primary points that Karl wanted to get across – temperature and
stream flow are critical factors in determining the health of the stream.  Crystal
Springs contributes a large amount of water to Johnson Creek – it serves as a
key tributary, even though it joins Johnson Creek close to the end of its length.  

Flow: the USGS has been monitoring the flow annually since 1997 (after the big
flood).  Crystal Springs is a groundwater fed (as opposed to surface water)
creek.  While surface water moves quickly – at a rate of feet/second –
groundwater moves quite slow – at a rate measured in feet/month or feet/year.
Following the big rains during both the 1995/96 and 1996/97 winters the
groundwater was recharged to very high levels, increasing the overall volume of
the groundwater supply.  Consequently, the flow during the years since 1997
was very high in Crystal Springs creek, though it has been declining annually
somewhat since then – with numbers around 20 CFS (cubic feet/second) in 1997
to 10-15 CFS today.  There is a critical difference between Johnson Creek and
Crystal Springs – as Crystal Springs has a relatively constant flow year round,
while Johnson Creek goes nearly dry in the summers, since it is primarily fed by
rainwater and melted snow – surface water sources.  Therefore, even though
Crystal Springs is only draining about 2 mi2 it is providing a significant amount
of water to Johnson Creek during the dry periods.   

Crystal Springs also maintains a constant water temperature – around 55 , year-
round, as the water comes from out of the ground.  All the springs that feed
Crystal Springs creek are upstream of Westmoreland Park.  In the park the water
gets heated up considerably, as air temperature affects water temperature.  As
Crystal Springs provides significant amounts of the water in Johnson Creek
during the summer, the elevated temperatures found in it have significant

impacts.  For comparison’s sake, Johnson Creek has a 3  temperature rise in the
6 mile distance between Gresham City Park and the Sycamore gauge while

Crystal Springs rises 5  over its shorter 1 river mile distance between Crystal
Springs Lake and its confluence with Johnson Creek.  

Flow and temperature are related.  As the flow of Crystal Springs has declined
over the past few years following the high recharge period the volume of water
flowing out of it into Johnson Creek has decreased.  This affects the annual
temperature which in the summer/fall has risen considerably.  This is why
helping lower the temperature of Crystal Springs – which rises predominately
because of the Duck Pond – is so important for fish. Other details are available
on the USGS website at: http://oregon.usgs.gov/johnsoncreek/.  All of this is
background to set the stage for why the City needs to make modifications to the
duck pond.
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Rod showed an image to illustrate an example of a trail with riparian corridor
from some of his research. 

Based on this need to make modifications, Rod shared several drawings which
illustrated ways in which the creek might be altered.  Generally the trees along
the creek would be tall, but there would be vegetation that’s able to hang over
the creek to provide debris to the creek for critter food.  The trees will be
determined later – but would likely be from a City native plant list.  

When asked specifically what features they liked about the illustrations the CAC
indicated the following:

They like the variety of paths and trails for walkers

They liked the different views created

They want paths

They want views from the street and for neighbors

Shading from the south and west in the afternoon is important

Rod pointed out that it was likely a portion of the play area will need to be
moved as the creek is altered

They therefore recommend that the play area be kept away from
McLoughlin and 22nd – away from traffic

They like the natural area, it offers more variety

Questions were posed about boardwalks, overlooks, beaches, crossings and art
features – and left to people to put their comments on the map itself after the
meeting.  Comments in response to this included the following:

It would be better if the creek was not moved close to 22nd.  Boardwalks and
appropriate viewpoints essential.  This would probably be better carried out
with the older sketch.

Joggers need safe access from east side path to bridge at Bybee along
existing tennis courts.

Interpretive signs, overlooks, controlled access points , boardwalks,
“natural” artistic features diverse vegetation, native grasses, sedges, rushes.

View from street, improved trails, move but keep young children’s play
area (away from streets), and riparian area created to avoid safety issues.

Can some of the open water views be provided at the casting pond?  Nice
job on the sketch Rod!

Rock creek bank with plantings amongst the rock to keep burrowing
animals and duck disturbance of creek bank to a minimum.  Something like
the banks of the Wilson River, much of the Little Sandy River and many
other streams in forested environments.  No swamp or bog grass.

Keeping the wetland area way from the road (i.e. the ‘newer’ sketch  seems
more beneficial to wildlife.  Too many ‘access’ points will detract from the
fish and wildlife benefits.  High story canopy is preferable to thick
vegetation along creek.  Can we please schedule the next meeting until
10pm?

Beautiful view from the street, bridge, good boardwalk for walking, beach
not hard surface and access for people.

Creek closer to 22nd to maintain view.  Creek closer to 22nd may create more
real estate for ball fields.  Creek closer to 22nd and riparian buffer will
buffer ball game noise and McLoughlin noise. 

Don’t like creek so close to 22nd – it looks weird.

Varied views with several opportunities to enter vegetated areas at various
elevations (like Eileen said.)

Items which are important for duck pond redesign: Narrow deep channel for
optimum fish habitat and passage; shading on west side of creek is more
important than east side to minimize stream temperature rise; and



Westmoreland Park Citizens Advisory Committee Page 6 of 5

interpretive signage about limited access, shading, narrow channel benefits
to fish.

Like bridge and overlooks.  Like art components added.  Unsure regarding
stream position at this time.

Like the bridge crossings.

Replace north bridge – it is too steep.  I like Rod’s concept drawing (new
drawing) which moves the stream toward 22nd, plantings to the east.
Benches and views are important.  Good job.

Like the western coursing of the stream.  Interpretive stations would be
nice.  Boardwalk through less accessible area might be nice.  Need at least
bridge crossings.  Overlooks are important.

Community Education

Opportunities Suggestions were made about how to get the word out about the public
meeting in January.  It was encouraged that a flyer or ad be put in the
Sellwood Bee as well as in the Oregonian. 

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9pm.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 6 29 October 2002

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Mark Wilson, Walt Mintkeski, Brett Baylor, Kitty Knutson, Ron Boley, Jim

Tupper, Ed Peterson, Phil Cappalonga, Greg Berry, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Bryan Aptekar Gay Greger, and Mary Anne Cassin 

Resource Staff: Vicki Vanneman (Portland Parks & Recreation – Recreation Manager)

Citizens: Dave Galloway, Lane Brown, Connie Jaynes, Mike Shanahan, Mel Pittmon, Ted Wall,

Bob Schmidt, Scott Meyers, Hal Ments, Joan Foley, Shirley Blair, Karkie Kent, Torrey

Lindel, Michael Heer, Cathy and Marge Bernt, JD Kiggins, Jeff Nelson, Pat Barr,

Michelle Hennessey .  Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more

people in attendance who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Mary Anne Cassin and Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 40  people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Ground rules for everyone

Process for Developing Westmoreland Park Master Plan Alternatives

Dog Off-Lease Park Siting and Design Criteria

Summary of the Streamside Science

Tentative Agenda Topics for Future Meetings

Draft Guiding Principles

Citizens Advisory Committee and Contact Information

SE Parks in Portland Newsletter (August 2002)

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Mary Anne Cassin called the group to order at 6:30pm.  She explained Jeanne
Lawson’s absence and expected arrival due to another commitment.  A welcome
was extended to replacement CAC member Ed Peterson – replacing Mike Clark,
who had been unable to attend.  Ed serves as a board member of the Portland
Amateur Baseball Association (PABA).  Mary Anne explained the purpose of
the meeting, and the process for newcomers.  The dates for future meetings were
selected, and the minutes from the previous meeting were approved.  Austin
Pritchard was agreed upon as the Spokesperson for the Committee should the
need arise.

Next Mtg: Wednesday, November 13
th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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Discussion of Guiding Principles There was discussion about the few remaining undecided guiding principles.
Based on this discussion the following are agreed upon as the accepted Guiding
Principles, which serve as an instrument used in helping to measure future
decisions and evaluation of potential alternatives.

Include a balance of human and wildlife needs

Result in an aesthetically pleasing design that is appropriate for both the
urban character and the natural resources of this unique setting. 

Enhance wildlife habitat related to Crystal Springs Creek

Reflect a sensitivity to the needs of immediate neighbors – minimizing
impacts whenever possible

Include unprogrammed open space for picnics, informal play, quiet
contemplation

Make user safety a priority.

The plan will be developed as part of an open and inclusive planning
process

Be practical to maintain

Provide for active recreation areas including facilities for team sports that
currently rely on the Park

Make the park accessible for people of all abilities

Minimize flooding and erosion

Balance local and regional needs

Honor the importance of views and physical connections to water by
maintaining access that  respects both the social aspects of parks and the
biological functions of healthy riparian corridors.
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Discussion of Potential New Uses  Rod shared information from Paul Leistner, the Co-Chair of a local SE
committee which is looking at locations in Southeast Portland that might work
as  off-leash dog areas.  Portland Parks & Recreation asked the neighborhood
coalition offices to organize a committee to look at potential off-leash areas
within their jurisdiction.  The committee working within the South East Uplift
(SEUL) area.  They are interested in having Westmoreland serve as either an off
leash area or one of perhaps several parks in SE with off-leash hours.  They have
walked sites with PP&R operations folks to discuss maintenance concerns.
They are also looking at Creston Park as the preferred site for an off-leash area.
They are using siting criteria developed by SEUL to evaluate potential off-leash
areas..  Paul welcomes folks to contact him with concerns and issues for
discussion.  

Dave Galloway gave a presentation for a neighborhood group indicating their
belief that a skate park would not fit the character or use of Westmoreland Park.
The presentation generated much discussion about the issue, including concerns
about noise, safety, traffic, scheduling use, and parking issues.  Some members
of the CAC took issue with the portrayal of skaters and the problems they might
bring.  

The issue of siting a skate park was addressed, particularly how big the proposed
skate park might be.  Portland Parents for Skaters (PoPS) is advocating a 73,000
ft2  park.  Their interest in using a portion of the 143,000 ft2 casting pond was
discussed.  By comparison, the skate park in Newberg is 42,000 ft2 .

Discussion also covered where else PoPS has looked within the City Parks
system and how much their proposed facility might cost.  They have not looked
elsewhere – they were simply following the idea that came up for this park, and
have pursued it.  They planned to do fundraising to help cover the costs.

Portland Police Officer Nelson was invited to address what other police
jurisdictions have experienced from skate parks.  He will bring information to
the next meeting to answer the questions raised.  

Discussion of Alternatives Development

In Relation to Current Uses The issue of the casting pond was briefly covered.  The Scope of Work was
written to hire an engineer to do a feasibility study on the possibility of
converting the casting pond to an irrigation reservoir and installing a well.

Several guests came to discuss the possibility of altering one, or several, of the
ballfields to accommodate an artificial turf soccer field. Dewitt Montgomery
submitted to the Parks Bureau a Citizen Initiated Proposal to create a multi-sport
artificial turf field – he was encouraged to come to the CAC meeting to pitch
their idea.  There are several schools including Cleveland High School and St.
Mary’s which use the fields at Westmoreland Park.  Dewitt introduced others
who came to support their proposal – the Principal at St. Mary’s, Scott Meyers
from Portland Youth Soccer Association (PYSA), Mike Shanahan – the Athletic
Director at Lincoln HS, and others.  Scott discussed PYSA, which serves 8500
youth from age 5-18 from throughout Portland.  The major issue they face is
rain, so more artificial turf fields would be a great asset to increase usability of
soccer areas.  They felt that the impact would not be much different than current
sports uses – they would have 2-3 teams using the field at any given time.  They
discussed existing artificial turf fields, such as Strausser field at Delta.  

There was concern expressed, based on the experience of the lawn bowlers, that
such turf would grow mold and that issues of drainage would be a key
challenge.  Response: drainage would be an issue that needs to be studied and
addressed.
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A question was raised as to why this issue was before the CAC.  Answer: there
are issues to be addressed such as parking, lighting and drainage which should
be acknowledged and considered while deliberating on what features the
alternatives being developed should include. 

Portland Amateur Baseball Association is considering a temporary (during the
season) outfield fence which might interfere with a new turf field.  Logistics
between user groups should be considered. 

Other issues mentioned were the environmental benefits of artificial turf (less
gas used to mow, and less fertilizer used to grow) and what the life expectancy
of such a turf field would be. 

During their discussion Mike Shanahan – the athletic director from Lincoln HS
explained that 9 teams use the Woodstock and Westmoreland fields.  The soccer
field as it is now is too small for Junior Varsity  because of trees in the vicinity
of the field.  The conversion to artificial turf is considered an upgrading trend in
the field. 

Size and cost of such a field was asked about.  The size of a field is 55 yds. wide
x 110 yds. long.  The costs are high, but they were quick to point out that the
user groups would be effective at raising money.  There would be a variety of
user groups, both schools and youth groups, as well as adult users.

Given the opportunity, they propose 2 artificial turf fields.  There was also a
question raised about combining an artificial turf softball/baseball/soccer field.

Vicki Vanneman, Recreation Program Manager for Portland Parks &
Recreation, presented information about the uses of other  parks in the system,
based on data from the reservation center.  The fields in Westmoreland are busy,
as are other fields in parks in SE Portland surrounding the park.  There is not
really much more capacity to put folks on existing fields in the park.  Vicki
expressed the challenges of the sports field uses – there are primary seasons for
both soccer and baseball, but they are spilling over into other months of the year.
The fields are dark in winter, and people can’t play in the mud.

Other recreation uses were reviewed briefly, including tennis, basketball and the
kids play area.  Questions were raised about whether it works to have a little
kids play area near the basketball courts due to hazards posed by small children
wandering into the court.  Relocating the play area was discussed.  The spray
pool was also mentioned – the question of whether it should be saved or
renovated was asked.

Lawn bowling: The lawn bowling association is hoping to expand the use of
their courts, both for existing use, and also for new user groups, such as
patanque and croquet.  No other such public surface for these games exists in the
city of Portland. The next closest facility is near Seattle.  Currently the area is
not ADA accessible, but there is interest in upgrading it to make it so.

There was discussion of buffers along McLoughlin, including both visual and
sound buffers.  There are serious safety concerns, especially around the ball
fields where youth can run out from the field chasing balls into the road.  A
child was killed this way years ago. 

There was a request to come up with a comprehensive list of the users of the
casting pond – they CAC felt they did not have a handle on all of the users.
Parks offered to try to get a sense of the number of users to the CAC.  Rod
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offered that he has a summary of user groups for the casting pond (i.e. fly
fishing groups.)

Rod mentioned that the Bybee Bridge is being rebuilt and that the design team is
considering utilizing a portion of the ‘jughandle’ north of the Bybee Bridge in
the park as a location for treating storm water from the bridge.  That area is
currently not used for much, it is hazard mowed 3 times/year.  Rod mentioned
that the next night after this meeting was a public meeting on the Bybee Bridge
project.

Current Uses and

Alternatives Development All alternatives to be developed will include issues such as access, path
system, additional restrooms, play areas, lighting and benches.  These are
all critical issues that the plan needs to address. 

There was a question about examples of noise mitigation in other parks. 

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9pm.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 5on 9 October 2002

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Mark Wilson, Walt Mintkeski, Brett Baylor, Kitty Knutson, Ron Boley, Jim

Tupper, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Gay Greger, and Mary Anne Cassin 

Resource Staff: Tim Kuhn (Army Corps of Engineers), Merri Martz (Tetratech), Daryl Houtman (City of

Portland Endangered Species Team)

Citizens: Barbara Caggiano, Martha Taylor, Cathy Bernt, Keith Hennessey, Matthew Rea, Dottie

Lansen, Kim Lynch, Mel Pittmon, Lane Brown, Michael Heer, JD Kiggins, Army

Lemieux, Tina Crommett, Marychris Mass, Natasia Chan, Peter and Angela Paragakos,

Kevin Downing, Daniel Dean, Rebecca Webb, Patty Seder, Mark Simmons, Tom Miller,

Chnoj and Alex Scattanella, Jeff, Casey and Traci Wall, Isaac Hainley, Mirek Kiklg,

Darlene Carlson, Linda Sullivan, Marge Bernt, Jack Brannen, Brian Darby,  .  Apologies

for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance who did not

sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 53 people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Ground rules for everyone

Army Corps of Engineers letter

Process for Developing Westmoreland Park Master Plan Alternatives

Results of Potential Community Values 

Article from The Bee on Westmoreland

Citizens Advisory Committee and Contact Information

Issues and Goals  identified during 1998-99 Planning process for Crystal Springs

SE Parks in Portland Newsletter (August 2002)

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson called the group to order at 6:30pm. A welcome was extended to
new CAC members Kitty Knutson and Ron Boley.  Members of the public were
also welcomed and introduced themselves.  Those who were new were
encouraged to remain after meeting for briefing on project history and
background.  Audience member expressed concern regarding public notice for
the meeting.  Committee noted that there was not a reminder e-mail sent out. 

Next Mtg: Tuesday, October 29
th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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Corrections/clarifications to minutes: Eileen had clarification on page 2 –
culverts should be listed as “downstream”. 

Kitty asked for clarification regarding levy funding for park improvements.
Answer: Yes, there will be one-time funds (60-100K) for a well & pump to fill
the casting pond for irrigation.  Other introductions: Corps of Engineers staff
(Tim Kuhn), PP&R staff (Gay Greger and Mary Anne Cassin)  A community
member asked about whether there was room or a need for other members on
the Committee.  Answer: the Committee is quite well-rounded and large, with
diverse representation of interests.  The SMILE Board helped to create the list of
interests that should be represented on the Committee, and suggested people to
fill those positions.

The project schedule was addressed – there was a meeting added for Tuesday
October 29th, 2002. 

Guiding Principles Draft guiding principles were distributed.  Jeanne explained how they had
evolved – weighed with survey results as well as dot exercise from last meeting.
Draft principles are divided into three categories: those that everyone seemed to
agree on, those that are simply “givens” for the City, and those that got moderate
support but not enough to move them to the official list without additional
discussion. 

There was general agreement on the “givens” and on the commonly accepted
guiding principles with the exception of “Result in an aesthetic design that fits
the urban character of the park.”  All felt that this required more definition
acknowledging what makes Westmoreland Park unique.  There was much
discussion about the nature of the park.  Eventually, the group agreed this
principle should read: “Result in an aesthetically pleasing design that
complements both the urban character and the natural resources of this unique
setting.”  

With regard to the two principles requiring additional discussion, everyone
decided that “Make User Safety a Priority” should be included as a guiding
principle.  Alternatives should be evaluated in terms of pedestrian and bicycle
safety, proximity to McLoughlin Blvd., and personal safety within the park.
There was much discussion about the issue of safety, relating to possible
plantings, lighting and how that might conflict with habitat values, and other
aspects of safety. 

There was a great deal of discussion regarding the final statement about views
and physical connection to the water.  Many felt that an open view of the water
is too broad a statement and not a reasonable objective given the federal
mandates.  Others talked about the restorative qualities of the water –
acknowledging that this is important to the park now and should not be lost in
the new design.  There was discussion regarding “framing views” rather than
maintaining expansive views, and the need to keep the integrity of the creek.
Some members of the public weighed in with concerns about loss of wildlife as
well as loss of views.  Clearly, there is a great deal of interest in this aspect of
the project.  The committee decided to go with the guiding principles that have
been amended and approved, but to hold off on including this one so that
discussion on how to work it can continue at the next meeting.  

Susan Kroll-Wilch noted that it is important for everyone to become educated
about the range of concerns and issues being discussed – the committee as well
as the immediate neighbors.  It was also pointed out that the term “the project”
needs to be clarified so that people know whether we are referring to the entire
master plan project or just the Corps’ recommendation.
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Process for Developing Alternatives A chart was distributed showing the parallel track for discussing the stream,
current conditions, and potential new uses.  As each item is discussed, the 
committee will be asked to consider whether they would like more information 
on that topic or would like to add it to the list of things they would like to see
reflected in the alternatives.  Once discussions are complete, the list will be
reviewed and alternatives will be developed that include various options for the
items on the list.  Potential new uses identified from the survey results include
skateboard park, off-leash area, and a synthetic turf soccer field.  At this
meeting, a presentation on skateboard parks is on the agenda.  At an upcoming
meeting, presentations on off-leash and the soccer field are anticipated.
Approach seemed to make sense to everyone – there were no questions.

Marychris Mass reminded the group that she is working with SE Uplift to site
off leash areas and that Westmoreland is one of the sites.  She thinks that since
three parks in the area are dedicated to wildlife, off-leash should be given the
same consideration as skateboarding in Westmoreland Park. 

Stream Project History and Approach

Power Point Presentation Rod reviewed where we’ve been over the past several years in trying to deal 
with concerns surrounding Crystal Springs Creek.  This current suggestion is a
further refined design approach that includes overlooks, meandering stream,
beach access and breaks in vegetation to provide views.  The planting schemes
have yet to be refined.  Most similar restoration projects include boardwalks,
nurse log “art”, and a riparian zone of 75-100 feet, which is felt to be the
minimum for a healthy buffer.  However, because we don’t have lots of
sediment, we are looking to establish a green buffer zone that is more like 25-
50’ wide.  Rod showed conceptual drawings illustrating cross sections at various
locations, character sketches, etc.  They showed picnic opportunities, seasonal
marsh land, beach access.  Everyone appreciated the sketches, feeling that they
helped people envision what this might look like. 

The possibility of a seasonal pond, not connected to the creek but filled by the
well, was discussed.  The likelihood that it would become stagnant made this
idea less appealing.  Also discussion about the possibility of two streams if the
streams are both engineered to be good for fish – perhaps with an island in the
middle.  A high canopy on the island could mean less problems with views
being blocked from 22nd.  Rod explained that there are no springs in the park
itself so no new water is being added to Crystal Springs here – and there is not
enough water to split the stream and maintain the depth and velocity required.
The island would be difficult to manage too – and would possibly appear and
disappear as water levels fluctuated, etc.  Concerns about views, historic
problems with homeless living in tall shrubs, and duck/geese populations were
also discussed.  Rod’s presentation gave committee members lots to ponder
between now and subsequent meetings.

Skateboard Park Presentation Ted Wall, Portland Parents for Skaters (POPS) joined the group to talk about the
need for skateboard parks in Portland and to ask that the committee consider
including a skateboard park in options prepared for Westmoreland Park.  Ted
introduced the topic with a video showing a skateboard park in Newberg and
another in Salem, including interviews with skaters, parents, and park staff.  He
then took some time to discuss the need for skateboard parks in Portland. 

1. Skateboarding is a very popular sport and is the fastest growing sport in the
nation –  with 100% participation growth over the last number of years.
28,000 skateboarders in Portland.

2. Three skateparks are opening each week in the US.  By the end of the year
there will be over 1,000 parks. 
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3. Economic impact: 1.4 billion in 2001 – apparel, boards, etc.  Positive
impact on local retail.  $2 billion projected nationally in 2002.

4. Safety: The US Consumer Product Safety folks say that skating is safer than
hockey, football, basketball, softball, and soccer.  Very low accident rate.
Knee pads, elbow pads and helmet are all the norm, and skaters are only 2
feet off the ground.

5. What’s been said: 
A. “Lots of interest” 
B. Eleven school principals in the Cleveland cluster support the idea
C. Letters to Rod from other municipalities
D. Youth Pastor has a skate youth group
E. Oregonian : Skatepark needed

6. Skateboard comparisons – same or greater participation as other sports in
Portland, but virtually NO skateboard parks while we have many soccer
fields, softball fields, etc.  In SE Portland there are 35 baseball/softball
fields, 27 soccer fields and no skate parks.  Skateparks exist under Burnside
Bridge (built by skateboarders and pretty advanced for most) and St. Johns
– very small with use limitations.  Need to have a safe and convenient
skateboard park for regular kids.  

7. Newberg skateboard park is 28,00 square feet.  St. Johns is 5,000 square
feet.  Casting pond is 148,000 square feet.

Questions: 

Source of his statistics – Answer: 1998 US Consumer Product Safety
Commission & skateboard web sites. 

Combine roller bladers & skateboarders – Answer: yes, can be designed to
do this – and scooters too.

Percentage of girls – Answer: relatively low.

Criteria for siting – Answer: accessibility, compatibility, parking, traffic,
noise, environmental impact.

Discuss in December public meeting.

Ted’s son, Casey, spoke next.  He is a student at Sellwood Middle School and
gave up an opportunity to see the national skateboard champion at the Rose
Garden to come here and talk about the need for a skateboard park.  Casey is 12
and participates in band, basketball and baseball as well as skiing.  But he loves
skateboarding.

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9pm.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 4on 5 September 2002

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Mark Wilson, Walt Mintkeski, Brett Baylor, Phil Cappalonga, Greg Berry,

Jim Tupper, and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Gay Greger, Neil Tancre, Mary Anne Cassin and Bryan Aptekar 

Resource Staff: Tim Kuhn (Army Corps of Engineers)

Citizens: Cathy Bernt, Lesley Bertran, Mel Pittmon, Bill and Donna Kemp, Ted Wall, Connie

Jaynes, Clayton Paddison, Lane Brown, Hazel Carlson, Joe Johns, Minnie Ostlind, Pat

Brophy, Bob Schmidt, Randy Green, Marge Bernt, Gary Rydout, and Barbara Banfor.

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 36 people

Materials distributed to attendees:

Agenda

Ground rules for everyone

Citizens Advisory Committee and Contact Information

Issues and Goals identified during 1998-99 Planning process for Crystal Springs

Meeting Minutes from CAC Meeting # 1.

Draft Meeting Minutes from CAC Meetings # 2 and # 3.

Updated Major Issues and Concerns

Project “Givens” 

SE Parks in Portland Newsletter (August 2002)

Maps of both the 1998-99 “Figurski” community generated plan and the Army Corps of

Engineers’ preferred alternative

Project Timeline

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson called the group to order at 6:35pm.  Jeanne explained
the purpose of the meeting.  She also introduced the Citizens Advisory
Committee (CAC), a group asked to represent various interests related to
Westmoreland Park and the community as a whole, and its purpose – to
listen, learn, and make recommendations to Portland Parks & Recreation
(PP&R) on the future of Westmoreland Park.  Gay Greger, the Bureau’s
community relations coordinator, elaborated on this, saying that they are

Next Mtg: Wednesday, October 9
th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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to identify concerns and opportunities, sift through them, and help PP&R
guide the planning process.  In creating the CAC the Bureau worked with
SMILE, attending their meetings and Board meetings, to ask advice, to
shape the broad list of interests who should be serving on the CAC.  As
Bob Schmidt, president of SMILE, added later, they also helped to
identify individuals who might serve as representatives for these various
broad interests.  He also explained that there had been an Open House in
the SMILE Station on June 5th, 2002, as well as presentations to the
SMILE membership on this process.  

Jeanne Lawson revisited the house ground rules, which the CAC
approved during their first meeting.  They include: 

Treat everyone with respect

Focus questions and comments on the subject – Westmoreland Park
Master Plan

Listen with the intent of hearing

Wait for individuals to finish before you respond

When discussing the past, link the past to this discussion
constructively

Share the air!  Give others the opportunity to speak once before you
speak twice

Go outside the room to use cell phones

Committee members were asked to review the meeting minutes from the
past two meetings (# 2 and # 3) and then get comments to Bryan Aptekar
by Thursday the 12th of September or they would be assumed to be
accurate and approved for distribution. 

It was also discussed that the committee welcomes written comments if
people have the interest in submitting them.  They can be sent to PP&R
which will copy them for the committee members.  Contact Bryan
Aptekar to submit such comments (503/823-5594).

Project Status / Updates Rod, the project manager, discussed the current status of the project and
and Major Issues the park itself.  The casting pond was recently cleaned, with the algae

being scraped from the bottom of the pond, and removed in the past few
days.  

The timeline for the process was introduced, including the two upcoming
public open houses, two presentations to the SMILE membership,
newsletters and displays at the local library.  Ultimately, the
recommendations will be made to the Park Board and the Director of
PP&R in the spring of 2003, ideally.   

Rod reviewed the major issues to date, incorporating the concerns
expressed by members of the community, survey respondents and
members of the CAC at the previous CAC meeting.  
These major issues include:

Restoration efforts and their effects on:

Water Quality

Water Temperatures
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Quality of Wildlife Habitat

Flooding

Erosion

Maintenance

Aesthetics

Safety

Visibility

Existing Use Areas

Potential Federal Funding. 

Ducks and Geese

Off-leash dogs

Casting Pond

Parking

Accessibility

Play Area Inadequacies

McLoughlin Blvd.

Educational Opportunities

Diversity of User Groups and Ages

Potential New Uses

Park Amenities

Park Infrastructure

Pedestrian Safety

Project Timing and City Budget Constraints

Rod asked if there were any other major issues not on the list.  None
were offered.

There was discussion about the current status of the Casting Pond – it
was emptied due to a collapse in the pipeline that served as its water
source.  The money was not available to reconstruct that pipe.  Currently
there is discussion internally within Portland Parks & Recreation about
possible other sources of water (primarily a well) and use of the casting
pond as a holding pond for irrigation water for the park.  This idea has
not been fully explored.  

A question was asked about the Parks Levy and if there is money for this
project if that were to pass.  The Levy is primarily for operation and
maintenance of existing features.  There might be some money in the
Levy to explore the possibility of using the casting  pond as an irrigation
holding pond, and putting in a well, but this is not certain.

Appreciation was expressed that PP&R was responding at this meeting to
concerns about the status of the 1998-99 planning efforts of the
community.  

Discussion of Community In order to help the CAC and the public make a decision about which
Values alternative is best for Westmoreland Park’s future, a set of guiding

principles which can be used to differentiate between future options were
suggested.  Described as a way to get to the end result, the goals, or
guiding principles will serve as an important tool as various choices
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emerge over the next number of months.  There was discussion about
why this is important. 

Before the discussion of values was continued, it was requested that the
‘givens’, or those things that for reasons of law, policy or otherwise must remain
unchanged, be identified for all to understand.  These included: 

Maintain in Current Location:

Maintenance facility

Skavone Stadium

Softball/baseball fields

Parking

Potential for Modification or Relocation:

Casting pond

Play areas

Basketball courts

Soccer fields (Note: this was listed by PP&R on the above list, but was
moved per discussion, as there is hope to modify it in some way to meet
regulation size – currently it is smaller than that.)

Tennis courts

Restroom

Lawn Bowling

Picnic areas

Potential for elimination:

Duck pond

Concrete creek edging

New Uses That Have Been Suggested (listed are those that would need a

significant amount of land – not all those that have been suggested):

Neighborhood skatepark

Off-leash area

Interactive water feature

Stage performance area

Horseshoe pits

Community gardens

There was a question about whether the givens (i.e. maintaining ball fields) are
based on funding or what other criteria makes them a ‘given’.  The answer was
that no – it was not a question of money –  but rather a question of what the
feature provides to the park system as a whole – and how they fit into the larger
guiding vision for parks – the Parks 2020 Vision Plan. 

There was a comment that when Delta Park was opened up that that area was
supposed to be used for league sports, and that areas such as the ball fields at
Westmoreland were supposed to be more available to neighborhood users.  This
did not happen – and there is interest that this promise be fulfilled. 

Prioritization Exercise The community values being presented at this meeting were gleaned from the
many public comments, surveys and CAC comments, then distilled into what is
hopefully an accurate representation of the values behind the issues raised so far.
People were asked if the list offered was complete, and if not, what should be
added.  A few were added to the list (items N-P).  
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The overarching value that PP&R is using is that the plan will be
developed as part of an open and inclusive planning process.

The draft Community Values included the following, which answer the
statement: The finished plan will: 

A. Include a balance of human and wildlife needs 
B. Result in a design that is aesthetically pleasing
C. Be practical to maintain
D. Provide for active recreation areas including facilities for team sports that

currently rely on the park
E. Provide for a diversity of recreation opportunities for people of all ages
F. Enhance wildlife habitat related to Crystal Springs Creek
G. Provide opportunities to tell the story of Crystal Springs Creek and its

ecology
H. Make user safety a priority - in terms of pedestrian and bicycle use,

proximity to McLoughlin Blvd., and personal safety within the park
I. Include unprogrammed open space for picnics, informal play, quiet

contemplation
J. Include views and a physical connection to water 
K. Make the park accessible for people of all abilities
L. Reflect a sensitivity to the needs of immediate neighbors – minimizing

impacts whenever possible

M. Provide a “timeless” design that will serve the community well for  many
years to come

N. Minimize flooding and erosion

O. Balance local and regional needs

P. Take the urban character of the park into consideration

These values were posted on the wall, and each person present was given
the opportunity to express how they prioritized the values using sticker
dots on the posted sheets.  Both the CAC members and the members of
the public in attendance were asked to express their opinions. 

Crystal Springs Restoration The restoration of Crystal Springs Creek was discussed at length.  First
Project the process undertaken in 1998/99 was discussed, in relation to the 

current proposed plan for the Crystal Springs Creek.  It was pointed out
that the terms the “1999 Plan” and the “Figurski Plan”, named for the
previous project manager at PP&R who worked on that plan, are used
interchangeably.  The goals and issues from the 1999 Plan were
reviewed.  The goals  included: 

Protect water quality

Protect and enhance habitat for Salmon and Steelhead

Enhance riparian environment (plant communities)

Reduce and/or control conditions that promote growth of “invasive
plants” and wildlife populations beyond the ‘holding capacity’ of the
system.

Educate the public about riparian, habitat and water quality issues

Control erosion and sedimentation

Reduce the impact of seasonally high water on functions of the Park

Provide additional flood storage capacity

Resolve existing site and programmatic problems within the Park
including:
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Poor site grading

Poor functional relationships of park/recreational elements

Inappropriate plantings

Accessibility requirements

Reduce maintenance problems

Provide continued access to the lake and creek in a ‘controlled’
process that compliments other goals and ensures the safety of the
users

The issues which came up during the 1998-99 planning process included:

Flooding:

Creek and Lake have consistently risen above the existing bank and
channel walls.

Poor grading in the park creates low spots that hold water during
heavy rains and high ground water.

Erosion:

High water has caused the decline of existing turf allowing soils to
erode.

Hydraulic pressure, park use and behavior of waterfowl and other
wildlife undermine lake and creek banks, collapsing existing walls
— adding to erosion.

Sedimentation:

Materials eroded from lake and creek banks deposits within the park
creating habitat for undesirable plant and degrading fish habitat.

Water Quality and Habitat Loss:

Continued high ground water and flooding resulted in loss of a
number of large trees within the park.

Lack of cover (shade) on the creek and lake elevate water
temperature and reduce habitat value for migrating fish.

Lack of appropriate plantings at lake and creek banks contribute to
erosion and growth of nuisance plants.

Park Use:

This is an urban park heavily used by the neighborhood and the
community in general.1

The Lake and Creek are amenities that draw people to the Park.
Access to the water is an important part of this amenity.

The location of specific park elements such as paths, play equipment,
ball fields and picnic areas may encourage access where it is not
desirable.

The success of new plantings will depend on the success of
controlling access to the lake and creek banks.

The level of ‘aesthetic’ expected by the public requires that plantings
be attractive and low maintenance.

Use of and access to the lake and creek must balance requirements
for water quality and habitat.

The plan that was arrived at during the 1998-99 planning process was a
compromise plan based on the input and interests of many community

                                                          
1 The Parks 2020 Vision classified Westmoreland Park as a "community park".
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members at the time.  The rules changed shortly after the City Council
adopted this plan in March of 1999, as the Steelhead and Chinook
Salmon were listed as endangered under the Endangered Species Act.
Further, cost estimates for the plan ranged between $1.5-2 million, with
the city only having $200,000 to spend on the project.  In order to find
funding to implement the plan for restoration of Crystal Springs, PP&R
approached the Army Corps of Engineers to use the Section 206 program
funding for this project.  This is what led to the Corps doing their
feasibility study, and the current proposed preferred alternative that was
presented.

Features of the two plans were discussed, and maps of them were
available to attendees.  The current task is to find a way to merge the two
to find one that meets community concerns as well as passes regulatory
review.  Staff were requested to help clarify, during the coming
meetings,  what the ESA requirements and review criteria might be.

Preliminary draft plans which PP&R put together for alteration of the
creek and the pond were presented by Rod.  He also explained that we
have been doing our research to find examples of restoration projects
which have been done in an urban park setting, leaving the character of
the park in-tact following the restoration project.

Many questions were raised during this discussion.  They included: 

Are low land plants along the creek providing wetlands habitat or
serving other critical functions required by restoration?  Answer:
both habitat requirements and critical functions such as binding
sediment and controlling erosion.

Would the Division of State Lands actually approve a project that
involves filling a lake? Answer: Yes, in this case, because the
restoration project does address critical and deficient habitat
requirements.

What will the nature of the plantings in the restored habitat be?
Answer: That has yet to be determined – and is part of the purpose of
this public discussion.

Does the philosophy of wanting to address habitat and restoration
change, if there were no federal dollars available to do this project?
Answer: No, the city would still hold improving fish and other
habitat as important, but there would be no money to act on
implementing changes to address that priority.  

Is there funding for other improvements, beyond the creek?  Answer:
Limited.  There is funding that comes with the Corps project money
that would relocate any existing features (i.e. picnic areas) which are
displaced by the restoration efforts.  Further, 10% of the project
money can be used for related amenities, such as trails, viewing
platforms, interpretive signs and so forth. 

Would the Corps do the culvert project downstream, even if the duck
pond part of the project did not happen?  Answer: No – the two
projects are critical for one another – neither alone is valuable
enough to measurably improve habitat. 
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There was a request for sectional drawings of the planting plan,
when it is created, to give people a visual reference, and ensure that
people’s safety concerns are addressed. 

Concern was expressed that the group has asked for a balance
between human and environmental concerns, but there is only money
for environmental improvements, not other improvements affecting
the human features in the park.

A straw poll was conducted regarding what features people wanted to see
in the alternatives being presented in the future.

Issue to be addressed CAC Visiting public

Viewsheds Mostly yes Mostly yes

Physical contact with the water Mixed response Mostly yes

Picnic opportunities and other passive
recreation within the 50’ buffer zone

Mostly yes Mostly yes

Overlooks onto the water Yes Mixed response

Pool/pond or open body of water Mixed, many no Mixed, leaning towards yes

CAC House Keeping The upcoming meetings were scheduled.  They will be in the same room,
the SMILE Station, at the same time, from 6:30-9pm.  They are
scheduled for Wednesday October 9th, and Wednesday November 13th,
2002.  *  The goal for that meeting is to have the draft principles, some
draft options and an update on Crystal Springs.

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 9pm.

* NOTE: An additional CAC meeting has since been added for October 29, 2002 at the same time and
place as the other meetings.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 3 on 12 August 2002

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Mark Wilson, Walt Mintkeski, Brett Baylor, Phil Cappalonga, Greg Berry,

and Jim Tupper.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Vicki Vanneman, Bob Downing and Bryan Aptekar 

Resource Staff: Daryl Houtman and Jim Middaugh (City of Portland Endangered Species Act program),

Tim Kuhn (Army Corps of Engineers).

Citizens: Jim Sharp, Gordon Smith, Rod and Meg Merrick, Michelle Tiegs, Kevin O’Hara, John

Rausch, Gary Donils, Marjorie Bernt, Tom and Denise Collier, Clyde Brummel, Ted

Wall, William Kemp, Myra Ferris, Randy Green, Tom Brown, Mel Pittmon, Lane Brown,

Joe Johns, Tom Foley, Diane Roberts, Kitty Knutson, Mark Pendell, Dotti Hanson,

Robert Smith, Jean and Tina Crommett, and Eric Norberg.

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: Boys and Girls Club (7119 SE Milwaukie Ave)

Total attendance: 49 people

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson called the group to order at 6:30pm.  Jeanne explained
where the Committee and Parks & Recreation are in the process – this
was the third meeting, following a meeting to get acquainted and
establish ground rules, and a second meeting which was a tour through
the park.  The purpose of the meeting was explained – to gain an solid
understanding of the issues in the park which the CAC will be working
with.  The priority of the meeting was to give the CAC a chance to
discuss the issues. 

Project staff and others were introduced – including staff and resource
people listed above.

Some people expressed concern about the notification about this meeting
while others felt that people involved in the 1998/99 process were not
involved in this process. 

Project Status / Updates Rod, the project manager, introduced the list of concerns which were
brought up during the various public meetings, open houses, and the
survey which was sent to all residents in the zip code 97202.  Below are
the issues that were discussed.

Next Mtg: Thursday, September 5
th

6:30 – 9:00 PM
SMILE Station

8210 S.E. 13th Avenue
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Initial Open House (June 24, 2002 – 72 attendees)

Elimination of the Casting Pond will be met with great neighborhood
resistance for it is a one of a kind resource 

Skaters need an area to practice their sport, similar to soccer and softball

Construction of a skateboard park would negatively impact the character of
the park 

Provide for an off-leash area

Improve playing fields

Plant riparian edge along stream course

Provide a soft surface jogging path

Provide for more usage at the Lawn Bowling facility

Water ponding problems at low areas near picnic area.

Parking is a daily problem with residences along 22nd. 

Too many waterfowl 

Provide for more garbage cans

Install another restroom for the southern ball fields.

Is this an appropriate time to enter into a Master Plan Study

Concerns for the quality of the tennis courts, screening and reduction of
glare is critical. 

Concerns for noise attenuation and unimpeded access along McLoughlin.

Need for community garden spaces in Sellwood/Moreland

Need for a climbing wall

Need to strive to reinstate the 'beauty' of the past.

Survey Responses (June-July 2002 – 252 responses)

Landscaping; aesthetic quality has declined over the years

Casting Pond; appearance, water quality, minimize impacts on the creek

Environmental concerns; waterfowl, flooding, habitat restoration

Need for restrooms open year round

Access, provide for people of all abilities

Off-leash dogs

Agressive waterfowl

Waterfowl & dog waste

Flooding

Need for a skatepark

Condition of the wading pool

Concerns for safety with regards to McLoughlin & Dogs

Need for perimeter pathways

Upgrade of Playgrounds

Parking problems; infringe on neighbors ability to park at their own
residence

Inadequate lighting

Tennis courts in need of repair

Ballfields that need better drainage

Need for covered shelters

Stadium support facilities

Sundae in the Park – Sellwood Park 

(August 4 , 2002 – 50+ attendees at  PP&R booth)

Maintain the casting pond for passive activities that are not so readily
apparent as active recreation components.

Restoration of the spray pool for children
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Need for a skatepark

Priorities must be established with regards to spending in today’s economy

Don't spend the money on improvements, it is fine the way it is.

Fence off McLoughlin

Need for a perimeter walking trail

Restoration of Crystal Springs is critical for aquatic habitat improvements

Maintain the duck pond

The effects of Tri-Met & ODOT's plans for McLoughlin

Will restoration efforts eliminate the waterfowl problem?

Walk in the Park (August 12, 2002, 30+ participants)

What happened to the public planning efforts that were completed in 1999?

How was the riparian edge determined?

Is turf grass allowed in the riparian area?

Will the creek be dredged?

How many fish are we talking about saving?

Would trees be removed?

How will we keep dogs out of the water?

What bank stability measures are proposed?

What will be done to prevent nutria from burrowing into the banks?

What will be the maintenance practices and standards that will be allowed?

When does work in the park involve NOAA Fisheries?

Will we be planting for succession (i.e. groundcovers, grasses, shrubs, &
trees) ?  

Are there other examples of this type of work in an urban park setting?

Are you proposing to plant 'weeds and brush'?

Soccer fields – increasing opportunities

Citizens in attendance had many other concerns which they wished to
voice.  They were requested to allow the members of the CAC to discuss
the issues they had, or had heard, first. The following is a list of these
concerns, included with those voiced by guests at the meeting.  These are
in no particular order.

Preserve character of northern half of park, including pond and casting pond

Solve flooding problem

Provide minimum protection necessary to facilitate movement of fish
through park to upper reaches ( provide a means of passage)

Make improvements to fields etc. assuming funds are available.  No
additional impervious surfaces

Use well water to supply irrigation

Go back to earlier plans

Forget federal funding

Concern about closing off the park with brush creating drug traffic and
crime in the park and the neighborhood

Noise abatement from McLoughlin traffic

Safety and Accessibility : Need pedestrian crossing, traffic light on Bybee
between 17th and 22nd Ave as there is no place to cross from North to South
to park

Plant grasses and weeds and you are going to have hobos, drug traffic and
fires.

Very concerned about  foliage – hiding people living in park and drug
activity especially covering the duck pond

Speed control on 22nd Avenue

Concern about parking in front of driveway
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Income from fines could more than pay for more parking

Noise level – please evaluate and provide more police control

Fill up the wading pool – we and the kids love it

Beautiful bushes and plants

How do we encourage people to keep their dogs on leashes?

If you don’t dredge the lake and creek will there be fish?  Flooding?
Watering of park will continue to be a problem.  

Increase safety for pedestrians crossing 22nd

Lack of shade by large tree canopies close to the water’s edge

This is an urban park heavily use by the neighborhood and the community
and direct views of the lake and creek are valuable scenic resources

Direct access to the lake and creek-bank is an important asset

Build a bridge across Tacoma – replace the culverts

Maintain casting pond and access / view to creek / pond bed

The level of ‘aesthetic’ expected by the public requires that plantings be
attractive and low maintenance (PP&R can not maintain scrub brush, plant
native plants in ornamental arrangements

Use of and access to the lake and creek must balance requirements for water
quality and habitat

Safety for older people that want plant life was pulled year’s ago

Real estate property values across from park will go down

Workers in park told me city is going to let it grow wild because of money
issues – could the citizens maintain the new plantings?

Native plantings will not overtake non-native riparian habitat project at 21st

between Tacoma and Spokane overgrown with non-native and nuisance
plants as outlined in Portland Plant List.  How can we stop that here? 

What is the Corps of Engineers doing with Crystal Springs downstream?

Providing fish with habitat improvements upstream

Create a large island in pond and develop it with wetlands, riparian habitat
and large trees to create shade, also providing nesting habitat away from
people and dogs.  Develop large canopy tree plantings along east and west
sides of lake to shade water while providing views of the water.

I would rather see nothing done than to destroy the scenic beauty of the
pond and creek.  I would rather see modifications and refinement of the
previous plan (March 1999 edition) than to do nothing. 

Take the culverts out at Tacoma and below first, then do restoration when
you know what the effect on flow and depth upstream is. 

Soccer fields : Increasing opportunities for youth soccer players to practice
on better quality fields

Neighborhood desires and needs vs. larger scale community issues vs.
environmental needs – Find a balance.

Provide recreation for all demographics – not just males 14-25

Linking with Tacoma Main Street and Springwater Trail

Include immediate neighborhood needs

Concern about inadequate outreach

Questions for Corps about wiggle room on the 50’ buffer and what they’re
doing downstream to improve fish habitat

More public use and passive use – human uses

Request to focus on water quality and habitat

Desire to maintain the pond

Stream flow

Bring back the wading pool

Need enforcement of speeding laws

Dogs need to be on leash

Acknowledge needs of the neighbors
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Desire to dredge to prevent flooding and improve fish habitat

Plantings need to be low maintenance

Safety for elderly is important

There is another site which was not maintained, and there is concern that
this site will look like that one. 

Develop viewshed to areas of water and trade with the casting pond

Landscape for visibility and access

Whose rules for riparian plantings are we using?  City?  Corps?  City rules
are preferred

Make park usable for people – it is very heavily used – don’t lose this
feature

Plantings would not eliminate the ducks

Some do not want a marsh

Need to address e. coli and the loss of federal dollars

People want to see the full funding picture – where does the federal money
fit in, how much… 

Question about effect on the 100 year flood plain.

What does model look like without matching funds – costs versus benefit
analysis?

Retain passive recreational areas for public use – picnic, viewing, walking.

Think about using native plants in non-traditional ways or non-native plants
that provide functional values.

Need to keep new development from dividing the park.  Park works as a
whole, of complimentary pieces, and this needs to be retained. 

Corps’ Preferred Alternative Tim Kuhn, from the Army Corps of Engineers, was asked to speak on
the preferred alternative.  This included a brief background on why the
Corps’ plan does not include the plan generated by members of the
community  during the planning process over the winter/spring of 1998-
99.  That plan was looked at by the Corps, but was not considered to be
cost-effective in terms of providing critical habitat improvements for the
money spent.  He also explained the background on the Corps’ “Section
206 Program” which is the one which would be used to fund this project.
The program’s goal is to restore ecosystems, provide funding in a ‘cost-
share’ with the local agency, and with a mandate to restore endangered
species.  In this project this translates to opening up several culverts on
Crystal Springs Creek and the restoration of the original creek to provide
habitat and cooler water temperatures.  Their plan is only about 30%
completed at this point, and they are coming to the Westmoreland Park
CAC for direction on what the community envisions, and how their plan
fits into the greater park’s Master Plan.

Tim explained the relationship between their program and NOAA
Fisheries (formerly the National Marine Fisheries Service or NMFS).  If
the Corps is involved, then NOAA Fisheries would hold our plans to a
higher standard, as there is a federal agency involved.  This was
discussed in relation to the question posed by committee members about
whether there is any ‘wiggle room’ on the average 50’ setback
requirement.  The answer was yes – there is some wiggle room, but that
they are under close scrutiny, being a federal agency – and so the plan
must be able to meet the scrutiny of the regulators.

Jim Middaugh – the Manager of the City’s Endangered Species
Response Program discussed how the City is working with the Corps on
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this project.  He expressed some concern about the timing of the project,
as his program has committed some funds to culvert replacement, which
is related to the project downstream.  He stressed the following points in
favor of supporting the restoration project, saying it will: 

Leverage federal funds to restore degraded park infrastructure

Reduce human health hazards from fecal matter 

Enhance conditions for threatened fish species

Increase migratory bird habitat

Help the city avoid potential Clean Water Act violations

Increase flood storage protection

Jim Middaugh and Tim Kuhn both answered questions about their
programs and what they might do in the park.   

CAC members and many members of the public had questions about
other issues, which time was spent discussing.  Some questions were
answered.  All concerns were written down, and answers are being
looked into, with hopes of being available by the next CAC meeting –
scheduled for September 5th.

Current Conditions / Site In order to understand some of the current uses in the Park, Vicki 
Analysis Vanneman, Recreation Manager for Portland Parks & Recreation

discussed the current active recreation uses in Westmoreland.

Scavone Stadium 

It is one of three stadiums in our system (two are for baseball, one for
softball) is a lighted full-size field with seating.  The users are Babe
Ruth, Portland Interscholastic League (PIL) – a high school group, adult
leagues - (NABA) and Portland City League (PCL) and for various
tournaments.

Field # 4

Used for softball, it has a skinned infield.  It is lighted.  The users
include: Youth Fastpitch (girls), PIL and Junior Baseball.

Soccer Field

It has permanent goals.  The users include: Portland Youth Soccer
Association (PYSA) fall and spring practices, Soccer Camps in spring
and summer.  It is also the Cleveland Junior Varsity home field.

Field # 3

Baseball field that is full-size, without lights.  The users include Babe
Ruth, PIL, adult leagues and tournaments.

Multi-purpose Field

This field is used primarily for football, though it is also used by PIL
(baseball), the Police Activities League (which plays football), and adult
flag football..  There is fall use only because the field overlaps with field
# 3 which is in use much of the rest of the year.

Fields # 1 & # 2
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Lighted softball fields.  The users include Portland Metro Softball
Association (PMSA), both adult and youth, PIL, Junior Baseball.  It is
active during the spring, summer and fall, with league and tournaments
as well.

Tennis Courts

These are used by PIL, and for summer tennis instructional program.

The fields are used for special events throughout the year. 

Vicki suggested that if we are dreaming big, Portland Parks & Recreation
has also been told that to add turf on the football field for multi-use
would make the fields more usable.  This is particularly true for
winter/early spring.  It would be useable for soccer, lacrosse.

Adjourn Details about the upcoming meeting were finalized and discussed.  The
project website was discussed as well.  Meeting was adjourned at
8:30pm.  Discussion lingered in the room and outside the building until
after 9pm.
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 2 on 12 August 2002

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Austin Pritchard, Susan Kroll-Wilch, MaryAnn Schmidt, Matt Hainley, Eileen

Fitzsimons, Mark Wilson, Walt Mintkeski, Neal Paddison and Greg Berry.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Gay Greger, and Bryan Aptekar 

Resource Staff: Daryl Houtman (City of Portland Endangered Species Act program).

Citizens: Ted Wall, Clarke Balcom, Mel Pittman, Lane Brown, Julie Mitchoff, Bob Schmidt, Joe

Johns, Ross Swanson and Eric Norberg.  Note: a few other people attended the walk, but

did not sign in. 

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne Lawson called the group to order at 7:05pm.  The purpose of the
walk was explained – to orient members of the Citizens Advisory
Committee and the other members of the public to the current conditions
in the park.

Park Tour The group made a loop around the park, starting at the group picnic site
in the northwest corner of the Park, near SE Bybee and SE 22nd Avenue.   

Some of the issues that were discussed include:

The boundaries of the proposed wetland and riparian planting areas,
as suggested by the Army Corps of Engineers in their preferred
alternative.

Current conservation (EC) and preservation (EP) zoning which
overlay the park.

Possible overlooks onto the proposed restored habitat areas and their
locations.

Possible impacts of the proposed habitat area on existing park
features such as trees, bridges, picnic areas and play structures.

Operation and maintenance funds for the improved habitat area.

Current parking situations.

Orientation & description of: sportsfields, casting pond, play areas,
restrooms, picnic shelter, lawn bowling facility and tennis courts.

Adjourn The walk ended at roughly 8pm. 

Next Mtg: Wednesday, August 28
th

6:30 – 8:30 PM
Boys and Girls Club

7119 SE Milwaukie Ave
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Meeting Minutes

Westmoreland Park Master Plan: CAC Mtg.  # 15 11 June 2003

People in Attendance

CAC Members: Susan Kroll-Wilch, Kitty Knutson, MaryAnn Schmidt, Eileen Fitzsimons, Brett Baylor,

Mark Wilson, Matt Hainley, Phil Cappalonga , and Neil Paddison.

PP&R Staff: Rod Wojtanik, Mary Anne Cassin, Zari Santner and Bryan Aptekar.

Citizens: Ted Wall, Helen Lyman, and two other people who did not sign in.

(Apologies for misspellings of names.  There may have been more people in attendance

who did not sign in.)

Facilitated by: Jeanne Lawson

Location: SMILE Station (8210 S.E. 13th Avenue)

Total attendance: 17 people

Materials distributed to attendees:

A few remaining e-mails and comments submitted

Agenda for meeting

Handouts from the Open House with details of the recommendations

Outline of Framework for Final Master Plan

Note: These materials will continue to be available.  Just contact Bryan Aptekar @ 503/ 823-5594

Welcome & Introductions Jeanne welcomed all to the meeting.  The meeting started about 15
minutes late, as we waited for last few CAC members to arrive to reach a
quorum.  There were no newcomers to the process in attendance.  The
purpose of the meeting – to review the final plan – was discussed. 

Comments from the Director Zari Santner, Director of Parks and Recreation, shared her thoughts with
the members of the CAC that were present.  She expressed her
appreciation for all of their dedication and hard work.  She has followed
the process closely, had been to the two large Open Houses, and knows
that they tackled tough issues as a group.  She recognized that they
listened and made decisions in good faith.  She acknowledged that for
some they do not find the recommendations a perfect outcome.  She
hoped that all got some appreciation for what the Bureau goes through in
countless situations.  This project, like others, became quite controversial
because of the myriad of issues.  The end product of their work is great
stuff, so kudos to all involved, the CAC members, the consultants.  She
vowed to work vigorously to secure money for the implementation of
their recommendations. 

This was the last meeting of this group.
No future meetings are planned.

Thanks to all who participated.
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Question: if someone came up with the money now would we build [the
skatepark] here now?  Answer: No.  We would still need to complete the
city-wide skatepark siting study, planned to begin later this summer.  
Question: How could we pay now for new stuff when there is no money
for schools? Answer: The money that would be used to implement the
Master Plan is a different pot of money than that which would be used
for schools.

Several questions were asked about details in the recently passed Parks
Levy.  It was clarified that at least ¾ of the money included in the Levy
was for maintenance of existing parks, but that some new developments
were included in the levy.  These included things like the Wilson Pool
Renovation, and the development of up to two skateparks in the City. 

The recent closure of Woodstock Community Center was not a result of
earlier cuts, that the levy was to restore.  That was the result of a new 
3 ½ % cut that was made this year, due to continued budget shortfalls.  It
would have been considered a betrayal of the voters to allow this more
recent cut to affect services and facilities that were specifically identified
in the levy.  Therefore there were new cuts to other facilities made. 

In regards to the skatepark, Zari expressed the need that Parks and
Recreation has to serve that user group just as we serve many other
sports communities.  The design and the site for a skatepark in
Westmoreland was selected by the CAC as the area to have the least
impact.  

Zari specifically thanked Kitty for representing her community well.  She
recognized that Kitty was in a hard place, and she reiterated that the
Bureau can not always make everyone happy.   Zari asked that Kitty
please help her neighbors appreciate how much their input did help to
drive the final master plan.  The original proposal put on the table by
Parents for Portland Skaters (PoPS) was for putting a skatepark in the
casting pond.  Concerns expressed by the neighbors clearly affected that
proposal, and the issues they raised led to a design and location that
limits the impacts of such a facility as much as possible.  

Committee Business The CAC accepted the previous meeting’s minutes.

Discussion of Open House The Open House in mid-May was discussed.  The summary report of the
Open House which had been mailed to the CAC before this final meeting
was reviewed and approved. It will be posted to the project’s website.

Committee Discussion on Rod reviewed the framework he had developed which explains the loose 
Draft Preferred & details for development/alteration/improvement of various park features. 
Final Preferred Alternative People’s attention was first drawn to something that needed further

clarification – art in the park. There was much open discussion about
what art in the park might look like – should it be integrated into new
structures and park features, or be freestanding pieces in the park.  The
Regional Arts and Culture Council (RACC) was discussed – which
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requires 1.3% of the budget of improvement projects such as those to
occur in Westmoreland to be used for art related to that project.  It was
pointed out that they typically make the decisions as they relate to art in
projects such as this.  The Citizens Advisory Committee is just that –
advisory – but groups such as RACC will likely take their advice
seriously.  The CAC members have a deep understanding of the park as a
whole.  The Metropolitan Arts Commission owns and maintains all art
projects, but they do listen to public input, especially groups such as the
CAC.

The discussion also focused on the themes of such new art pieces in the
park – should they be educational or representational of wildlife and
habitats.   There was a suggestion that art be incorporated into
improvements such as the expanded casting pond edge. A formal
entryway into the park was considered. There is a need to beautify the
park - some art on the east side was also recommended.

There was a desire for a broad policy that the playground will
accommodate as broad an age range of children as possible – to maintain
the appeal of the play area.   It was pointed out that a list of people,
generated from the Open House comment cards, interested in being
involved in deciding what the children’s play area looks like will be
contacted when that discussion happens.

As an aside, there is an opportunity to use two of the pillars from the
Bybee Bridge, as they will not be reused when the old bridge is
demolished.  Two of the four have been requested by the Eastmoreland
neighborhood, the other two are available for Westmoreland/Sellwood.
Interest was expressed in finding some way to use these in the
neighborhood, if not the park itself. 

There was discussion about coordination of the various construction
projects expected in the neighborhood over the next 2 years, to limit the
impact on immediate neighbors.  These include the Crystal Springs
Creek Restoration, as well as the Bybee Bridge Replacement project.  

The question about what should go where the tennis courts are currently,
if they move and a skatepark does not end up going in to this place.  Or
should the tennis court not move at all?  

The decision (7 for, 1 against) was that moving the tennis courts was a
low priority, but that if there is money some day that it should be done.
The recommendation for that area from the CAC was to add parking, and
landscaping.  Related, was the need to encourage the softball players to
not park on SE 22nd Avenue, and to use this north lot.

A suggestion was made to switch the children’s and adult softball games
to opposite fields, so that the adults would use the southerly field, nearer
the south parking lot and bathrooms.  
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The issue of the minority report, from those who expressed opposition to
the idea of a skatepark, was discussed.  There were materials submitted
by these folks for posting at the Open House.  These materials, or a
version of them, will be included in the final Master Plan as a minority
report, labeled clearly as representing the opinions of some of the
immediate neighbors. 

Prioritization.  An exercise was done to see how the CAC wanted to
prioritize the developments within the park, after the creek restoration
which is already assumed to be phase 1 of the implementation of the
Master Plan.  These were considered independent of cost or work
schedules.  The CAC also recommended that should there be additional
reasons to move some of these things up on the list of priorities, that this
would be fine. 

In order of priority – with each CAC member having 3 dots with which
to vote their priority, the ranking was as follows:

11 – Reconfigure soccer (to regulation size) and baseball fields
10 – Modify the casting pond
7 – Build the new maintenance facility with restrooms 
6 – Perimeter trail
6 – Modify existing bathroom shelter facility
0 – Relocate the tennis courts
0 – Reconfigure softball fields. 

The CAC agreed that the graphic as used in the Open House was good
and expressed their recommendations – that should be used in the final
master plan document.  

What’s Next?: The final document, when completed, will be posted to the internet and
made available in the libraries.  The graphic of the final Master Plan
could also be shown at other local venues (QFC neighborhood window,
Natures were both mentioned), in the Bee and in the Park itself.  The
hope is to have the document ready sometime in July.  

Mary Anne Cassin thanked the Committee for their hard work.  This was
more intense and longer than originally expected. They were very
thoughtful in their approach, and detailed in their recommendations.  She
felt they grew as a group, and the product at the end was better for it.
Thank you all. 

Adjourn The meeting was adjourned at 8:30 p.m.





Westmoreland Park 

Comment Card Packet

Thank you for taking the time to review the concepts proposed for Westmoreland Park.  Input from the
community will be used to help develop a draft preferred concept, which will be reviewed and evaluated at a
public meeting later this spring. The draft preferred concept will probably be a combination of elements from
each of the three concepts

This packet includes a cover sheet and four comment cards.

Please keep the packet together and complete each section.

Cover Sheet: Please provide your name and address on this sheet. If this section is not completed, your

comment card packet will not be tabulated. If you DO NOT want to be added to the mailing list to receive
information on future meetings regarding Westmoreland Park Master Plan, please check the box next beneath
your name. 

Comment Card A: Concept 1

Comment Card B: Concept 2

Comment Card C: Concept 3

Comment Card D: Elements that are similar or the same in all concepts.  Some elements are the same in all
concepts.  This comment card provides an opportunity to have input on these recommendations as well as to
give feedback on the open house itself.

All comment cards must be received by January 30, 2003.

Mail completed cards to: PP&R Planning  1120 SW Fifth Room 1302  Portland, OR 97204.  

Comment cards can also be completed online: <htttp://www.portlandparks.org/Planning/westmorelandpark.htm>

Please do not fax because colored originals are often unreadable at when received.

Review each concept carefully and let us know how you feel
about each of the elements included in that concept.

In order to ensure that your comments are tabulated, please complete the

following:

Name: _________________________________________________________________

Address: ________________________________________________________________

City: ________________________________  State: _______  Zipcode: ______________

(Optional): email address: ___________________________________________________

Please DO NOT add my name to the mailing list.



Westmoreland Park Master Plan – Comment Card A

Concept 1
Please review the key elements included in this concept and then

complete this comment card.  

I like it

( )

I don’t

like it

( )

I’d like this better if . . . Comment

A. To improve access to

activities on the north end

of the park, the current

south parking lot is

reduced in size and

parking is added on the

north by converting the

tennis court to parking. The

total number of parking

spaces is unchanged. 

B. Because tennis courts

are available at other

nearby parks, they are

removed to

accommodate other uses.

C. The play area is moved

near the new restroom/

maintenance building.

D. The basketball court is

relocated to the south end

of the park.

E. The casting pond is

reduced in size and has a

more naturally shaped

edge.

F. A fenced dog off-leash

area, 1/3 acre in size, is

created near Skavone

Field, accessible by

pathway from the south

parking lot.

G. The lawn bowling facility

has room to expand

toward the east to

accommodate new

complementary activities

such as bocci ball,

petanque, or croquet.



H. A perimeter trail circles

portions of the park.

Please add any general comments about Concept 1. (Use the back if needed.)



Westmoreland Park Master Plan – Comment Card B

Concept 2
Please review the key elements included in this concept and then

complete this comment card.  

I like it

( )

I don’t like

it

( )

I’d like this better if . . . Comment

A. Parking remains the

same, with improvements

to better define the area.

B. The casting pond

retains its original

configuration.

C. The tennis courts are

relocated next to the

parking lot on the south

end of the park.

D. A skate park (not to

exceed 10,000 square

feet) is added at the

location of the current

tennis court. 

E. The play area is moved

near the new restroom/

maintenance building

and adjacent to a picnic

area.

F. Pathways and trails are

concentrated on the

west side of the park.

There is no perimeter trail.

G. A pathway through

the tree corridor is added

along 22nd Avenue.

H. The basketball court

remains in its current

location.

Please add any general comments about Concept 2. (Use the back if needed.)



Westmoreland Park Master Plan – Comment Card C

Concept 3
Please review the key elements included in this concept and then complete
this comment card.  

I like it
( )

I don’t like
it ( )

I’d like this better if . . . Comment

A. The turf soccer field is

replaced with a lighted all-

weather soccer/football

field.

B. The casting pond is

reduced in  size and the

western edge is moved to

the east, providing for an

expanded creek buffer

and additional trails. 

C. Parking is reduced at

the south end and added

at the north end, between

the lawn-bowling facility

and McLoughlin Blvd.

Additional green space is

created at the south end

of the park.

D. The basketball courts and

play area are moved near th

new restroom/maintenance

building.

E. A perimeter trail circles

the park.

F. A pathway through the

tree corridor is added

along 22nd Avenue.

G. The off-ramp from 

McLoughlin, south of the 

Bybee overpass, is removed.

H. The lawn bowling facility

has limited room for

expansion.

Please add any general comments about Concept 3. (Use the back if needed.)



Comment Card D

Elements That Are Similar or the Same in All Concepts

Element Comments

1. The duck pond is removed and Crystal Springs

Creek is restored in all three concepts to address

both the health risks associated with poor water

quality and issues related to compliance with the

Endangered Species Act.

2. A Drop-off area is added along the edge of the

park on SE 22nd Avenue. 

3. A new Restroom/Maintenance Building is located

to the south of the current maintenance building

site. This makes possible a larger buffer area around

the creek edge and  provides restroom facilities

close to the playground and south-end ballfields.

4. The current Restroom/Shelter building is modified

by removing the back wall of the open shelter area

and adding interpretive displays. 

5. The Casting Pond will remain in some form to be

used as an irrigation reservoir for park maintenance

purposes. In all concepts, the sidewalk around the

casting pond will be widened. 

6. Ballfields are reconfigured to provide more

efficient use of space – with the home plates being

side-by-side and away from McLoughlin Blvd. 

7. With the exception of tennis, all current sports uses

are accommodated in all three concepts. This

includes soccer, football, softball, baseball, lawn

bowling, and basketball. 

8. Some pathways are upgraded for universal

accessibility.

9. Picnic areas are included in all concepts.  There is

no net loss of picnic tables. If there is community

interest, one or more covered picnic shelters can be

included in the design. 

10. Trees are added throughout the park. In

particular, additional trees are proposed along

McLoughlin to provide an increased visual buffer.

11. The southern parking lot will be better defined

with tree plantings and other amenities.  While

parking configuration changes from concept to

concept, there is no overall change in the number



of parking spaces. 

(over)



Are there potential park uses or specific issues you feel were not adequately addressed in

any of the concepts?  (Please note the list of concepts common to all concepts because

many times they were not highlighted on the plans themselves.)

Other General Comments about the Concepts Presented:

To help us plan future events, please let us know how well this event worked for you. ( ).

Suggestions for future meetings are appreciated.

Excelle

nt

Good

Needs

Improveme

nt

Comment

Location

Time of day

Handouts

Concept

Displays

Resource

People

Public

Notification

How did you learn about this event? (check all that apply)

 Newspaper       Project Newsletter &/or Postcard Reminder      Word of mouth     



 Sign in the park        Television       E-mail notification      Park’s web site 

 Library Preview  Other: ______________________ 



Community Survey
What is your vision for Westmoreland Park?

Forty-three acre Westmoreland Park has been a community treasure since it was acquired between 1922 and 1936.

In recent years, flooding has taken its toll on the park.  Now that there is an Army Corps of Engineers preferred

alternative to address issues related to Crystal Springs Creek, it is time to take a fresh look at the entire park and

develop a long-term vision for its future.  Surveys received by July 12th  will be included in the Survey Results

Report provided to the Citizens Advisory Committee.

1. Do you use Westmoreland Park now?     yes    no

If not, why not?

2. What activities do you enjoy doing in the park? (check all that apply for you and/or your family)

walk

read, relax

use casting pond for model boats

walk the dog

participate in lawn bowling

play tennis

don’t use the park

other: (explain) ______________________________________________

3. What are the primary issues or concerns you would like the Master Plan to address? (please describe your specific

concern.)

parking: __________________________________________________________________

lighting: __________________________________________________________________

safety/security: ____________________________________________________________

improved access for pedestrians, strollers, disabled, bikes: ____________________________

internal pathways: __________________________________________________________

landscaping: _______________________________________________________________

vehicles in the park: _________________________________________________________

shelter building: ____________________________________________________________

perimeter pathways: _________________________________________________________

condition of tennis courts: ___________________________________________________

condition of ballfields: _______________________________________________________

condition of playground: _____________________________________________________

condition of the casting pond: _________________________________________________

parks natural resources/environmental concerns: __________________________________

restroom: _________________________________________________________________

stadium: _________________________________________________________________

other: ___________________________________________________________________

4. Do you have children under 18 living at home?  yes  no

What are their ages? ________________

Do you think the park adequately meets their needs? (explain)

5. Many of the park users participate in organized sports.

run

play organized sports

feed the ducks, wildlife viewing

practice fly casting

play basketball

enjoy the playground

picnic



Are the facilities adequate for them? yes   no     How could they be improved?

6. Do you think the park adequately meets the needs of the senior community?

yes no   Please explain:

7. The Master Plan process is an opportunity to take a fresh look at Westmoreland Park.  Times

have changed since the park was first constructed and the needs and interests of the commu-

nity have changed along with them. Several ideas have already been suggested. Which, if any, do

you think should be considered? (check as many as you like)

more benches/picnic tables

more picnic areas

interactive fountain or water playground

skateboard park

bike racks

other ideas?  ____________________________

8. Along these same lines, are there features included in

    the park now that you think are no longer appropriate

    or should be relocated?

9.  What aspects of the park would you like to keep;

     what should not be changed?

stage or performance area

perimeter walking/jogging path

seasonal (temporary) restroom near the

ballfields

boardwalks and interpretive signs

10. Would you like to remain on the mailing list for the Westmoreland Master Plan

project? Please print your name and address here to assure that you’ll continue receiving information

on this important project.

Name:________________________________________________________

Address:______________________________________________________

City:________________________________________  Zip:_____________

Telephone:____________________________________________________

E-mail: _______________________________________________________

Please drop your survey in the box before you leave or return it to:
Portland Parks & Recreation
1120 SW Fifth Room 1302
Portland, OR 97204
503-823-5570 FAX



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Additional Trees Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 188

Approval Disapproval or Neutrality

96.3% 3.7%

(181 responses) (7 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Visual buffers

Noise buffers

Native trees that add wildlife benefit

Increased shade potential

Increase spatial definition

Common Themes of Disapproval

Ensure public safety and don’t serve as shield for illicit activity

Concerned with too many trees around the pond

Breaks up the park visually, views from McLoughlin are desirable

Take away from park’s beauty



Westmoreland Park Master Plan 
February 2003

Tennis Courts Summary & Complete Comments from Pre-View Displays, Open House Event and Web-site

Tennis Courts

Concept 1

Proposes removal of tennis courts from

Westmoreland Park

Concept 2

Proposes relocating tennis to the south

end of the park

Concept 3

Proposes retaining the tennis

courts in their original location

I Like It: 35% 49% No Comments Taken

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Current location is noisy, exposed to auto
emissions, usage is low, nearby existing
facilities, use is weather permitting, need
for additional parking 

Add more courts, offers fitness potential,
relocating courts further from
McLoughlin Blvd. May increase usage
of the facility 

N/A

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…dedicated this space for other uses,
courts were offered elsewhere in
Westmoreland. 

…it still retained lights, were multi-use
(in-line skating and hockey), 

N/A

I Don’t Like It: 48% 27% No Comments Taken

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

The courts are used; especially at night
because they have lights, convenient for
neighborhood, multi-use and multi-age
facility, budget concerns and not enough
tennis courts

Should be used for off-leash area or
other use area, don’t need tennis courts,
makes the south end of the park too
crowded, and budget concerns. 

N/A

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…tennis were offered elsewhere in park …it were used for something else, the
money were spent on other things.

N/A

Left Blank: 17% 24% No Comments Taken



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Comments on proposal to better define the southern parking area 

with trees and other amenities 

Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 171
Approval Disapproval or Neutrality

97.7% 2.3%

(167 responses) (4 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Slow speeds though lot

Improve lighting in south lot

Look for net increase in parking

Discuss one-way on 22nd or ‘residential parking permits’

Current parking distribution is fine 

Common Themes of Disapproval

Should remain open for safety

Trees will add to vabndalism



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

All-Weather Field Proposal Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 259

Percentages of Approval Percentages of Disapproval

40.5% 32.0%

(105 responses) (83 responses)

*27.4% NO COMMENT (71 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Always playable

Locate near casting pond

Better long term maintenance

Provide for lights

Will increase use of park

The need is there

Common Themes of Disapproval

Too expensive

Increase use and vandalism

No lighting

Impacts of off-leash dogs

Environmental Impacts 

Natural grass is nicer

More injuries

Open grass needed for unprogrammed uses (kites, frisbee, picnic)

Inadequate infrastructure

Too nice of a field not to have grandstands

Maintain access



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Skateboard Park Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 312

Percentages of Approval Percentages of Disapproval

45.8% 45.2%

(143 responses) (141 responses)

*8.3% NO COMMENT (26 responses)
*.6% OUT OF STATE (2 responses not included in summary)

Common Themes of Approval

There is community need, currently nowhere for skaters to go.

Parents and children alike will benefit.

Skateboarding is one of the most popular sports right now.

A safe place for skateboarders is needed, gets skaters off the streets.

Physically and visually buffered from residences.

Families can watch children.

Make safety consideration in design.

Set hours to minimize impact.

Positive influence for young people, shows them we care.

Target beginners more than advanced skaters.

Include a physical barrier between skatepark and Blvd.

Skateboarding and skateboarders are wrongly stereotyped.

Skateboard parks are not noisy.

Property values would not lower.

Would not interrupt wildlife habitats.

Skateparks do not have to be eyesores.

Has adequate sound buffer.

Parking is adjacent the facility.

Tremendous neighborhood support.

Near McLaughlin and RR tracks, which will buffer skatepark noise.

Benefits to the entire city.

Usage fears are unfounded and controlled with hours of operation.

10,000sq.ft. is too small.

Kids need a place to skate without fear of getting in trouble.

Sport is misunderstood.

Avoid large crowds through management, do not hold competitions

Can be easily monitored by parents.



Fire-station proximity is good for monitoring.

Good use of otherwise undesirable space.

Promote healthy lifestyle for kids.

Establish clear rules of skateboard use on paths.

Common Themes of Disapproval

The site is too near residential housing.

High speed skate boards and bikes will be whizzing through park.

It will be an expensive eyesore.

It would be noisy, loud and dirty.

Not compatible for wildlife.

The park would become crowded and unnatural.

Environmental concerns.

Would impact park, interfere with ambience of lawn bowling.

Should not even be discussed without city-wide siting study.

Take away livability of neighbors.

Parking lot will not be used by skaters.

No money to monitor skatepark.

Increased crime.

No maintenance.

People park across driveways.

Incompatible with park’s history.

A community park is not the place for a skate park.

Observed problems with Albany skate park.

Draw younger, less responsible crowds.

Unnecessary safety risk.

Park is already overused.

Traffic increase.

Parks provide private security patrols?

Extra bathrooms and security not provided.

Need more information on management of facility.

Need more parking at North end of park.

Concern for child safety when crossing McLoughlin offramp.

Doesn’t fit with quiet neighborhood.

Need to reduce night lighting.

Attract unsupervised children from outside the neighborhood.

Undesirable types coming into the area.

Graffiti, drugs, excessive noise-no supervision.

Loitering and increased petty theft.

Increase number of people using the park.

Lighting? Liability?



Does not match the character of park or neighborhood.

The attracted youths do not have respect for their surroundings.

Dangerous pedestrian/skateboard traffic on Bybee.

This is best possible location in park if it must exist.

Skateboard park is not needed.

Resource is only used by 9-13 year old boys.

Users lose interest when reach driving age.

PP&R provided no information on possible impacts.

Consider selling my home before property value drops.

Information on amount of noise from both park and accompanying activity is
conflicting.

Other City-wide Sites Suggested Already

Sellwood Riverfront Park along Springwater Corridor

Oaks Park

SE 26th between Powell and Holgate

Safeway building in Milwaukie

Under a bridge, industrial or commercial area



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Modifications to existing restroom/shelter building to include

interpretive displays 

Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 149

Approval Disapproval or Neutrality

74.5% 25.5%

(111 responses) (38 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Good educational sources for restoration information 

Improve visibility

Improve safety

Wildlife/bird identification potential

Information on watershed health

Common Themes of Disapproval

There is no need for interpretive dispalys

Improve the area for picnicking

Expensive

Vandal prone

Under appreciated

Currently a place of child’s play

Prefer discrete informational signage throughout park



Westmoreland Park Master Plan 
February 2003

Play Area Relocation Summary & Complete Comments from Pre-View Displays, Open House Event and Web-site

Play Areas

Concept 1

Proposes relocating the play area to

south of the casting pond

Concept 2

Proposes relocating the play area next

to the proposed restroom/maintenance

building

Concept 3

Proposes placing the playa area

near Lambert

I Like It: 63% 63% Comments Not Taken

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Encourages parking at the south parking
area, away from the creek, located near a
restroom

More centrally located, needs to be same
size as existing 

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…there were shade structures or trees,
away from vehicle traffic, further from the
creek, still had a small play area towards
the north, fenced and landscaped

…it was located next to basketball, near
picnic and restrooms

I Don’t Like It: 11% 10% Comments Not Taken

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Need for centrally located play area, too
many uses to the south, too close to
parking and street, hazards of foul balls
from ball fields, need for two play areas,
ample separation from basketball courts

Too close to traffic and parking lot

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…the play area and picnic area were
reversed, fenced and landscaped, further
from traffic

…it were more centrally located, away
from parking lot

Left Blank: 26% 27% Comments Not Taken



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Comments on proposal to maintain picnic areas 

and possibly add covered shelters 

Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 168*
* no comments indicated a desire to reduce picnic areas

Approval for Covered Areas Disapproval of Covered Areas

27.4% 13.7%

(46 responses) (23 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Protection from rain

Provides for shade

Provides for large groups

Positive addition to park

Provide visibility to facility

Common Themes of Disapproval

Not necessary

Prefer not to add more concrete & structures

Increased maintenance and vandalism

Out of character with park



Westmoreland Park Master Plan 
February 2003

Perimeter Trail Summary & Complete Comments from Pre-View Displays, Open House Event and Web-site

Perimeter Trail
Concept 1

Proposes a partial perimeter trail

Concept 2

Proposes no perimeter trail

Concept 3

Proposes a true perimeter trail

I Like It: 90% 10% 91%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Suggestions of soft surface trail, additional
lighting, improved access, promotes
walking and jogging

Perimeter trail near McLoughlin is not
ideal, may not be necessary for true
perimeter trail 

Improved access, improved fitness
opportunities,

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

… it encircled the entire park, connected to
Springwater Corridor, it where a soft
surface trail, it included fitness stations

…it were a true perimeter trail. …it connected to Springwater
Corridor, lights were added, , it
where a soft surface trail, it included
fitness stations, internal trails were
added as well.

I Don’t Like It: 5% 78% 9%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

None given Desire for perimeter trail, establish
hierarchy of trail system

Avoid placement near McLoughlin 

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

… it were a true perimeter trail, trails were
concentrated on the west side, did not
encourage walking along McLoughlin

…it were a true perimeter trail, included
fitness stations,

…it didn’t detract from greenspace

Left Blank: 5% 12% 0%



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Comments on proposal to upgrade pathways 

Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 159
Approval Disapproval or Neutrality

98.1% 1.9%

(156 responses) (3 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Improved accessibility 

Provide trails but not excessive routes throughout park 

Provide a network with some path, some not, and some soft-surface

Improve trail system without adding impervious surface

Common Themes of Disapproval

Like the natural feel of the existing trails

Prefer not to add more concrete



Westmoreland Park Master Plan 
February 2003

Parking Realignment Proposal Summary & Complete Comments from Pre-View Displays, Open House Event and Web-site

Parking

Concept 1

Proposes relocating more parking to the

existing tennis courts

Concept 2

Proposes retaining the original

configuration

Concept 3

Proposes relocating more

parking to a new lot adjacent the

lawn bowling facility

I Like It: 34% 57% 38%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

There is a need for more parking not
relocating, provides good access for users
from the north and the south, needs proper
lighting

Need for more parking, residential
parking permit, create one-way street,
add parking to tennis courts, better
definition to parking areas and add trees,
create a gateway entry, increase numbers
of bike racks

Likes increase in parking on the
north, more suitable location for
softball field users, visual
separation from rest of park

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…tennis were moved not removed, off
ramp was removed, south parking area was
not reduced

…could gate the entrance and use for
gatherings, if the off-ramp were
removed, more signage, more
enforcement

…no trees were removed, all
existing parking could be retained,
if it helps reduce parking on 22nd.,
could add more greenspace

I Don’t Like It: 45% 15% 34%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Don’t like losing the tennis courts,
crossing the off-ramp road is dangerous,
south parking lot is needed, few currently
use north parking lot, expensive, parking
needs to be increased, convert off-ramp to
parking, don’t sacrifice sports usage for
parking, concerns that people wouldn’t use
it.

More parking in the north is preferred,
too much unused parking in the south

Leave south parking lot the same
size, budget concerns, encourage
bike riding, removal of trees and
greenspace, parking needs to be
visible to deter criminal activity,
need for expanded lawn bowling
facility, reductions in greenspace
should only be for sports usage

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…the parking would reduce neighborhood
pressure, parking were increased

…it accommodated more parking on the
north end, off-ramp were eliminated

…the parking was not reduced to
the south, no need for greenspace
on the south

Left Blank: 21% 28% 28%



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Off-Leash Area Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 261

Percentages of Approval Percentages of Disapproval

56.3% 26.1%

(147 responses) (68 responses)

*17.6% NO COMMENT (46 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Area too small

Want it larger

Larger, or soon worn down to mud

Needs double safety gate

At least 1 acre

Located between casting pond and McLoughlin

Much better than open hours option

More off-leash areas needed

Protect birds from abusers of leash-laws

Not happy with entire park being used as off-leash area – encourage education

Single area without opportunity to reseed is not good

Let area recover while using a different site

Closer to 22nd would be better

Must be fenced – and dog owners must be responsible

Set up a management plan

Maintain and enforce leash law in the park

This use will remain whether an off-leash area or not

Keep in mind fetch is an off-leash sport, so long running space required

Many dog-owners would not use the park system otherwise

Common Themes of Disapproval

Not big enough

The size (too small) would be unsafe for small, older or non-play dogs

Need a public education campaign, rather than listening to owners unwilling to take
responsibility for their own pets

Better if bigger, as at this size it will become overused

No to ANY off-leash area

These turn into mudholes and an eyesore



Poor drainage in the area

Don’t need a dog area

Off-leash laws are never enforced

The dog area is poorest idea to come out of the entire process

Dog and human health issues abound

Draw of sanctioned area will bring more dogs than 1/3 acre can handle

Like it better if larger and with improved turf to guard against destruction – add sand

Will this bring more dogs to the area?



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Proposal of providing a new restroom/maintenance facility 

at southern end of park 

Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 171

Approval Disapproval or Neutrality

94.7% 5.3%

(162 responses) (9 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Improved access to restrooms at the south end

Much needed facility

Adds to longer stays at park

Near play areas

Improved sanitation in park

Common Themes of Disapproval

Proposing too much activity at south end of park

Restroom now serves as park center, needs to be centrally located

Too expensive

No additional structures in the park

Increased vandalism and maintenance requirements



Westmoreland Park Master Plan 
February 2003

Lawn Bowling Proposal Summary & Complete Comments from Pre-View Displays, Open House Event and Web-site

Lawn Bowling
Concept 1

Proposes expansion of  lawn bowling 

Concept 2

Proposes expansion of  lawn bowling

Concept 3

Proposes limited expansion of  lawn

bowling

I Like It: 50% No Comments Taken 34%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Potential to accommodate new uses is
ideal, flexibility, complements the wildlife
restoration efforts, nice to allow for more
public use

Lawn bowling can exist in current
location

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…it would work for lawn bowling,
petanque, croquet, bocce

…it accommodated other users

I Don’t Like It: 22% No Comments Taken 22%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Move tennis courts here, large amount  of
land for minimal use, current size is
sufficient, 

Usage numbers 

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…it were open to more general public use,
the lawn bowling area were removed

The lawn bowling area were removed.

Left Blank: 23% No Comments Taken 44%



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Elimination of Duck Pond Summary - February 2003

Total comments: 135

Percentages of Approval Percentages of Disapproval

90% 10%

(121 responses) (14 responses)

This is a very difficult issue for people.  The numbers imply overwhelming support for
removal of the duck pond – but in fact, this more likely reflects acquiescence to the
City’s need to act in response to federal Clean Water and Endangered Species Act
requirements.  As stated in the comment card:

The duck pond is removed and Crystal Springs Creek is restored
in all three concepts to address both the health risks associated
with poor water quality and issues related to compliance with the
Endangered Species Act. 

it was clear that removal of the duck pond was a ‘given’ rather than an option. Both
verbal and written comments indicate sadness over this reality.  Many others indicated an
understanding that it needs to be removed to address both human and ecosystem health
concerns.

Common Themes of Approval

Increases habitat potential

Should be highest priority of project

Need environmental signage and viewing areas and boardwalks

Improves health of system

Federal funding potential

Water quality and fish should be top priority

Too many waterfowl

Restore major areas of the park to people – less water fowl waste

Common Themes of Disapproval

No positive effects restoring this limited amount of stream

Effort strictly for federal funding

Neighborhood institution

Similar efforts have been done in the past (bank plantings of bamboo)

Question health risk

Best part of the park

Major attraction for park users

Question  numbers of fish that would benefit from improvements

Potential to restore through other means



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Proposal of providing a drop off area along 22
nd

 Ave. 

Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 170

Approval Disapproval or Neutrality

77.6% 22.4%

(132 responses) (38 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Improved access 

Improved traffic flow

Improved safety

Provide signage to identify parking areas

Common Themes of Disapproval

Enforcement & not used for long term parking

Promotes congestion of 22nd Ave.

Not necessary, light traffic and temporary stops are not a problem now

No loss of vegetated areas

Location in front of houses

Location at intersection

Locate at maintenance building



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Comments taken on accommodating all current sports users 

in each concept except tennis in Concept #2

Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 165

Common Themes of Comments

Do not eliminate tennis, gather input from tennis players

Eliminate tennis

Provide for skateboarding

Provide for lacrosse

Eliminate lawn bowling

Do not provide synthetic surface field

Important to retain all sports usage

Allow for informal play in grass areas

Concern over preferential treatment given to organized sports

Great need for off-leash



Westmoreland Park Master Plan 
February 2003

Casting Pond Summary & Complete Comments from Pre-View Displays, Open House Event and Web-site

Casting Pond

Concept 1

Proposes reducing the casting pond and

creating a more naturalistic edge

Concept 2

Proposes retaining the original

configuration

Concept 3

Proposes reducing the casting

pond and retaining the straight

edge

I Like It: 69% 41% 60%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Offers more greenspace to park for habitat
potential and passive use areas, creates a
more naturalistic appearance to the casting
pond, creates a larger buffer from Crystal
Springs, and aesthetic reasons.

Retains historic element, provide
informational signage on the
significance and history of the pond, still
offers reflective qualities, modification
money could be spent elsewhere

Reduction by ¼ to 1/3 is ok but not
by ½, doesn’t need to be as big,
preferred more naturalistic edge,
increases buffer widths,

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…the casting pond were not reduced by
more than a 1/3,  it could still be used for
Rose Festival Milk Carton Races,
increased buffers from Crystal Springs,
offered more landscaping, and addressed
health concerns.

…it looked more like Concept #1,  used
for winter skating, addressed water
quality issues, widened the pathways
around it, 

…it looked more like Concept #1, 

I Don’t Like It: 18% 38% 20%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Historic qualities, elimination of duck
pond calls for retaining as much of casting
pond as possible, serves as a buffer from
McLoughlin, and budget concerns.

Too large for amount of use. Historic qualities, and budget
concerns.

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…the casting pond were left alone,
consistent with historic feature, and still
accommodated model boats.

…it were reflective of the curved edge
proposal, it were removed, it were
smaller, it addressed health issues

…the casting pond were consistent
with historic feature and not
reduced in size

Left Blank: 13% 21% 20%



Westmoreland Park Master Plan 
February 2003

Basketball Relocation Summary & Complete Comments from Pre-View Displays, Open House Event and Web-site

Basketball

Concept 1

Proposes relocating the basketball court

to the south parking lot

Concept 2

Proposes retaining the basketball

court in the same location

Concept 3

Proposes relocating the

basketball court south of the

casting pond

I Like It: 47% 50% 37%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Prefers locating it away from play area,
encourages people to use south parking lot,
may increase use of courts, removes from
quiet areas, consolidates active sports
areas, minimize tree removal

Keep away from play area, expense to
move, fun activity to watch, 

Prefers near play area, near
restroom, near parking, 

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…it were reconfigured, made for more of a
gateway to the south, located closer to a
play area for observation of both, we could
maintain Nike surfacing

…it there was more buffer from the
creek

…parents can watch both areas if
children are playing, more
centrally located, we could
maintain Nike surfacing

I Don’t Like It: 24% 15% 22%

Common themes to
comments for this
proposal

Costs, removal of new surfacing, too
concentrated of active sports in the south,
surface drainage capabilities, tree removal,
may not get used as much

Keep near the play area, away from
creek, near parking

Costs, removal of new surfacing,
keep away from play area, 

Comments for: I’d like it
better if…

…there were no cost to move it, it were
closer to play area, closer to skatepark,
more centrally located, had a sound buffer

…it were moved to the south Had a buffer between uses,
relocated with play areas proposal

Left Blank: 29% 35% 41%



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Comments on re-orientation of ballfields 

Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 158
Approval Disapproval or Neutrality

86.7% 13.3%

(137 responses) (21 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Eliminates home runs into play area

Need for fields

Provide for spectator seating 

Common Themes of Disapproval

Softball is over represented in the park, propose eliminating for other uses

Useless efficiency in symmetry

Balls ending up in McLoughlin

Increased lighting towards neighbors

Unnecessary

Loss of trees

South baseball field is dangerous if proposed near play area



Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Path along 22
nd

 Avenue Proposal Summary - February 2003

Total responses: 65

Percentages of Approval Percentages of Disapproval

64.6% 20.0%

(42 responses) (13 responses)

*15.4% NO COMMENT (10 responses)

Common Themes of Approval

Improves access

Not paved

Contributes to perimeter trail

Provides connections

Common Themes of Disapproval

Not along 22nd Ave, too close to street

May not be necessary

Negative impacts on wildlife

Keep paths along creek



Key Elements in Concept 3:

A. The turf soccer field is replaced with a lighted all-weather soccer/football field.

B. The casting pond is reduced in size. The western edge is moved to the east,

providing for more trails around the habitat area and an expanded creek buffer.

C. Parking is reduced at the south end and added at the north end, between the

lawn-bowling facility and McLoughlin Blvd. Additional green space is created at

the south end of the park.

D. The basketball courts and play area are moved southward, near a new

restroom/maintenance building.

E. A perimeter trail circles portions of the park.

F. A pathway through the tree corridor is added along 22nd Avenue.

G. The off-ramp from McLoughlin Blvd., south of the Bybee overpass,

 is removed.

H. The lawn bowling facility has limited room for expansion.

Each of the three concepts includes the key

elements described here. Some remain the same

in all options, while a variety of alternatives

may be shown for others.  New uses are intro-

duced in two of the three concepts.

Crystal Springs Creek

The impetus for beginning the Master Planning

process was the need to address health risks associ-

ated with poor water quality as well as issues related

to compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

The goal is to meet the requirements of improved

habitat quality while maintaining expectations for

aesthetics and human safety. The duck pond is

removed and riparian buffers are added to improve

habitat qualities and water quality. Playground and

picnic areas within the flood area of Crystal

Springs have been relocated.

Picnic Areas

All picnic areas have been relocated outside the

riparian area, with no net loss of picnic facilities. There

is the potential to included covered picnic shelters.

Restroom/Shelter Building

The current restroom/shelter building is modified by

removing the back wall of the open shelter area and

adding space for interpretive displays.

Skavone Field

Skavone Field remains unchanged in all concepts.

Casting Pond

Portland Parks & Recreation intends to keep the

casting pond in some form to use as an irrigation

reservoir for park maintenance purposes. In all

concepts, the sidewalk around the casting pond will

be widened.

New Uses

There are two new uses proposed in the park: an off-

leash dog area in Concept 1 and a skate park in Con-

cept 2.

Trails/Pathways

Current pathways will remain, with upgrades for univer-

sal accessibility. Additional trails will be added to the

park

Trees

Additional trees are added to the park in various loca-

tions. In particular, additional trees are proposed along

McLoughlin to provide an increased visual buffer.

Drop-off Area

All concepts include a new drop-off area along SE 22nd

Avenue.  The drop-off area has been sited to avoid any

impact to the trees.

Maintenance Building

In all concepts, the maintenance building is moved to a

site further south - roughly across from Lambert Street.

This enables a larger buffer area around the creek’s

riparian edge and makes it possible to expand the

building to include a public restroom to serve the south-

end ballfields and relocated playground.

Parking Areas

No additional parking is added to the park. Some of the

concepts explore the possibility of relocating some parking

to the north end - to spread parking availability to other

parts of the park. The intent is to provide better service

and ease traffic issues on SE 22nd Avenue. The existing

parking lot at the south end of the park will be modified in

all concepts, to include tree plantings and other amenities

to better define the space.

Concept 3

Key elements included in all concepts



Who to contact for more information:

Rod Wojtanik

Project Manager

1120 SW Fifth Ave., Suite 1302

Portland, OR 97204

(503) 823-6191

rwojtanik@ci.portland.or.us

Project web address: http://www.portlandparks.org/Planning/westmorelandpark.htm

The meeting minutes and other materials are posted to this website.  To be notified of updates for

this website, contact Bryan Aptekar.

Bryan Aptekar

Community Relations

1120 SW Fifth Ave., Suite 1302

Portland, OR 97204

(503) 823-5594

baptekar@ci.portland.or.us

Welcome!
Thank you for joining us to consider concepts for

the future of Westmoreland Park.

Today Portland Parks & Recreation will introduce

several possible concepts for improvements, changes

and potential new uses in Westmoreland Park.  They

are explained in detail at the Open House Stations

and a brief overview of each will be presented

during the presentations, which are scheduled for

9:30 and 11:00 a.m.

Inside this handout you will find a comment card

packet as well as descriptions of the three design

concepts.  Please complete the comment card packet

and place it in the box at the Welcome Table before

you leave or return them to Portland Parks &

Recreation (address on back of this handout).

Responses must be received by January 30, 2003.

Thank you for  coming!

Commissioner: Jim Francesconi

Director: Charles Jordan

What’s Next?

Following this Community Open House the process for creating the Master

Plan will continue.

Review of Public Comment and

Development of  a Draft Preferred Concept
Feb. 12th, 2003: Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) Meeting

March 12th, 2003: CAC Meeting

April CAC Meeting (date to be determined)

Present Draft Preferred Concept for Review

April/May 2003 - Public Open House # 3 (date to be determined)

Refine Preferred Concept

May 2003: CAC Meeting (date to be determined)

Present recommended concept to Director of Parks & Recreation

June 2003: CAC Meeting (date to be determined)

Recommendation Presented to Director

Project Schedule



Westmoreland Park Master Plan Open House

Station 1 – Background
This station features background on the process for developing the Westmoreland Park Master Plan.  Here you

will find past project newsletters, copies of the Guiding Principles and parameters defined for the new park

uses, names of the CAC members, copies of the meeting minutes, and other information on the process.

Staffed by: Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) member

Station 2 – Park History

Here you will learn about the background of the park itself - when it was established, when and how features

like the casting pond were installed, and how the history of the park can help shape its future.

Staffed by: Eileen Fitzsimons - local historian and CAC member

Station  3 – Concept 1

The three concepts are described on the inside of this handout.

Staffed by: Bryan Aptekar - Parks & Recreation Staff

Station 4 – Concept 2
The three concepts are described on the inside of this handout.

Staffed by: Mary Anne Cassin - Portland Parks & Recreation

Station 5 - Concept 3
The three concepts are described on the inside of this handout.

Staffed by: Marianne Zarkin - Design consultant to the project

Station 6 – Concepts 1, 2, & 3
This station is designed to let you look at all of the plans together so that you can easily compare

them. Remember to look carefully at the elements of each concept and complete comment cards

on all three.

This station will be staffed by Rod Wojtanik, Portland Parks & Recreation Project Manager,

when he is not otherwise occupied with the presentations.

Station 7 – Crystal Springs Creek
Changes are proposed to the creek which include removal of the duck pond to address human

health concerns, aquatic habitat improvement, and Endangered Species Act compliance issues..

This station is designed to explain the reasoning behind these changes and how the improvement

plan seeks to balance human safety and habitat concerns.

Staffed by: Riley Whitcomb and Denise Dickens  - Parks & Recreation Staff, Cleveland High

School Earth Club, and Merri Martz - Biological Consultant to the Army Corps of Engineers

Remember, we’ll be mixing and matching!  As you move from station to station, remember that the final

design will very likely be a combination of elements from each of the concepts. We do not expect you to select

one favorite concept. Rather, we are interested in learning what you like and don’t like about elements

included in each.

Open House Stations

Community  Room

A Community Room is located just

inside the main entrance. It has

been made available for the interest

groups who have been advocating

various positions regarding the

proposed new uses. Visit this room

to learn more about each group’s

issues and concerns.

Please be respectful of all

points of view.

Today’s Schedule

Open House Stations

9:00 a.m. - Noon Fellowship Hall

Visit each of the stations described below to learn about

the history of the project and details related to each of

the three concepts. Project staff and members of the

Citizens Advisory Committee will be available to

answer questions.

Presentations

9:30 a.m. and 11:00 a.m. Dining Room
Learn about the history of Westmoreland Park and

background on the current planning process, as well as

details of the proposed creek restoration efforts and the

future of the casting pond. Get an overview of the

alternative concepts proposed for the park.



A. To improve access to activities on the north end, the current south parking lot is

reduced in size and parking is added on the north by converting the tennis court to

additional parking spaces. The total number of parking spaces remains the same.

B. Because tennis courts are available at other nearby parks, they are removed to

accommodate other uses.

C. The play area is moved near the new restroom/maintenance building.

D. The basketball court is relocated to the south end of the park.

E. The casting pond is reduced in size and has a more naturally shaped edge along

one boundary.

F. A fenced off-leash dog area, 1/3 acre in size, is created near Skavone Field,

accessible by pathway from the south parking lot.

G. Ballfields are realigned so that their backstops and fences are consolidated in one

area and they are pulled back from McLoughlin Blvd.

H. The lawn bowling facility has room to expand toward the east to accommodate

new complementary activities such as bocci ball, petanque or croquet.

I. A perimeter trail circles portions of the park.

Key Elements in Concept 2:

A. Parking remains the same, with improvements to better define the area.

B. The casting pond retains its original configuration.

C. The tennis courts are relocated next to the parking lot on the south end of

the park.

D. A skatepark (not to exceed 10,000 square feet) is added at the location of

the current tennis court.

E. The play area is moved south - near a new restroom/maintenance building

and adjacent to a picnic area.

F. Pathways and trails are concentrated on the west side of the park.  There is

no perimeter trail.

G. A pathway through the tree corridor is added along 22nd Avenue.

H. The basketball court remains in its current location.

Key Elements in Concept 1:

Concept 1

Concept 2
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Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Open House Meeting Notes

Background

On June 24, 2002 an Open House was held to discuss several park related projects happening
in Southeast Portland.   Approximately 70 people attended to hear about projects including the
Westmoreland Master Plan, the Crystal Springs Restoration Project, the Springwater Corridor
Three Bridges project, and the Oaks Bottom Connector Trail.  

At the meeting there were stations for various park projects.  These notes are based on the
stations that related to Westmoreland Park, its Master Plan, and the recent Army Corps of
Engineers (ACOE) proposal for habitat enhancement in the area.  A survey was conducted
regarding the Master Plan, the results of which are included in a separate summary report.  

Army Corps Station

Riley Whitcomb staffed the Army Corps of Engineers Feasibility station which displayed the
preferred alternative recommendations to enhance the habitat along Crystal Springs Creek in
Westmoreland Park and downstream to the confluence with Johnson Creek. There were seven
main components to the Corps’ recommendations:

Remove concrete block at pond and stream banks

Realign creek channel through middle of pond

Partially fill the pond to re-establish the wetlands

Restore riparian vegetation

Place large woody debris in the creek

Remove fine sediments

Improve fish passage downstream from park

Riley explained how the project parameters have changed since the community efforts of
1998/99, which addressed enhanced habitat in the park.  Potential changes include new
guidelines of regarding riparian enhancements in critical habitat areas, and the listing of
Steelhead and Chinook under the Endangered Species Act.  These fish are both residents of
Crystal Springs Creek – a tributary of the Lower Columbia. The listing has led to more
stringent guidelines than had been in place at the time that the original study was prepared.
This means that any improvements to be made to the stream must be approved by National
Marine Fisheries NMFS.  One of their objectives is to provide the highest opportunity for
success for fish. 

Community members discussed their concerns about the proposal. Some concerns expressed
were regarding the loss of the open vies, the creation of areas for people to hide, and the
apparent disregard for the earlier community efforts at creating a plan for habitat
enhancement.  Others expressed excitement about the proposed scheme, specifically the fact
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that the City was taking action to address endangered species issues, and others felt that a
more natural riparian area would be a great addition to the park. 

Of the few comments cards returned regarding the preferred alternative, there was general
support for the concept.  Encouragement was given to include streamside interpretation to
educate the public of all ages on the aquatic food web, the reasoning behind the restoration,
and the negative impacts of feeding the ducks/geese. There was a desire to maintain open
views, both for aesthetic and safety reasons. Others did not support the changes, feeling the
park should be kept as a city park, rather than converted to wilderness.

Westmoreland Park Master Plan Station

In addition to the survey responses received in the mail about the Master Plan process, there
were many comments made regarding the future of the Park at the Open House.  One written
comment suggested an off leash dog area, and another by a child in the neighborhood
encouraged the creation of a skate park at Westmoreland.  This was echoed, and opposed by
verbal comments heard by Rod Wojtanik, project manager from Portland Parks & Recreation,
at the station on the Westmoreland Master Plan.  These oral comments are summarized
below.

No Skateboard Park

Skateboard Park 

Keep the Casting Pond

Provide for an off-leash area – Potentially at casting pond area

Significant field usage by SE Soccer Clubs (which is one of the largest in the City). They

contract with PYSA (Portland Youth Soccer Association) to run soccer camps at

Westmoreland. 130 kids attended camp this summer, 60 kids attended the Spring Break

Camp. Fields are used for games and practice.

Plant more riparian edges to the stream course

Provide a soft surface jogging path

Look at providing more usage at the Lawn Bowling facility. Provide for more usage by

seniors, make it a Senior Center with chess tables and interactive potential. Open it up

more to the public. 

Model boat enthusiasts have started a petition to retain the pond. Sailboater clubs use the

pond, they have installed permanent buoys. A 50 boat regatta was held there this year.

The casting pond is a one of a kind resource that is irreplaceable. It promotes family

activity, which can occur year round. Private citizens are attempting to look for private
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funding sources and partnerships to help with funding options for providing a water

source for the pond.  Local colleges use the pond to conduct fishing classes. The pond is

used for ‘Retreiver Training’ by dog enthusiasts. The casting pond provides for a visual

amenity and open space opportunity that is not found anywhere else in the country.

Irrigation system adds to water ponding problems at low areas near picnic area.

Parking is a daily problem with residences along 22nd. Suggests redirecting traffic to

across the street. Maybe provide for one-way traffic, south on 22nd and north on 21st. Look

into providing parking off McLoughlin for ballfields.

Too many waterfowl – they have an unlimited food source so why would they leave.

Provide for more garbage cans

Install another restroom for the southern ball fields.

Reduce the size of the casting pond to one-half its original size.

We need to start retaining some of Oregon’s history. The city is continuously destroying

our history, our neighborhoods and cultures with freeways, commercial and industrial

centers and we should not let the casting pond be torn down; we should promote it more.

Preserve the casting pond.

This may not be an appropriate time to enter into a Master Plan Study when we are saying

that we have no money and that money is the issue.

Be prepared for neighborhood resistance if we propose a change in the pond

Providing for a skateboard park may attract the ‘wrong’ element.

Provide for skaters, they are pushed out of most areas in the city.

Look at providing for a skateboard park in the ‘Jug Handle’ – five votes for this one.

Look at resurfacing the tennis courts. Need to provide for screening for the south and east

to reduce glare. Provide for noise attenuation.

Provide for community garden spaces. This would attract a different type of user group to

the park, not just the recreation types.

Provide a climbing wall

The park has a different feel than it did in the past. The trees are dying. The shrubs are

being removed. The park looks degraded. Need to strive to reinstate the ‘beauty’ of the

past.



Issues and Concerns – Westmoreland Park Master Plan

Initial Open House (June 24, 2002 – 72 attendees)

Elimination of the Casting Pond will be met with great neighborhood resistance for it
is a one of a kind resource 

Skaters need an area to practice their sport, similar to soccer and softball

Construction of a skateboard park would negatively impact the character of the park 

Provide for an off-leash area

Improve playing fields

Plant riparian edge along stream course

Provide a soft surface jogging path

Provide for more usage at the Lawn Bowling facility

Water ponding problems at low areas near picnic area.

Parking is a daily problem with residences along 22nd. 

Too many waterfowl 

Provide for more garbage cans

Install another restroom for the southern ball fields.

Is this an appropriate time to enter into a Master Plan Study

Concerns for the quality of the tennis courts, screening and reduction of glare is
critical. 

Concerns for noise attenuation and unimpeded access along McLoughlin.

Need for community garden spaces in Sellwood/Moreland

Need for a climbing wall

Need to strive to reinstate the 'beauty' of the past.

Survey Responses (June-July 2002 – 252 responses)

Landscaping; aesthetic quality has declined over the years

Casting Pond; appearance, water quality, minimize impacts on the creek

Environmental concerns; waterfowl, flooding, habitat restoration

Need for restrooms open year round

Access, provide for people of all abilities

Off-leash dogs

Agressive waterfowl

Waterfowl & dog waste

Flooding

Need for a skatepark

Condition of the wading pool

Concerns for safety with regards to McLoughlin & Dogs

Need for perimeter pathways

Upgrade of Playgrounds

Parking problems; infringe on neighbors ability to park at their own residence

Inadequate lighting

Tennis courts in need of repair



Ballfields that need better drainage

Need for covered shelters

Stadium support facilities

Sundae in the Park – Sellwood Park (August 4

Maintain the casting pond for passive activities that are not so readily apparent as
active recreation components.

Restoration of the spray pool for children

Need for a skatepark

Priorities must be established with regards to spending in today’s economy

Don't spend the money on improvements, it is fine the way it is.

Fence off McLoughlin

Need for a perimeter walking trail

Restoration of Crystal Springs is critical for aquatic habitat improvements

Maintain the duck pond

The effects of Tri-Met & ODOT's plans for McLoughlin

Will restoration efforts eliminate the waterfowl problem?

Walk in the Park (August 12, 2002, 30+ participants)

What happened to the public planning efforts that were completed in 1999?

How was the riparian edge determined?

Is turf grass allowed in the riparian area?

Will the creek be dredged?

How many fish are we talking about saving?

Would trees be removed?

How will we keep dogs out of the water?

What bank stability measures are proposed?

What will be done to prevent nutria from burrowing into the banks?

What will be the maintenance practices and standards that will be allowed?

When does work in the park involve NOAA Fisheries?

Will we be planting for succession (i.e. groundcovers, grasses, shrubs, & trees) ?  

Are there other examples of this type of work in an urban park setting?

Are you proposing to plant 'weeds and brush'?

Soccer fields – increasing opportunities
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The Open House

On May 17, 2003 Portland Parks and Recreation hosted its final public Open House for
the Westmoreland Park Master Plan.  At this meeting the Citizens Advisory Committee
(CAC) and Portland Parks and Recreation (PP&R) shared their recommendations for the
future of Westmoreland Park.  The meeting was held in the Moreland Presbyterian
Church, on a Saturday morning – the same time and place as the previous public Open
House for this project. 

The Open House featured displays highlighting the recommendations, as well as a
presentation explaining the background of the project and the final recommendations in
the Plan.  Two other projects (Three Bridges Project for the Springwater Trail Corridor
and the Bybee Bridge Replacement Project for the Department of Transportation) were
featured during the day, both of which are local City projects of interest to the same
audience.

The purpose of the meeting was to allow the community to learn about the
recommendations being made for the park’s future, and comment on them. More than
100 people attended the meeting, with nearly half of those completing comment cards.
Another 60 commented on-line at the project’s website, which featured the identical
information as the handouts at the Open House.

Public Outreach for the Event

The outreach for this Open House was extensive, targeted primarily in SE Portland.  An
advertisement was placed in The Bee, the local newspaper, which also featured a front-
page article on the project. Press releases were sent to the major papers, television
stations and radio media contacts.  Signs were placed in Westmoreland Park a week in
advance of the meeting, to let users of the park know about the upcoming meeting. The
project newsletter announcing the meeting, as well as sharing some of the details of what
would and what would not be in the recommendations.  This newsletter was mailed to the
roughly one thousand people on the Westmoreland Park project mailing list.  A different
newsletter for the Three Bridges Project was mailed to 7,500 households in the
neighborhood announcing that projects meeting – and pointing out that this would be a
combined Open House at which Westmoreland would be featured. 

Members of the Citizens Advisory Committee also helped get the word out about the
Open House, by talking with their friends and neighbors, as well as placing articles about
the upcoming meeting in the Johnson Creek Watershed Council newsletter and the
Llewelyn Elementary School newsletter. Lastly an e-mail was sent out to the roughly 200
people on the project e-mail list, consisting of people who have attended meetings or
expressed an interest in the project. 



Summary of Public Comments

The comment cards had a limited number of questions as several hundred people had
offered thoughts to the Citizens Advisory Committee at the previous Open House; these
thoughts helped shape the final recommendation.  The questions asked on the comment
cards were about a few immediate questions and one longer-range question.  In the
immediate future, people were asked what should go where the tennis courts are
currently, if a skatepark does not go into that location and what people think about an
artificial turf soccer field.   Longer term, people were asked about their priorities in terms
of what order various recommendations should be implemented – as the Master Plan is
expected to take 20 years to complete.

Tennis Courts:

It is recommended that the tennis courts be relocated to a more desirable location at the

south end of the park. If a skatepark I s not sited at the location of the current tennis

courts, as a result of the city-wide siting study, what use/activity would you recommend

for that area?

There were around 20 creative ideas offered as to what this area might be used for if not a
skatepark.  The largest number of people however, 26% of respondents, urged that a
skatepark was the still the best use to be considered for that location.  The next largest
consensus was a call for using the site of the tennis courts for parking – an idea supported
by 14% of respondents.  Ten percent of the people commenting felt that the tennis courts
should be left as they are, if a skatepark is not located there.  Several other ideas, such as
a community garden, basketball/raquetball court, turning the area into a green space, a
BMX course or a water feature, each had under ten people recommending them. A few
ideas such as sightless fragrance garden, batting cages, a climbing wall or a community
composting site among many others, each had a single advocate for this possible new use
to replace the tennis courts.

Artificial Turf or Not:

A full-size soccer field has been shown in the master plan draft.  If additional design and

engineering work determine it is feasible, would you support installation of a synthetic

turf soccer field at this location?   Yes  No I don’t know

One of the recommendations for Westmoreland is to increase the soccer field to full
regulation size. The CAC however, did not come to consensus on the issue of whether to
recommend artificial turf for this field.  The soccer field would be adjacent to, but not
conflicting with, a baseball field with a football field in the outfield. These other uses
would not be impacted by a decision to add artificial turf.  Further study would need to be
done, to determine if installation of artificial turf would be feasible due to engineering,
hyrdological and permitting concerns.  The question posed to people in the comment card



was intended to get an indication of whether public interest supported additional research.  

Forty two percent supported the idea of artificial turf, compared with 25% who said they
“don’t know.”  Those who supported the idea commented on the flexibility this would
provide for year-round and all weather play, the lack of sufficient soccer fields within the
City and reducing the use of chemicals and water required to keep natural turf alive.  

Twenty two percent of respondents were opposed, commenting that natural grass is
better.  They also felt that natural grass offered more flexibility of use for other activities.
Finally, they remarked on the incompatability of artificial turf with efforts to restore the
park’s habitat qualities.  Some people did not answer the question at all. 

Prioritization of Plan Implementation:

As additional resources become available for Westmoreland Park, how do you think the

Master Plan recommendations should be prioritized and implemented?

Finally people were asked to comment on the order in which the various park
improvements should be made.  This prioritization will help PP&R determine
improvements to include in future phases of master plan implementation.  Phase One,
which includes restoration on Crystal Springs Creek, is the only phase for which funds
are currently available, thanks to a grant from the United States Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE).

Seven possible recommendations were listed.  Three rose to the top, with roughly equal
support. The ranking for these three clearly put them ahead of the other
recommendations. They are:

Construct new maintenance/restroom facility

Adding perimeter trail and generally upgrade trail system.

Modify casting pond and create new picnic area

The other recommendations were lower priorities. Listed in order of priority, they are:

Relocate the tennis courts

Reconfigure soccer and baseball field

Modify existing shelter/restroom to incorporate interpretive/historical displays

Reconfigure softball fields

The skatepark was not included in this list of priorities because it has not been
determined that it will meet the citywide criteria.  A citywide siting study will begin in
2003-04.  In a few instances, people added their own recommendations to the list:

Fill the existing casting pond while waiting for the new water source

Plant trees around casting pond

Provide some smaller soccer fields for younger children



General Comments:

In addition to the specific questions on the comment card, there was an open-ended
question asking people if they had any other comments on the draft plan.  This was the
opportunity to share thoughts about the process for developing the draft Master Plan, as
well as comment on the recommendations.

By far, the majority of the general comments centered on the issue of the skatepark.  Of
those addressing the skatepark issue (60),  (more than half of all people who filled out
comment cards) the majority voiced support for the skatepark by a ratio of 4:1.  Those
supporting the skatepark idea spoke of the extreme need for such places for themselves or
their children to practice their sport, the health benefits of skating, and the suitability of
the proposed location from neighbors and the creek.  Those opposed to the idea of a
skatepark felt that it did not meet the guiding principles created by the Citizens Advisory
Committee, that the impacts on neighbors would be significant, and that the concerns of
the neighbors were being ignored. 

Other comments focused on the plan and the process.  Several praised either the product
(the Plan itself and the layout for the park amenities) or the process (the CAC and how
they developed the Plan).  The trail and creek improvements received several supportive
comments.  Other individuals commented on things ranging from the lack of an off-leash
area to a desire to not remove the McLoughlin off-ramp, some preferred the casting pond
be given a curved edge while others wanted more public art included in the plan.  Safety
concerns were mentioned by a number of people, including a concern for a barrier against
McLoughlin traffic.  There was also support for newer play equipment to meet the needs
of for a wider age-range of children. 

In all, a majority of comments supported the Master Plan recommendations put forth by
the CAC.



Help plan for the future of

Westmoreland Park
The long-awaited Master Planning process is

getting underway this summer.

Join us for the first Public Open House, where

we’ll review recommendations for Crystal

Springs Creek and brainstorm opportunities,

issues, and concerns.



Project newsletters and community surveys are available at the

Sellwood Library and New Season’s Market and on the web at:

http://www.portlandparks.org/Planning/westmorelandpark.htm

Results of this first meeting and community survey

will help guide the remainder of the planning process.

Open House
Monday, June 24, 2002

6:00 - 8:30 p.m.

SMILE Station

8210 SE 13th

























































0

City of Portland
Bureau of Parks and Recreation

Westmoreland Casting Pond Feasibility Study

Prepared For
Mr. Rodney Wojtanik

Project Manager, Landscape Architect
Portland Parks & Recreation Planning & Development

1120 SW 5th Avenue, Room 1302
Portland, OR 97204

Suzanne Crane Engineering, Inc.

doing business as:
Crane & Merseth Engineering/Surveying

Project No. 102-007

April 30, 2003



1

Westmoreland Casting Pond Feasibility Study

TABLE OF CONTENTS / SCOPE

Review of Existing Conditions

Review Irrigation Design & Maintenance Requirements

Irrigation Wells

Oregon Water Resources Department (OWRD) Requirements
United State Geological Survey (USGS) Well Information
Well Locations
Electrical Power Availability
Well Pump Size, Horsepower and Pump Rate
Well Recharge Rates
Well Pump Controls
Well to Pond Discharge Piping
Well Maintenance Needs

Cost Analysis / Estimate for Annual & Twenty-Year for Operating & Maintenance

Estimated Well Cost
Annual Operating & Maintenance Cost 
Twenty Year Operating & Maintenance Cost

Westmoreland Casting Pond

Recreational Uses of the Casting Pond
Other Safety Considerations
Minimum Casting Pond Size
Reconfiguration of Size and Shape & Depth Modifications
Draining & Cleaning
Maintenance Piping and Electrical Changes
Pond Overflow

Algae Control

Water Turn-over
Aeration Needs
Chemical Application

Casting Pond Cost Analysis and Estimate for Annual and Twenty-year for

Operating & Maintenance

Estimated Casting Pond Cost
Annual Operating & Maintenance Cost 
Twenty Year Operating & Maintenance Cost

Irrigation Vault

Electrical Power Availability



2

Vault vs Building Construction
Size & Equipment Needs
Discharge Piping, Sizing
Irrigation Pump Vault Maintenance Needs

Irrigation Vault Cost Analysis / Estimate for Annual & Twenty-Year for Operating

& Maintenance

Estimated Irrigation Vault Cost
Annual Operating & Maintenance Cost 
Twenty Year Operating & Maintenance Cost

Permits

Special Requirements – Not a Landmark
Oregon Water Resources Department (OWRD) Groundwater Application
OWRD Water Storage Permit
Construction Permits
Casting Pond Water Disposal permit

Attached Schematic of Design Development Plan

************************************************************************



3

REVIEW OF EXISTING CONDITIONS

Per the “Westmoreland Park Casting Pond Feasibility Study Scope of Work and Proposal
Request”, the casting pond has been filled by an 8-inch wooden pipe that was gravity fed
from a spring / cistern located in the Eastmoreland Golf Course. This water source has
diminished in quantity over the years and now does not have sufficient enough flow to
fill the pond. A potable water meter connection to the City of Portland Bureau of Water
Works water system has been used for the past several years to fill the casting pond”.
This fill pipe enters from a storm water manhole and short section of cast iron pipe
located at the bottom at the northeast corner of the casting pond.

“The current drainage system consists of discharging the water through four weir boards
to Crystal Springs Creek. There is a central drain that allows for draining the pond into
the city sanitary sewer system (located under the pond). Current environmental permit
requirements no longer allow for the draining of the pond directly into Crystal Springs
Creek. Maintenance practices now allow for only evaporation to empty the pond of
water. Additional maintenance requirements are for periodic chemical treatments to
control algae blooms during warm summer months. Bureau of Parks & Recreation uses
“Aqua-T”, a bactericide, to “clarify, digest sludge, and denitrify” the water and control
algae. This has been a chemical treatment application approved by federal regulators.”

REVIEW IRRIGATION DESIGN & MAINTENANCE REQUIREMENTS

Apparently the highest cost casting pond / irrigation system maintenance item is cleaning
of the casting pond mainly due to the growth of algae from the nutrient loading from
visiting wildfowl. In the past, this has amounted to about $8,000 per year in labor and
material cost. Also, the cost of Bureau of Water Works potable water has been
considerable in the last few years since the underground raw water source located on the
Eastmoreland Golf Course, has become unreliable. Because this existing water source
may contain nitrates from fertilizers applied to the golf course, using this source may
aggravate the growth of algae in the casting pond because of the dissolved fertilizers.

IRRIGATION WELLS 

Oregon Water Resources Department (OWRD) Requirements

An “Application for a Permit To Use Groundwater“ must be completed in order to
receive a permit to begin construction of an irrigation well (see Permits section below).
The “Oregon Water Resources Department (OWRD) regulates by issuing permits for: 

1. Type of use such as irrigation or for Municipal Uses (which covers irrigation); 
2. Area of Use – where the irrigated water is applied (does not include roads, etc);
3. The “duty” or amount of water to be used computed on a 24-hour pumping rate

given in units of cubic feet per second (cfs). OWRD’s maximum in-ground 24-
hour irrigation rate for western Oregon, is 1/80th cfs/acre/day (5.61 gpm/acre/day).
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There is no limit on the number of wells needed to withdrawal this “duty” amount.

Don Miller of the OWRD Groundwater Permit Application Section (Tel: 1-503-378-8455
Extension 205) said the Willamette River Basin studies indicate the following for the
Westmoreland Park project area:

1. From the ground surface to –50ft depth, are unconsolidated soils and these seem to
be hydraulically connected to Crystal Springs Creek (irrigation wells not allowed).

2. From –50ft depth to –250ft depth, are Troutdale gravels and these seem to be also
hydraulically connected to Crystal Springs Creek (irrigation wells not allowed).

3. From –250ft depth to –550ft depth, are undifferentiated fine gravels, do not seem
hydraulically connected to Crystal Springs Creek but not much water is available
because of the fine gravels. A well in this layer would have a low production rate.

4. Below –550ft depth, are Columbia River Basalts, which are not hydraulically
connected to Crystal Springs Creek or the Willamette River. Wells in these layers
have an 100gpm to 300gpm production rate. This is the only aquifer now open to
irrigation type uses.

It is therefore recommended that the proposed well be drilled to –550 ft or more. Mr.
Miller cautioned that we do not start to drill the irrigation well until at least the draft
permit is sent to the city for review and approval. When the OWRD “technical review” is
completed, more information will be known about the conditions of approval for this
groundwater application. Note, in our previous groundwater applications submitted to
OWRD for other clients, it has been experienced that it is almost impossible to get their
determination on well conditions prior to the “technical review” being completed.

United States Geological Survey (USGS) Well Information

Dan Snyder of the USGS (tel: 503-251-3287) said that they have 4-inch diameter 25-ft
depth and 4-inch 100-ft depth monitoring wells located at the tennis courts at SE Bybee
Blvd. and SE McLoughlin Blvd. He stated that there was a 5-ft down gradient from the
25-ft well to the 100-ft well. This means that surface water is probably not connected to
the groundwater table. The static water level is above 50-ft elevation and this level is
more likely connected to the Willamette River than it is to Crystal Springs Creek. As
noted in the well logs, there were clay layers about 1-inch thick as well as silty-sand and
gravel layers.  Mr. Snyder stated there was not much water in the 100-ft well but that the
Deep Troutdale Sand Aquifer and the deeper basaltic rock layers had 100gpm to 300gpm
available. There were no other wells of these depths in the project area so we believe this
is an educated guess.  The USGS has not done either a “pump test” or a “drawdown test”
to see what volume of groundwater is available in this area. Note that the USGS will have
the opportunity, during the “Public Review” period, to comment about the proposed
groundwater permit, but does not issue or have “final say” about the groundwater permit.

Well Location
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The OWRD requires that the irrigation well be located as far as possible from a stream or
other surface waterway because there may be a hydrological connection between surface
water and groundwater sources. Normally, one-quarter mile distance is preferred from
surface water source, but the shape of the tract of land owned determines the farthest
distance from the creek that is possible on that property. Because Westmoreland Park
parallels Crystal Springs Creek, having a well located along SE McLoughlin Blvd. is the
farthest distance a well can be located from the creek.  The irrigation well should be
located close to where three-phase electrical power is available and where access to the
well site for maintenance is possible. On the “Westmoreland Park – Existing Conditions
Plan”, having a well located near “Skavone Field” at the intersection of SE McLoughlin
Blvd. and SE Nehalem Street, where there is access/parking and electrical power, is
recommended for the construction of the proposed irrigation well.

Because Don Miller of OWRD said that irrigation water must be taken from the deep
Columbia River Basalts at greater than –550feet depths, (and the gravel/basalt interface
must be sealed), the position of the well in relationship to the creek may not be a
problem. On the OWRD “Groundwater Application”, we recommend that proposed Well
#1 be shown by the Park Maintenance Building and that another proposed Well (#2) be
shown at the Skavone Field Stadium site. In this way, the city will be covered no matter
what OWRD decides the well can be located. They will not determine this allowable well
location until their technical review is completed. If only one well location is shown,
adding a second well will involve a “Permit Amendment” and paying additional fees.

Electrical Power Availability

On SE Nehalem Street and SE 25th Avenue, located just west of SE McLoughlin Blvd,
the two existing overhead powerlines on SE 25th Avenue look like an “open delta” type
primary service which means that limited three phase power will be available at the
baseball field site location.  This type of power ends at SE Nehalem Street just south of
the proposed well location. The dark green older building on the stadium site, has a
“Keep Out – High Voltage” sign on its door so it appears utility primary electrical service
is routed to this building. A new service entrance panel is anticipated at this site to serve
the proposed irrigation well submersible pump.

Well Pump Size, Horsepower and Pump Rate

OWRD will do a technical review to determine what distance the well borehole needs to
be sealed to prevent surface water aquifers from entering the well borehole and both
contaminating groundwater or “draining surface water down the borehole” from Crystal
Springs Creek. Our estimation is that the well depth will be required to be from a
minimum of 600 feet deep. Water was available for irrigation uses from the –240ft level
until about a year ago, but policy has changed at OWRD and there are now concerns that
this layer may have a hydraulic connection to surface water. At the maximum 24hour
irrigation rate of 1/80th cfs/ac/day (5.61 gpm/acre/day), assuming 30 irrigated acres, then
the permit will be for 24-hour pump rate of 168gpm (242,452 gal/day). On the
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application, we recommend asking for a 350gpm maximum instantaneous withdrawal
rate (note, this does not change the 242,452gal/day “duty”).

At a normal minimum irrigation system operating pressures of 40-pounds per square foot
(psi) pressure at the irrigation well “pump-on” setting and 60-psi pressure at “pump-off”
setting, and also at the assumed minimum 250-ft well depth, if we are lucky, the
submersible pump would be required to be 30-horsepower (hp). At a 600ft well depth and
at the same pumping rate, the well pump would be a 50-hp submersible pump providing
the water rises up a couple hundred feet in the casing/borehole. If the static water level
pressure in the basaltic rock does not cause the groundwater to rise in the well casing,
then probably a 75-horsepower submersible pump would be required. We do not
recommend that the well discharge pressure be set at 90-psi (the same as the existing
casting pond vault irrigation pump) because the waste of electricity because the well
pump will be normally throttled back. The discharge pressure into the casting pond is at
zero gauge pressure (measured at the open pipe outlet). 

Because of the probable depth of the well will be 550-ft or greater as explained above,
the minimum recommended well casing size would be 8-inch black steel with ¼-inch
wall thickness (good for 780gpm at 5ft/sec velocity). The well driller will need to “step-
up” the well casing size to 10-inch after 200-feet and possibly then up to 12-inch after the
next 200-feet of bore-hole depth. It is very hard to get a borehole completely straight and
a drop-pipe with submersible pump can get “bound-up” if lowered to great depth in a
small diameter casing.

Well Recharge Rates

Because of the several spring sites that feed the main Crystal Springs Creek, are located
to the east of the park, we believe the aquifer under the park is recharged at a good rate.
The United States Geological Survey (USGS) has test wells located to the northeast of
the proposed site and would have the best information available on recharge rates. A
check of the existing well logs showed that the majority of wells in the project area are of
minimal depth (usually under 40-feet), so they do not show where the impervious zone is
located that separates surface water sources from groundwater aquifers. Dave Morgan of
the USGS (tel: 503-251-3263) has been monitoring the test wells along McLoughlin Blvd
and SE Bybee Blvd. and has the best information available.

Well Pump Controls

The well pump should have the following minimum features and controls:
1. Be controlled by a “Hand-Off-Automatic” motor starter controller.
2. In automatic mode, floats in the casting pond shall do the following:

On a falling level, the lowest (1st) float will energize the well “pump-on”;
On a rising level: a 2nd float will de-energize the well “pump-off”; if a 3rd float is set
near the pond overflow pipe elevation, it will sound the high water alarm and will be
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wired as a redundant “pump-off” in case the 2nd float gets hung-up or fails. 
3. A time delay relay shall de-energize the well pump on low suction/discharge

pressure. If the well does not fill the discharge pipe casing within seconds, the water
table may have dropped and there may be "cavitation" and damage to the pump.

4. The motor magnetic starter shall have three thermal overloads “heaters” to shut the
pump off on "an over-amperage situation" (no or low water level in the casing,
pumping to open pipe discharge pressure, ie - no discharge pipe back pressure, etc).

5. An ¼-inch diameter tubing should be fastened to the drop pipe, a pressure gauge and a
tire pump connection should be installed to monitor the water level in the casing.

6. A turbine flow meter probably will be required to be installed by the Oregon Water
Resources Department. It is recommended that a water meter be installed anyways.

7. A plastic or stainless steel well screen should be installed. The water will enter the
through the screen and pass up by the submersible pump, providing a cooling flow.

Well to Pond Discharge Piping

Because the irrigation well pump rate will be between 168-gpm and 350-gpm, the
discharge piping could be a minimum 4” diameter (friction head loss of 17ft/1000ft at
about 4.25-ft/sec velocity) or be a preferred 6” diameter (friction head loss of 2.2ft/1000ft
at about 1.9-ft/sec velocity). Because the cost difference of 4” and 6” polyvinyl chloride
(PVC) pipe is not great, 6” diameter is recommended because at a 350-gpm instantaneous
flow rate (if allowed by the OWRD permit), it would keep operating costs down in the
system by having a much lower frictional head loss (4” @ 37ft/1000’ & about 7ft/sec
velocity, 6” @ 9.3ft/1000’ & 4ft/sec velocity).

The discharge piping could be either: 
1. Laid across the grass of the park down SE Nehalem Street to SE 23rd Avenue and then 

could follow the edge of the asphalt pathway to the casting pond.
2. Laid north along SE McLoughlin Blvd. and then due west to the pond. This route is

much shorter and therefore would cost less money. This is the recommended route.

The well discharge pipe should have a tee prior to the casting pond wall. An isolation
valve would shut the discharge off to the pond during periods of maintenance and all
flow would be bypassed to the irrigation pump vault. On the branch of this tee, another
isolation valve would shut off the flow to the wash-down hydrants to be located on both
the north and south sides of the casting pond.

Well Maintenance Needs

The submersible pump and well house will require the following minimal requirements:
1. OWRD will require meter recordings recorded on about March 1st and October 31st of 

each year. We recommend meter readings be recorded the 1st of each month.
2. OWRD will require the borehole static water level readings be measured during the 

first two weeks of each March when the groundwater table is at its highest level.
3. For the city’s records, staff should record the water meter total amount and the sassing
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depth levels at the beginning of each month. This is great information for planning or 
negotiating with OWRD for permit changes or permit verification.

4. Test pump and system alarm systems are working and verify that all pressure gauges 
and switches are accurate and functioning correctly.

5. Drain all piping after the irrigation season ends in the fall and lock-out all control 
systems. This will prevent damage during freezing conditions in the winter.

6. Each March 1st at the first of the permitted irrigation season, activate the irrigation 
well & check the functioning of both the pump control and the alarm systems.

COST ANALYSIS / ESTIMATE FOR ANNUAL & TWENTY-YEAR FOR

OPERATING MAINTENANCE COSTS

Estimated Well Cost

Well costs and probable well construction costs recommendations were provided by Ted
Pulliam of Olsen-Pulliam Well Drilling and Pumps (Tel: 503-665-3353).

Estimated Well Costs
Borehole: 100ft of 12”, 300ft of 10” and 200’+ of 8” Casing @ $100/ft $ 60,000
Casing: 100ft of 12” @ $12/ft, 300ft of 10” @ $10/ft, 200ft of 8” @ $8/ft $   5,800 
Casing Installation: 600lf @ $10/lf $   6,000
Well Seal: 100lf minimum, 400 sacks of cement @ $10/sack in place $   4,000
Well Development & Test Pumping: Lump Sum $   5,000
Well Electrical - Service Entry, 50hp Motor & Controller: Lump Sum $ 15,600
Pump and Alarm Controls: Lump Sum $   5,500
Site Grading, Small 12’x12’ Wood Building, Conc. Slab: 244sf @ $150/sf $ 36,600
City Building Permits, State Electrical Permit, Other Fees: Lump Sum $   1,000
Well 6” Discharge, SE McLoughlin Blvd. Route: 1,500lf @ $30/lf $  45,000
Bonding, Liability & General Insurance, Overhead & Profit: $    7,500

Construction Cost Subtotal $192,000
Engineering, Legal and Contingencies: 20 Percent of Construction Cost $  38,400

Estimated Total Well Design & Construction $230,400

Note, if a 75-horsepower pump is required, the estimate increases to $250,000.

Annual Operating & Maintenance Cost 

Daily Inspection: 245 Irrigation days from March 1st to October 31st per year 
(Includes Recording Flows etc): 245 days @ 2hrs/day & $25/hr $12,250

Twenty Year Operating & Maintenance Cost

The well pump probably will have to be repaired 15 to 20 years from now. If it is not 
turned on from October to March of each irrigation year, it may have to be repaired 
sooner as no use of a pump is harder on them than constant use.
Daily Inspection: 245 Irrigation days from March 1st to October 31st per year 
(Includes Recording Flows etc): 245 days @ 2hrs/day & $25/hr $12,250
Submersible Pump and Motor Controller Replacement: $25,000
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WESTMORELAND CASTING POND

Recreational Uses of the Casting Pond

It is recommended that warning signs be placed to inform the public that the casting pond
can not be used for recreational bathing, swimming or wading (water contact sports). The
pond water is not chlorinated / disinfected, no lifeguards are provided and that clothes
changing rooms or restroom facilities are not provided. The warning signs should
indicate the depth of the water at the edge of the casting pond.

Other Safety Considerations

Access to the pond is not controlled by either fences or entry gates. Like any body of
water, the pond could be considered as “an attractive nuisance” to children that may not
be aware to its potential dangers. Because of the pond’s vertical sides, it may be difficult
for children or handicap persons getting out of the casting pond, if they accidentally fall
into it. Presently, no wall ladders or escape ramps are provided on three sides of the pond
in case someone falls into the pond. There is one 12ft by 24ft ramp located on the north
side that is intended for maintenance equipment. Portable / throw-able life rings are not
available in case a non-swimming person needs an aid in rescuing a person in the pond.
Of course, adults, visiting with children, have the responsibility of controlling the
children and preventing their injury. The pond has been in place for nearly 65-years as it
was constructed in the 1930’s, and most people are aware of the situation at the park.

Because the landing / walk around the pond is not 42-inches high, it is believed that
handrails are not required. The city’s attorney or staff should review the safety liability of
the public’s use of the casting pond. They can decide what changes should be made, if
any, to the policy or procedures enforced at this park. “Caution Abrupt Edge” signs have
been painted on concrete walk at intervals around the perimeter of the casting pond.

Minimum Casting Pond Size

The existing casting pond dimensions are 348-feet in the east-west direction and 409-feet
in the north-south direction (parallel with SE McLoughlin Blvd.), with the pond depth
being 36-inches. The existing pond has a surface area of 141,984 square feet (sf) / 3.26-
acres and a volume of 425,952-acre-feet / 3,186,121-gallons. Under the section
“Irrigation Well “ above, the maximum OWRD “duty” per 24-hour day, would be
242,452gal/day. This is the amount that would have to be stored and then used each day. 

Reconfiguration of Size, Shape and Depth Modifications



10

To provide “flushing” or water exchanges in the casting pond, the amount of irrigation
water used daily could be pumped to fill the casting pond in at one end of the pond, over
a 24-hour time period. This water would be then pumped out of the other end of the pond
for irrigation uses during the nightly 8-hour high-rate irrigation period. If the maximum
water surface drop of the casting pond, that is considered allowable, is 6" of the total 36-
inch depth, then about one-half of the existing storage area / volume would be necessary.
This "drawn-down" depth assumes the total depth of the casting pond would remain at its
present 36-inch depth. The casting pond surface area could be reduced to 348' by 204'
(new dimension in the north-south direction or to 408' by 175' (new dimension in the
east-west direction) to accommodate the “duty” of irrigation water used each day.

It also is possible to reduce the depth of water in the casting pond. The 242,452-gallons
of irrigation water per day represents under 0.25-ft or about 3-inch drop in the water
surface level per day if the present dimensions are maintained. The pond could be
partially filled with a sloped grout floor, which would enhance draining and cleaning.

Draining and Cleaning

Presently, the existing drain which is located at the center of the pond is not convenient to
use, as it either requires a boat or a worker wading out to its location to open it. Also
because of the nearly flat pond bottom, it is difficult to hose / flush sediments to the floor
drain in order to dispose of these materials to the city’s wastewater collection pipeline.
This BES wastewater interceptor pipeline crosses under the pond in a north-south
direction, and the connection point is not accessible to check for leakage or problems. 

Since there generally is a prevailing wind that blows floating debris toward the southwest
corner of the pond, it is recommended that an overflow pipe / weir be placed in that
corner that will be plumbed to an existing manhole located on the wastewater collection
main to the south. Also, a recessed 12-inch deep sump could be constructed in this corner
that will have a “mud valve” installed with either a permanent or removable handwheel
for operating. The “mud valve” will be used to completely drain the pond. A new sloped
grout floor should be poured over the existing casting pond floor and should have a
minimum slope of 0.002ft/ft from the corner diagonally opposite from the proposed new
mud valve. The grout should be 1.25-feet deep at the opposite corner and at least 0.25-
feet deep at the mud valve corner. Wire reinforcement mesh should be used (and anchor
bolted to the floor) along with a concrete bonding admixture. This will be applied to
insure the complete bonding between the existing floor and the new grout layer, to insure
that future grout separation will not be a problem during winter freezing weather if the
pond is drained at that time. If water remains in the pond, freezing water damage will
probably not be a problem as ice generally does not form more than 2" thick in the area.

It is recommended that when the time approaches to clean the pond, that the majority of
the pond water be used for irrigation purposes and not be discharged to the city collection
system. This will then decrease the hydraulic load on the wastewater treatment system.
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Maintenance Piping and Electrical Changes

Additional piping required for maintenance reasons are the following:
1. Construct two “quick-connect” new fire hose connections in concrete meter type

boxes to be located on both the north and south sides of the casting pond, used for
washing off the perimeter concrete walks. This material would be washed away from
the pond – not into it. Please see the attached schematic map for recommended
locations of these wash-down connections. 

2. The existing 3-inch double check valves in the line that provides city potable water
for irrigation purposes, should be removed and replaced (see below) when casting
pond well water is also used for irrigation. The check valve method is not positive
enough to prevent back flows under certain situations, into the drinking water system.

3. Connect the compound 3-inch meter on SE 22nd Avenue to the irrigation pipeline for
supplying watering of two sport fields at one time. A reduced pressure backflow
device (RP) would be required to prevent a possible “cross-connection” situation.

4. The RP device should have a solenoid actuator that will close the valve when the
vault irrigation pump is turned on. In case the city water system pressure is higher
than irrigation pump pressure, we do not want the city water system to supply some
of the irrigation water. The solenoid will shut this valve so that this will not happen.

5. For automatic night-time irrigation from the pond, the clock timers should lockout
irrigation pump during any times that the park is open to the public.

6. A new electrical service panel will be required, as the present one appears to not have
sufficient reserve capacity for a new irrigation pump. Apparently the electrical service
panel has enough capacity for a small aeration pump, if required.

Pond Overflow

Because the casting pond will be filled with more expensive well water, pond overflows
should not be allowed as a cost controlling issue. Level control floats in the casting pond
can de-energize or ”turn-off” the irrigation well pump when the pond is filled to a preset
level. This level will be just below the overflow boards to Crystal Springs Creek to allow
or account for some wave action in the pond. OWRD specifies in the issued groundwater
irrigation permit that the permitted water must be used for beneficial uses only, without
any wastage. No emergency overflow will be required as normal “pump off” and the
redundant "high level alarm and pump-off” float in the pond will turn-off / de-energize
the irrigation well pump. In the “Draining and Cleaning” section above, it is
recommended that a new overflow be constructed to the city’s wastewater collection
system. 

ALGAE CONTROL

Water Turn-over
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As stated above, to provide “flushing” or water exchanges in the casting pond, the
amount of irrigation water used daily should be pumped in over a 24-hour time period
while the same amount of water would be pumped out at night for irrigation purposes.
The irrigation vault pump should pump out this volume from the opposite corner of the
casting pond for irrigation purposes during the nightly 8-hour watering period. This
exchange of 242,452-gallons per day would keep the pond water fresher and limit the
algae growth by reducing / diluting the available nutrients. These “nutrients” that are
provided by wildfowl and run-off from fertilized laws, would be greatly diluted by this
method and as a side benefit, these nutrients would serve as very mild fertilizer when
applied on the landscaped and lawn areas.

The temperature of ground water is approximately 53-degrees Fahrenheit at the city of
Portland’s latitude. Algae growth is reduced considerably by preventing the pond water
from increasing to nearly the 80-degree levels that occur in both July and August of each
year. The groundwater will cool the pond and decrease the rate of growth of the algae.

Aeration Needs

Anaerobic (without oxygen) digestion of organic matter usually takes place when ponds
are over 5-feet deep. Because the casting pond is 3-feet deep, dissolved oxygen level will
remain above 1-milligram per liter (mg/L) level that is required for aerobic growth.
Aeration in the pond by a fountain, of course, will also increase the amount of dissolved
oxygen in the water and will increase the rate that organics from wildfowl are reduced to
a less volatile state. This will reduce the “food supply” available to the algae and reduce
its growth. Aeration by fountains, will also cool the water to a small degree.

The existing irrigation pump could be re-plumbed for use as an aeration fountain in the
casting pond. This pump presently has its power supply, timer, motor starter / controller
and vault sump pump etc. The existing pump intake should be changed from the creek to
be connected to the proposed intake pipeline which will be constructed from the casting
pond to the proposed irrigation pump vault. The aeration pump discharge could be
threaded / bolted through the casting pond wall and then plumbed across the bottom of
the casting pond to a water feature / aerator.

Chemical Application

Various chemicals can be added to reduce or totally kill algae. The possibility that some
of these chemicals will be sprayed on lawns may have a negative effect. Of course, the
chemicals must be safe for human contact and for the domestic and wild animals that will
drink or swim in the casting pond. Therefore, only biodegradable chemicals that are
approved by both the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) and by the
United States Food & Drug Administration (FDA) should be approved by the city for use
in the casting pond.



13

Jeff Spillair of the Winston Company in Tulsa, Oklahoma (Tel: 800-331-9099) produces
“Clay Mix Plus” that will reduce organics to such a low level that the algae does not have
a food source to use for growth. The product can be automatically mixed in the irrigation
well pump discharge pipeline and will provide algae control throughout the pond. The
metering pump used for injecting the solution can be turned off during the times of the
year when algae growth is not a problem. Because it is a safe product, spraying it on the
lawn and landscaping areas will not cause problems for humans or animals.

CASTING POND COST ANALYSIS / ESTIMATE FOR ANNUAL & TWENTY-

YEAR OPERATING & MAINTENANCE

The estimated casting pond modification costs are itemized as follows:
Estimated Casting Pond Modification Costs

Grout Sloped Bottom: 409ft by 348ft by Average 0.5’ depth @ $150/cy $395,400
Mud Valve & Pit: Lump Sum $  15,000
Overflow with Piping to Wastewater Collection System Manhole: $  15,000
Casting Pond Wall Penetration for Inlet Piping: Lump Sum $    1,500
Bypass Piping Along South Side of the Pond: 350lf @ $30/lf $  10,500
Aeration Pump Conversion Including Fountain/Aerator: Lump Sum $  25,000
City Building Permits, State Electrical Permit, Other Fees: Lump Sum $    1,000
Bonding, Liability & General Insurance, Overhead & Profit: Lump Sum $  10,000

Estimated Construction Cost Subtotal $473,400
Engineering, Legal and Contingencies: 20 Percent of Construction $  94,600

Estimated Total Pond Design & Construction Cost $568,000

Annual Operating & Maintenance Cost 
Daily Inspection: 245 Irrigation days from March 1st to October 31st per year 
 245 days @ 2hrs/day & $25/hr $12,250

Twenty Year Operating & Maintenance Cost
Daily Inspection: 245 Irrigation days from March 1st to October 31st per year 
Aeration Pump and Electrical Controller Replacement: $15,000

IRRIGATION VAULT

Electrical Power Availability

On SE 22nd Avenue, the two existing overhead electrical powerlines located in the street
right-of-way, and look like an “open delta” type primary electrical service. This means
that limited three phase electrical power will be available at the Existing Park
Maintenance Building location (this type of service has usually 50-horsepower or under
motor starting capability).  This type of power availability appears to end just south of the
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maintenance building location as only one overhead electrical conductor extends to the
south down SE 22nd Avenue.

Vault vs Building Construction

An Irrigation Pump Vault or Pump Building would be constructed near the pond and
where there is vehicle access for servicing, repair work and general daily maintenance.
There are several advantages to each type of construction.

A pre-cast below grade Concrete Vault would have the following advantages:
1. Be out of sight aesthetically and visually.
2. Extremely good for pump noise dampening.
3. Can be constructed next to the existing vault.

But the vault would have the following disadvantages:
1. When the hinged access cover is open, would allow rain to get equipment wet
2. Open doors would present a “falling hazard” if no guardrail / handrail.
3. In theory, be considered confined space and requires venting before entering.
4. For the size needed, traffic loading access door would be heavy & expensive.
5. Have to be ballasted because of the high groundwater / Crystal Springs Creek.
6. May require bollards at 4-corners to prevent driving on it or 6” elevated atop.

An Irrigation Building would also be constructed near the pond and where there is
vehicle access for servicing, repair work and general daily maintenance. This building
could be constructed next to the existing Park Maintenance Building on SE 22nd Avenue
which is located just northwest of the center footbridge across Crystal Springs Creek.

A wood frame building like the existing building would have the following advantages:
1. Be part of the existing building so probably no worst visually or aesthetically.
2. Would not require “confined space” rules and procedures before entering.
3. Electrical power, access and parking are already available (no extra cost).

But the frame building would have the following disadvantages:
1. The creek would have two pipe crossings attached to the existing footbridge.
2. Wood buildings with insulation are not as good for pump noise dampening.
3. Are considered worst visually and aesthetically.

Size & Equipment Needs

Utility Vault (Tel: 503-682-2844) makes a 8’-8” wide by 10’-8” long and 8’-6” total
depth vault Model 810-LA that would hold the required irrigation pump and related
piping, valving, metering and electrical equipment. Spring assisted double access doors
are available to make operator’s access easier. Galvanized ladders are available, grating
and a sump pump installation would keep the vault interior reasonably dry. Locating the
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proposed vault next to the existing compound water metering vault would make the
piping connections easier and less expensive, to the existing irrigation system.

Discharge Piping, Sizing

The irrigation pump piping should be a minimum of 6-inch diameter from the pump vault
to a point located just southwest of the pond where the irrigation pipe splits into three 4-
inch diameter pipelines. Please see the attached drawing for this location.

Irrigation Pump Vault Maintenance Needs

The end suction centrifugal pump/vault will require the following minimal requirements:
1. Lubricate the irrigation pump at least twice each year.
2. Periodic inspection and cleaning of the pump suction intake screen in the pond.
3. Test alarm and control systems.
4. Drain piping after irrigation season ends, lock out control systems.
5. Each March 1st, activate irrigation ump & check functioning of the control system.

IRRIGATING VAULT COST ANALYSIS / ESTIMATE FOR ANNUAL &

TWENTY-YEAR OPERATING & MAINTENANCE

The estimated irrigation vault costs are itemized as follows:
Estimated Irrigation Pump & Vault Costs

Pre-cast Concrete Vault: $   4,000
Vault Installation: $   6,000 
Irrigation Pump & Installation: $ 15,000
Piping, Valving, Fittings & Installation: $   9,500
Outside Vault Piping, Connection to Pond: $   6,500
Vault Electrical - Service Entry, Motor Controller: $ 15,500
Irrigation Pump & Pond Controls: Lump Sum: $   6,500
Site Grading, Conc. Slab Sidewalk: $   2,500
City Building Permits, State Electrical Permit, Other Fees: Lump Sum $   1,000
Bonding, Liability & General Insurance, Overhead & Profit: Lump Sum $   5,000

Construction Subtotal $ 71,500
Engineering, Legal and Contingencies: 20 Percent of Construction $ 14,500

Total Vault Design & Construction $ 86,000

Annual Operating & Maintenance Cost 
Daily Inspection: 245 Irrigation days from March 1st to October 31st per year 
(Includes Recording Flows etc): 245 days @ 2hrs/day & $25/hr $12,250

Twenty Year Operating & Maintenance Cost
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The well pump probably will have to be repaired 15 to 20 years from now. If it is not
turned on from October to March of each irrigation year, it may have to be repaired
sooner as no use of a pump is harder on them than constant use.

Daily Inspection: 245 Irrigation days from March 1st to October 31st per year 
(Includes Recording Flows etc): 245 days @ 2hrs/day & $25/hr $12,250
Irrigation Pump and Motor Controller Replacement/repair: $10,000

PERMITS

Special Requirements – Pond is Not a Landmark

Per Cielo Lutino, City of Portland Planning Department, “the casting pond is not a locally
designated landmark nor is it listed in the National Register of Historic Places. However,
it is classified as a Rank III resource in the Citywide Historic Resource Inventory, which
means that the only regulation it’s subject to is Demolition Delay Review (see
33.445.520.B), a ministerial review that results in the issuance of a demolition permit 120
days after the date of application. It is not subject to historic design review”. 

Oregon Water Resources Department (OWRD) Groundwater Application

An “Application for a Permit to Use Groundwater“ must be completed in order to receive
a permit to begin construction of an irrigation well. The application must be accompanied
by a map showing the area to be irrigated and the location of the well(s). On applications
that we normally complete, we show a second proposed well in case the first well drilled
does not produce the permitted amount of water. Any number of wells can be drilled to
obtain the permit amount of water, but if not shown on the permit application, a permit
amendment must be done to add the additional wells (and the city must pay the additional
fees that will be required). 

“General Irrigation Uses” covers the irrigation season period from March 1st to October
31st of each year. In order to have full year water rights instead of just through the
irrigation season, adding “Temperature Control” under General Agricultural Uses” allows
water use from November 1st to the end of February of each irrigation year. Water can be
used for pond make-up water, applying both fertilizers and weed control chemicals, and
for freeze damage prevention by spraying warmer well water when a deep freeze
happens. If “Municipal Uses” were given on the application (even though the well will
not be connected to the city’s distribution system) then that would give full year’s use.

The total amount of $575.00 must be paid to the Oregon Water Resources Department
(OWRD) for the Groundwater Application. This fee includes the required non-refundable
OWRD Base $250 “Examination Fee” to process the application and the basic fee of
$150 for the first cubic foot per second (cfs) or fraction of a cfs. It also includes the basic
$175 “Permit Recording Fee”. (The city can wait to pay the $175 Permit Recording Fee
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to a later date when the permit is issued).

After receiving the application, the city will receive an acknowledgement of the check
and be informed the “Technical Review” will begin (usually takes 30days). After the city
publishes a notice in the local newspaper (like the Oregonian), a “public review period”
of 45 days will begin so that other governmental agencies such as the state Fish and
Wildlife or State Lands/Corps of Engineers agencies as well as private groups/citizens
can remark or protest the groundwater permit application. If there are no objections to the
permit application, a draft groundwater permit will be prepared and sent to the city for
review. If there are no objections from the city on permit requirements such an installing
a meter etc, the final permit will be issued (note, this process may take over a year). 

After the permit is issued, the city has one year to start the well construction (the well
driller will submit the start Form “A” card to OWRD), another year to complete the well
construction (the well driller will submit the Form “B” card to OWRD), and about two
years to install piping & sprinkler systems. The city must have the total system completed
and usable at the end of the time limit given in the permit. The city will send OWRD
Form “C” card at that time and OWRD will give the city an additional year to have an
OWRD Certified Water Rights Examiner (CWRE) prepare a Final Proof Survey and
Beneficial Site Report. OWRD does not charge any money for this final report. The city
has to have a well driller perform a well pump test at this time and submit a copy to
OWRD prior to the city getting the final Water Right Certificate” (the actual certificate
will be mailed in another 10 years or so, since the city will have the permit and therefore
has the right to use the water).

OWRD Water Storage Permit

If on the Groundwater Application, if the existing Casting Pond is included as a “bulge-
in-the-pipe”, a separate “Application for a Permit to Store Water” will not be needed.
This storage permit is really meant for storage reservoirs that are constructed in stream
channels or in drainage swales, and that divert surface waters.

Construction Permits

The normal construction permits, including State Electrical Permit, that the general
contractor normally obtains, will be necessary for the proposed work.

Casting pond Water Disposal Permit

Nothing is required from OWRD for water disposal. The city apparently already has an
agreement with the City of Portland Bureau of Environmental Services (BES) for the
discharge of the casting pond floor drain into the city’s wastewater collection system. If
fertilizers and chemicals are discharge from the pond, then the Oregon Department of
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Environmental Quality (DEQ) will require a permit for this. As stated above, discharge
into Crystal Springs Creek is not an option anymore.
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Portland Parks and Recreation
1120 SW Fifth Ave., Ste. 1302
Portland, Oregon 97204
503) 823-PLAY

Dedicated to enriching

the lives of citizens

and caring for

Portland's natural beauty

Westmoreland Park: Lake and Creek Concept Development
November 16, 1998

Project Issues:

Since 1996 the Westmoreland area has experienced periodic flooding as a result of an
increase in ground water contributions to the Crystal Springs Creek system.  The rising
waters have inundated picnic areas, playgrounds, paths and bench locations within the
park.

Historically Crystal Springs Creek’s volume has averaged 10 cfs.  However, for the last
2-3 years the creek’s volume has gone as high as 21cfs and maintained average flows
of 15-18 cfs.1  The reasons for the increase in flow are as yet inconclusive and further
study is required to determine the source(s) for the increase.  It is likely that the higher
water volumes will continue.

Hydraulic pressure from increased groundwater volumes in addition to the actions of
burrowing animals; domestic animals; waterfowl; human access and the age
(weathering) of existing concrete channel walls have resulted in extensive collapse of
these walls.  These same agents and the continued high water table have contributed to
erosion and degradation of the concrete lake edge. The continued high water table also
resulted in the decline and eventual removal of 39 mature trees throughout the park.

The material eroded from the creek edges is deposited within a short distance
downstream1  building a layer of silt over portions of the creek bottom.  This layer of silt
along with full exposure to the sun allows the aquatic plant “Elodea densiflora” to root
and multiply throughout the creek system.  The biomass of the plant material displaces a
large volume of water exaggerating flooding problems.

The lake and creek fall within the City of Portland’s Environmental Zones restricting the
level of development and materials that may be used in implementing improvements.
Historic runs of Salmon and Steelhead increase concerns for the quality of water and
habitat within this portion of the Johnson Creek Watershed.  The presence of these fish
also raises concern over materials and methods used in renovating the park.

Westmoreland Park is an actively used urban park.  The lake and creek are flanked by
numerous sports fields; playgrounds; courts; and picnic areas.  Over the years the public
has been accustomed to being able to directly access the lake and creek edges to feed
the wildlife; sail model boats; and exercise their pets.  To this end Portland Parks and
Recreation has maintained or attempted to maintain a manicured lawn edge to the very
limits of the creek and lake.  Plantings placed around the Lake in the past to restrict
access have been vandalized and are difficult to maintain.

The lake and creek are strong visual elements in the park and provide a pleasant
context for picnicking, jogging, strolling, walking and wading.  There is a need to balance

                                                
1

Source BES sponsored study by DAMES and MOORE - 1998
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all of the use and abuse issues with protecting water quality and providing enhanced
habitat opportunities.

Goals:

Protect water quality
Protect and enhance habitat for Salmon and Steelhead
Enhance riparian environment (plant communities)
Reduce and/or control conditions that promote growth of “Elodea densiflora”
Educate the public about riparian, habitat and water quality issues
Control erosion and sedimentation
Reduce the impact of seasonally high water on functions of the Park
Provide additional flood storage capacity
Resolve existing site and programmatic problems within the Park

Poor site grading
Poor functional relationships of park/recreational elements
Inappropriate plantings
Accessibility requirements

Reduce maintenance problems
Provide continued access to the lake and creek in a ‘controlled’ process that
compliments other goals and ensures the safety of the users

Concept: (as part of a comprehensive Master Plan for the Park)

Access, Erosion Control

In order to manage public access to the pond and creek and reduce erosion, Parks and
Recreation proposes to create a series of emergent and facultative wetland plantings
(terraces based on ‘flood’ elevations) on the ‘water side’ of existing and proposed paths.
Dense plantings and the wetland soils would announce to the park user that access
beyond that point was not desired.  Specific access points along existing and new paths
would be created that provide the public with necessary and desired contact with the
water.

Paths and/or the water’s edge would be manipulated to bring the path and water
together at constructed ‘access points’.  Paths may be expanded at these points to
provide viewpoints, interpretive signage, and seating.  It will also be necessary to
expand internal park bridge entry and exit ramps to span areas that have recently been
affected by flooding.

Habitat, Wetland Enhancements

The wetland terraces would be designed to enhance views; provide educational
opportunities; stabilize banks; and improve water quality and habitat.  Public use would
be concentrated on the West side of the lake with the East side of the lake having fewer
access points.  

In order to provide migrating fish a path through the lake to upper reaches of the creek it
is proposed to create a ‘defined’ channel along the East side of the lake. The existing
concrete channel and lake walls could be broken up and recycled on-site to help create
sub-surface structure necessary to define this new channel.  This material would then be
covered with appropriate soils and planted with wetland species to further anchor and
define the stream channel.
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Heavy use picnic areas would be pulled back from low-lying areas and the creek edge.
Strategic areas of the creek might also be expanded to create additional wetland areas
and spawning habitat or narrowed to create increased velocities ‘scouring’ the creek
bottom of sediment buildup.

Wherever possible a vegetative canopy will be established along the creek to provide
shade.   The canopy will lower creek temperatures and reduce invasive plant materials
that require full sun.
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Westmoreland Park, Crystal Springs Creek Workshop Summary;

On Saturday, March 6, 1999 thirty-six people participated in a day-long public workshop
hosted by Portland Parks and Recreation at SMILE station at 8210 SE 13th Avenue.
The workshop was intended to prioritize issues and goals and explore alternatives for
improvements to Westmoreland Pond and Crystal Springs Creek as it passes through
Westmoreland Park.

Participants included those who live along Crystal Springs Creek; those who live across
from the park; those who use the park; and those interested in what the park could
(and/or should) become.  Many of those who participated had specific expertise in
planning while others had expertise with wetland habitats and restoration projects. 

Throughout the day participants worked in five small groups to prioritize issues and
identify and rank goals for the project.  Participants then applied these issues and goals
to develop conceptual models for proposed improvements.

Establishing priorities

One group separated the issues into two separate tracks involving both people and
wildlife.  The first track included recreation and education components and the second
track included water quality and habitat issues.  Both were identified as equally
important with the need to provide transitions and buffers between appropriate uses.

A second group felt strongly that education must be a part of every strategy applied to
Westmoreland Park.  

Another group stressed the importance of the City looking beyond the park and
Eastmoreland Golf Course and considering the entire Crystal Springs Creek system.
They felt success of the park and golf course improvements could depend on problems
that might need to be addressed further down the system.

A fourth group stressed the importance of enhancing the park user’s experience in all of
the solutions or strategies applied to the park.  They felt that the site was foremost an
urban public park and that the habitat and wetland restoration strategies needed to
respond to this circumstance.

The fifth group created a model for the issues and goals that built upon basic strategies
that supported and built towards the other goals.  In their model the bottom of the
pyramid represented those goals and that when addressed successfully would lead
automatically to the next level.  The group felt strongly that by starting with the bottom of
the pyramid and working towards creative solutions the other goals would be reached
as well.  They created the following diagram to illustrate their point.
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The Design Charrette

There was general acceptance of the initial concept presented by Portland Parks and
Recreation at the beginning of the workshop (also presented at SMILE meeting of
12/2/98).  As each group presented their plans a number of similar themes emerged.

All the concepts agreed to develop wetland terraces or buffers in those areas along the
pond and creek suffering periodic flooding and high ground water.  The groups also
agreed that the area just south of the pond where the existing play equipment, picnic
shelter and restrooms are located was the ‘focal point’ of this portion of the park.  Most
suggested concentrating public use and access at this point.  All of the concepts agreed
that the play equipment closest to the creek should be moved, although not all agreed
on where.  Another area of agreement was that the East Side of the pond was an
appropriate place to restrict public access and develop a channel for fish passage
through the park.  Several other concepts addressed the need to do something with the
“casting pond”.  All of the concept plans provided additional tree plantings throughout
the park.

Even with all the similarities, each group also managed to present unique and
interesting perspectives in their concept plans. Some groups created islands in the pond
(non-habitat islands).   Others suggested dredging the entire pond to increase habitat
for salmon and steelhead.  One group suggested the need for space for neighborhood
concerts.  There were plans for the casting pond as well; softening its hard edge and
modifying it to act as an ‘aquarium filter’ to clean its own water while providing
demonstration water gardens.

There was a great deal of excitement and energy in the development of the various
concept plans.  The discussion of the concepts continued well into the ‘open house’
period of the workshop.

The design team will now take the issues and goals as prioritized and the various
concept plans and meld them into a workable ‘Master Plan’ for the pond and creek in
Westmoreland Park.  

Control Erosion and Sedimentation and Stabilize Pond and Creek Banks

Accommodate and/or eliminate Flooding problems

Improve Water Quality and Habitat

Improve and Restore Park Use
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In the closing discussion of the workshop it was noted that although there was a good
cross-section of the neighborhood present they were only 36 people and that there were
another 11,000 in the neighborhood who use the park.  It was agreed that the Concept
Plan and a report on the workshop should be published as soon as possible.  To that
end Portland Parks and Recreation intends to publish a concept plan and hold an
additional public meeting to review the plan in early May.

Original Concept: (Presented 12/2/98)

Access, Erosion Control

In order to orchestrate access to both the lake and creek Parks and Recreation
proposes to create an abrupt grade change (or step) on the ‘wetland-side’ of existing
and proposed paths.  The grade change would announce to the park user that access
beyond that point was not desired.  The grade change would be reinforced by the
introduction of wetland plantings between the paths and the existing line of the water’s
edge.  A raised ‘curb’ (appx. 2”-3”) on the ‘wetland-side’ edge of paths would reinforce
this pattern.

To provide access, paths and/or the water’s edge would be manipulated to bring the
path and water together at constructed ‘terraces’.  Paths would be expanded at these
points to provide viewpoints, interpretive signage, and seating.  The change in grade
along the lake would be kept to a minimum (appx. 1 foot) to avoid requirements for
guardrails, which might otherwise intrude on visual corridors.  To maintain the grade
change and provide a ‘curb’ between the path and wetland terrace the ‘wetland-side’ of
the path needs to be ‘engineered’ to hold this line and edge under heavy use by the
public and maintenance vehicles.   It will also be necessary to expand park bridge entry
and exit ramps to span areas that have recently been included in ‘flood’ areas.

Habitat, Wetland Enhancements

The wetland plant terraces would be designed to enhance views; provide educational
opportunities; stabilize banks; and enhance water quality and habitat.  Public use would
be concentrated on the West side of the lake with the East side of the lake having few
access points.  

In order to provide migrating fish a path through the lake to upper reaches of the creek it
is proposed to create a ‘defined’ channel along the East side of the lake. The existing
concrete channel and lake walls could be broken up and recycled on-site to help create
sub-surface structure necessary to define this new channel.  This material would then
be covered with appropriate soils and planted with wetland species to further anchor
and define the stream channel.

Along the creek corridor the application of the terrace concept might result in multiple
levels of terrace and/or greater grade changes between paths and the water’s edge. 
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Because paths do not parallel most of the creek a ‘softer’ (less engineered) method of
creating these terraces might be employed.  This could involve the use of coir fascines
and/or large boulders to create the terrace levels.

Heavy use picnic areas would be pulled back from low-lying areas and the creek edge.
Strategic areas of the creek might also be expanded to create additional wetland areas
and spawning habitat or narrowed to create increased velocities ‘scouring’ the creek
bottom of sediment buildup.

Wherever possible a vegetative canopy will be established along the creek to provide
shade.   The canopy will lower creek temperatures and reduce invasive plant materials
that require full sun.

The Westmoreland Park/ Crystal Springs Creek Workshop placed these issues
and Goals in the following hierarchy (most important first). Additional information
added by the workshop is printed in Italics.

ISSUES:

Flooding;
Creek and Lake have consistently risen above the existing ban and channel walls.
“impacting neighbors downstream”

Poor grading in the Park creates low spots that hold water during heavy rains and high
ground water.

Erosion:
High water has caused the decline of existing turf allowing soils to erode.

Hydraulic pressure, Park use and behavior of waterfowl and other wildlife undermine
Lake and Creek banks, collapsing existing walls – adding to erosion.

Sedimentation:
Materials eroded from Lake and Creek banks deposits within the Park creating habitat
for undesirable plant and degrading fish habitat. “look at additional sources of
sedimentation from upstream”

Water Quality and Habitat Loss:
Continued high ground water and flooding resulted in loss of a number of large trees
within the Park.

Lack of cover (shade) on the Creek and Lake elevate water temperature and reduce
habitat value for migrating fish.

Lack of appropriate plantings at Lake and Creek banks contribute to erosion and growth
of nuisance plants.

Park Use:



DEDICATED TO ENRICHING THE LIVES OF CITIZENS AND ENHANCING PORTLAND'S NATURAL BEAUTY

This is an Urban Park heavily used by the neighborhood and the community in general.

The Lake and Creek are amenities that draw people to the Park.  Access to the water is
an important part of this amenity. “educate users and provide alternatives”

The location of specific Park elements such as paths, play equipment, ball fields and
picnic areas may encourage access where it is not desirable.

The success of new plantings will depend on the success of controlling access to the
Lake and Creek banks. ”and controlling damage by waterfowl”

The level of ‘aesthetic’ expected by the Public requires that plantings be attractive and
low maintenance.

Use of and access to the Lake and Creek must balance requirements for Water Quality
and habitat.

“Separation and definition of boundaries – i.e. Formal Park elements with buffers to
natural areas”

“Can hydrology be managed or adapted to better support active park use and avoid
surface saturation?”

GOALS: (Goals were generally prioritized by groupings; here highest priority group first)

Protect water quality

Protect and enhance habitat for Salmon and Steelhead

Enhance riparian environment (plant communities) 

Resolve existing site and programmatic problems within the Park
Poor site grading
Poor functional relationships of park/recreational elements
Inappropriate plantings
Accessibility requirements

Reduce maintenance problems/ appropriate landscape plantings

Provide continued access to the lake and creek in a ‘controlled’ process that
compliments other goals and ensures the safety of the users

Provide useable play area/equipment away from creek edge.

Consider appropriate park uses in light of physical (hydrological) conditons;
ballfields, picnicking, passive uses.
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Enhance Park user experience.

Reduce and/or control conditions that promote growth of “invasive plants” and
wildlife populations beyond the ‘holding capacity’ of the system.

Educate the public about riparian, habitat and water quality issues; dogs off leash,
duck feeding, and aquatic life.

Control erosion and sedimentation

Reduce the impact of seasonally high water on functions of the Park

Provide additional flood storage capacity





Westmoreland Park
Estimate of Probable Costs  

Created by MacLeod Reckord, Crane Merseth & Portland Parks & Recreation

September 22, 2003

ITEM & DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT UNIT COST ITEM TOTAL SUBTOTAL

Mobilization (10%) 1 LS $380,707

Demolition 1 LS $30,000

$410,707

CRYSTAL SPRINGS RESTORATION 

   • Stream Restoration & Site Improvements 1 LS $660,000

$660,000

PAVEMENT AND SURFACING

   • Asphalt pavement:

           -Parking lot improvements 1 LS $100,000

           -Pedestrian pathways 5750 LF 12.00 $69,000

   • Crushed rock surfacing for trails 7990 LF 8.00 $63,920

$232,920

SITE FURNISHINGS

   • Benches (6' long with back) 8 EA 800.00 $6,400

   • Picnic tables 24 EA 1,250.00 $30,000

$36,400

PLAY AREA

   • New play equipment, surfacing, edging 1 LS $75,000

   • Renovate spray fountain 1 LS $50,000

$125,000

BALLFIELDS

   • Full-sized soccer field 1 EA $275,000

   • Baseball/softball field renovation 4 EA 270,000.00 $1,080,000

   • Artificial turf field 1 LS $1,000,000

   • Field lighting 1 LS $110,000

$2,465,000

TENNIS COURT     

   • Relocation 1 EA 30,000.00 $30,000

$30,000

SKATEPARK 1 LS $150,000

$150,000

BASKETBALL COURT 1 LS $30,000

$30,000

MAINTENANCE/RESTROOM FACILITY    

   • Construct new facility 1 LS $250,000

   • Remove existing restroom structure 1 LS $15,000

   • Modify existing restroom structure 1 LS $50,000

$315,000

CASTING POND

   • Construct Well, connect to casting pond 1 LS  $192,000

   • Reduce Casting Pond size 1 LS  $473,500

$192,000

IRRIGATION

   • Connect irrigation system to casting pond 1 LS  $71,500

   • New turf areas 45000 SF 0.60 $27,000

$98,500

PLANTING

   • Stream Restoration plantings 1 LS  $112,500

   • Deciduous tree, 3-1/2" caliper 20 EA 350.00 $7,000

   • Coniferous tree, 8' ht 30 EA 200.00 $6,000

   • Seeded lawn 5000 SY 1.35 $6,750

$132,250

Subtotal: $4,877,777

Project Management (15%) $1,219,444

Permit Costs $15,000

Contingency (25%): $1,219,444

TOTAL: $7,331,666
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