
Leanne Moll 
Mayor and City Councilors 
 
 
I have several comments about the Type IV hearing held in Lloyd Minor park August 13th, 2018 
and the process to follow. 
 
My first comment has to do with the manner in which the hearing was set forth, information 
conveyed and criteria that will be used to evaluate considerations for change. It was clear that a 
number of folks that came to the hearing and testified did not have accurate information about 
what if any changes to the ordinance were being proposed. In fact, it appeared that they had 
been told that access to the Tualatin river was proposed to be closed. None of the City officials 
corrected that mis-information. For the record, we have not suggested to close public access to 
the Tualatin river at the Stark boat ramp or that the ramp be unreasonably regulated. We are 
requesting reasonable use regulations to limit the nuisance and safety impacts from the 
increase in activities occurring there. 
 
Criteria used to evaluate potential changes should include consideration of the impacts to 
adjacent neighbors as well as on-going safety concerns for this unmonitored public facility. This 
is an unmanaged use that is within 15ft of residential properties-unique among boat ramps in 
the area. 
 
My second comment, has to do with the use designation of the boat ramp. Per City 
Comprehensive Plan, all uses in Rivergrove are residential.  In short, the City’s code requires the 
boat ramp use since it is not residential, to obtain a CUP, or prove that it does not need a CUP 
because it is a lawful nonconforming use.  In order to assert that the boat ramp is a lawful 
nonconforming use, the city must prove, based on substantial evidence in the record, that the 
boat ramp use was lawfully established prior to the enactment of the City’s LDO regulations, 
which require the boat ramp to obtain a conditional use permit and that any changes to the use 
(including changes in activity level) over time were approved according to the City’s 
nonconforming use requirements.  None of that evidence exists in this record. For that reason, I 
request the written opinion from the City attorney on this issue. 
 
Finally, as property owners within close proximity to the boat ramp, we brought forward our 
concerns about safety and nuisance issues to City Council in July, but this is not a new issue.   
However, since that time, I feel that the adjacent neighbors have been vilified for raising any 
concern and documenting some of those issues per the instruction of the Mayor.   I have to 
wonder the role of a city, if not to look out for health and welfare of all of its citizens. The 
personal attacks, mob mentality and pervasive mis-information discourages individuals coming 
forward with any concerns if it is not popular. I don’t believe that is what is intended but that 
certainly is the way this issue is being handled.  
 
I believe there are feasible changes to the exiting ordinance that will address the concerns 
raised by adjacent property owners and meet the goals established in the Comprehensive Plan. 



 
 
 
 


