
WASCO COUNTY COURT 

REGULAR SESSION 

AGENDA 

July 11, 2007 

THE COUNTY COURT WILL BE MEETING IN THE MORNING 
AT THE COLUMBIA GORGE DISCOVERY CENTER'S THEATER 
LOCATED AT 5000 DISCOVERY CENTER DRIVE, THE DALLES. 

10:00 a.m. CONTINUATION OF THE PUBLIC HEARING on the adoption of 
the proposed Wasco County Non-Discrimination Ordinance. 

THE COUNTY COURT WILL BE MEETING IN THE AFTERNOON 
AT THE PUBLIC WORKS BUILDING CONFERENCE ROOM 

LOCATED AT 2705 E. SECOND STREET, THE DALLES 

3:00p.m. 

3:10p.m. 

CONSIDERATION AND DECISION on the Staffing 
Recommendation from the Wasco County Economic Development 
Commission. 

DISCUSSION on the establishment of a Code Enforcement 
Procedure for Wasco County. 

NOTE: THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO LAST MINUTE CHANGES. 

Tfie faciaty is fiandicayyed accessi6{e. P{ease contact (541) 506-2520, 

if you need syecia{ accommodations to attend tfie meeting. 
T'IYD - 1-800-735-2900 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 
REGULAR SESSION 

JULY 11, 2007 

PRESENT: Dan Ericksen, County Judge 
Sherry Holliday, County Commissioner 
Bill Lennox, County Commissioner 
Kathy McBride, Administrative Assistant 

At 10:14 a.m. Judge Ericksen called to order the continuation of the Public 
Hearing on the proposed adoption of the Wasco County Non-Discrimination 
Ordinance. The hearing is being held at the Theater at the Columbia Gorge 
Discovery Center. There was a large amount of people in attendance. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the Court would be limiting testimony to three 
minutes per person. After all testimony has been heard we will allow those who 
have already testified an opportunity to address the Court again. 

Judge Ericksen noted that the Court has a proposed addition to the 
ordinance, which has been suggested to avoid redundancy. The proposed 
language under Section 9 (a) was read at this time. The language reads as 
follows: In the event the State of Oregon adopts a law prohibiting discrimination 
as set forth herein, this ordinance shall be null and void upon the date that the 
State Law goes into effect. 

Several questions were asked regarding this proposed language. 

Judge Ericksen introduced those sitting at the head table, which included 
District Attorney Eric Nisley, County Commissioner Bill Lennox, County Judge 
Dan Ericksen, County Commissioner Sherry Holliday, and Administrative 
Assistant Kathy McBride. 

At 10:17 a.m. Judge Ericksen reopened the Public Hearing to public 
testimony. 

Judge Ericksen stated that we have in attendance Rudy Asunsolo from 
the Oregon Bureau of Labor & Industries. The Court would like to ask 
Mr. Asunsolo to address several questions that the Court has asked the Bureau 
of Labor & Industries. 

The first question is "If Wasco County adopts the proposed Non
Discrimination Ordinance and a complaint is filed does the Bureau of Labor and 
Industries handle the whole complaint process?" 
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Mr. Asunsolo stated that he is the Operations Manager for the State of 
Oregon. The State of Oregon has numerous agreements with various 
jurisdictions to enforce their Non-Discrimination Ordinances. All complaints 
come to the Bureau of Labor & Industries. The burden is not on the local 
jurisdiction, but on the state to process and investigate the complaint. 

Judge Ericksen asked the next question, which is "Is there a difference 
between "non-discrimination" and "minority status"? 

Mr. Asunsolo responded by stating yes, there is a difference. He noted 
that non-discrimination is simply stated let us treat people like we want to be 
treated. It is a question of respect. Minority status goes back to the law that was 
signed into law by President Nixon. If you are one of the ethnic minorities, Black, 
Hispanic, American Indian, Asian, or people with disability, Veterans status, then 
we will take affirmative status to ensure you will get a good shot at a job. This 
ordinance does create a protected class status. We all belong to a protected 
class status. We all fit into at least one protected class status. 

Judge Ericksen asked the final question, which is "Does the adoption of 
this ordinance create a minority status?" 

Mr. Asunsolo responded by stating, no it does not. 

Judge Ericksen stated if there are other specific questions that need 
interpretation during the hearing Mr. Asunsolo is here to answer them at the end 
of the meeting. 

The hearing was opened to those wishing to testify who have not 
previously testified. 

Mel Omeg spoke about discrimination in our country and in our county. 
He knows there is discrimination since he employs a huge number of Hispanics. 
There are nasty comments made and they feel discrimination. This is something 
that should not happen. Mr. Omeg feels the Court could say that the role in 
County Government is to protect human rights in our County. We are trying to 
eliminate discrimination to make people more conscious about discrimination. 
We want people to be more gentle and kind; he supports the adoption of the 
ordinance. 

Carolyn Wood, testifying as a business owner, stated that our constitution 
said we were all created equal and are entitled to a life of liberty and the pursuit 
of happiness. You need to be employed and have a shelter and loving 
relationships. That is very basic to what the constitution guaranteed us. That 
reminds her about the Blacks who were not able to go into restaurants and 
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motels. That is Oregon's history; it also happened to Native Americans. Today 
we would think why would people do that. Ms. Wood stated that people are 
discouraged from sticking around here because of prejudices. If we continued to 
allow discrimination, we are doing the same thing. We need an educated work 
force. It is ridiculous to discourage them from staying in our community. 
Ms. Wood stated that she supports the ordinance. 

Raymond Clough testified that he thought the Wasco County Committee 
for Non-Discrimination was a County Committee. Mr. Clough read a portion of 
an article from The Dalles Chronicle. The first point is that he feels there are 
errors in the wording of the ordinance. The State of Oregon already has a law. It 
is his understanding that Wasco County is a representative of the people. There 
are 17 people on this letter from the Committee for Non-Discrimination and only 
two have signed it. Mr. Clough feels the ordinance is redundant. He read the 
definition from the dictionary for the words "foundation" and "institutions". He 
feels the language under Section 2 is false. 

[[(A copy of the written testimony from Raymond Clough is hereto 
attached and made a part of this record.]]] 

Rose Sherrell testified by recalling an incident that happened to her in 
school where she had to walk nude in front of homosexuals during PE Class. 
This is still with her today. No one would go to the principal at Beaverton High 
School; they were afraid for the consequences against them. Ms. Sherrell stated 
that she does not get offended. We are all discriminated against in our lives; she 
does not know any one that has not been discriminated against. They have own 
many apartment buildings. Most homosexuals she would not know unless they 
display bad behavior. It is very hard to get someone out of your apartment when 
they cause destruction. Ms. Sherrell stated that the government encourages us 
to vote. It is very discouraging to go out and vote and not be supported by our 
officials. You are here to represent the people. 

Bruce Parker testified that he agrees with our last speaker regarding 
discrimination of everyone. He has been discriminated against because he is 
short and left-handed. What we are talking about is living in America; to live in a 
way that all of us as citizens can get along and live in peace. Mr. Parker is a 
pastor; he shepherds a church family. We are people of faith, which does not 
make them better than others. The separation of church and state laws were to 
keep the government from infringing its powers on the church. Mr. Parker is 
concerned with this ordinance. While the County may be trying to protect the 
rights of some, you are now beginning to discriminate against people of faith. 
When we begin to do that, we are challenging the foundation and roots of why 
this country is as great as it is. 
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George Clark testified in opposition to the proposed ordinance. There is 
no real existence of discrimination going on. He does not believe that; they are 
protected by law. There is no real need for such an ordinance. He feels it is to 
normalize and acknowledge the homosexual lifestyle. It is contrary to nature. 
The lifestyle is not a reasonable thing; it would do away with the propagation of 
the human race. It is contrary to god and the scriptures. The ordinance is not 
necessary; it encourages them to a self-destructive lifestyle. We need to help 
these people from freeing them from this bondage and lifestyle. It is dangerous 
to our young people to be seduced into that lifestyle. 

Connie Krumm rich read into the record her letter in support of the 
adoption of the proposed Non-Discrimination Ordinance for Wasco County. 

[[[A copy of the letter from Connie Krummrich is hereto attached and 
made a part of this record.)]] 

Emily Stovall testified that she grew up in The Dalles and she is a lesbian. 
It is hard to sit here when someone is claiming that they are asking for special 
rights. That hurts her. They are not asking for special rights. Ms. Stovall stated 
that she could not walk into work and talk about how hard it is since she had to 
take her partner to the hospital. She used another example about walking into a 
restaurant holding the hand of her partner. Ms. Stovall stated that she would be 
denied services and housing. It is not the same between her and the single 
mother with two children who testified before. 

Eric Stovall read into the record his letter in support of the proposed 
ordinance. 

[[[A copy of the letter from Eric Stovall dated July 11, 2007 is hereto 
attached and made a part of this record.])] 

Michael Tenney testified that he resides in Wasco County. He has many 
remarks and three minutes is inadequate. He read a portion of the Oregon 
Constitution, Section 20, which reads as follows: "Equality of privileges and 
immunities of citizens. No law shall be passed granting to any citizen or class of 
citizens privileges, or immunities, which, upon the same terms, shall not equally 
belong to all citizens." Mr. Tenney stated it is a statement in favor of individuality. 
Mr. Tenney stated that he has been discriminated against 30 years ago when he 
was first looking for employment. He was told that they would not hire someone 
with a hearing aid. Then came the amendment that protects people with 
disabilities. We are human beings. Adequate protection exists under existing 
laws. He hopes that the Court will take this opportunity to defer the decision and 
pass this decision on to the voters of the County. If not, it will just force an 
election to see if the citizens of Wasco County should repeal the ordinance. 
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Lucile Torgerson testified in support of the proposed ordinance. She 
stated that The Dalles is a great place to live. Mrs. Torgerson wants to do what 
she can to keep it a warm loving place where people speak and listen to each 
other. Mrs. Torgerson stated that there was a young fellow that grew up in the 
church she attended that discovered that he was gay. He went on to be a well
educated professional person. This man asked if he could have permission to 
dialogue in front of their congregation, he was turned down. He grew up in the 
church. She was dismayed and disappointed. How will we learn to know it is ok 
to be diverse and different from others? In her family, one member is gay; she 
had an unhappy life. God made her the way she was. Mrs. Torgerson was sad 
that she could not be who she was. We teach others the golden rule, which is to 
treat others, as we would like to be treated. 

Bobbie Miller read into the record her letter in opposition to the adoption of 
the proposed Non-Discrimination Ordinance. 

[[[A copy of the letter from Bobbie Miller is hereto attached and made 
a part of this record.]]] 

Robert Carsner testified that he has lived all his life in The Dalles. He is 
speaking in favor of the ordinance. Mr. Carsner stated that he has been 
discriminated against all of his life. There were laws that said he could not be 
discriminated against. He waited 10 years because ESD would not hire him 
because he did not drive. He finally got the job because no one wanted to work 
with special education children. Mr. Carsner stated we keep on saying we are 
granting special rights. He supports passing laws until discrimination does not 
exist. He supports the passage of the ordinance. 

Pat Nelsen testified that this is not a Christian nation. We have a 
constitution that protects everyone. She does not believe that we should put into 
law something that is based on a particular religion. Why should someone be 
discriminated against because they are not heterosexual. Ms. Nelsen stated that 
she has two nieces that are lesbians. She read a portion of the first article of the 
United States Constitution. Ms. Nelsen stated that we cannot put our beliefs on 
other people. Religion should not interfere with government, or government 
should not interfere with religion. Ms. Nelson feels the ordinance should be 
passed. 

Paula Christy, a school teacher, testified that around town we see bumper 
stickers that read "not in our town" and "in our town". It implied not in our town 
we would like to see non-discrimination. In reality, it is in our town. Ms. Christy 
does not see how expanding the recourse for some will limit choices for others. 
For most of you, it will not make any difference to your lives. She encouraged 
the Court to vote in favor of the ordinance. 
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Gary Downing stated that he has two questions. How will this ordinance 
affect him if it is passed? He has a copy of the constitution of the United States 
of America. They put their name on this. Will the Court step forward and 
become a Ben Franklin? 

Georgia Murray presented to the Court her letter in opposition to the 
adoption of the ordinance. Mrs. Murray began reading her written testimony at 
this time. Because of time limitation, she was unable to finish. She urged the 
Court not to pass this ordinance. 

[[[A copy of the written testimony of Georgia Murray is hereto 
attached and made a part of this record.]]] 

Ryan Anderson testified that he lived here for many years until moving to 
Condon. He is now retired. There was not one time where he asked if someone 
was homosexual. He has rented things before and never asked if they were 
homosexual. That is not his business. Mr. Anderson stated he was taught to 
love everybody. We can go pro and con all day long. It is his opinion, by the 
people, for the people. He asked why we could not just put it on the ballot to 
decide the issue. Mr. Anderson stated he feels this is a complete waste of time. 
Why pass something that will come up again. What about the issues of 
bisexuals? What about bathrooms? He does not want some woman coming into 
the bathroom saying that she is a woman trapped in a man's body. 

Brian Stahl read into the record his letter in support of the adoption of the 
proposed ordinance. 

[[[A copy of the letter from Brian Stahl is hereto attached and made a 
part of this record.]]] 

Walt Hoffman testified that we just heard how this group feels they are 
speaking for the citizens. It is not right imposing it upon the County for them to 
make a decision. Mr. Hoffman feels it is bad government, dangerous to add 
another job on the basis of equality. It is not possible for the government to 
legislate tolerance and love. He is concerned that we would be doing a 
disservice to our community. We have a good thing here in The Dalles. He 
would hate to see it become a decisive pinning people against other people. 

Discrimination is not always a bad word. He just received a bulletin that the City 
discriminates against what gets in the water system. Parents have the right to 
determine what is right or wrong for their children. Mr. Hoffman asked the Court 
to reconsider adopting the ordinance. 
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Frank Haas testified that he feels discrimination as to bald jokes. Under 
Section 2 of the ordinance, it speaks about the intent of this proposed law, which 
also speaks about the institutions and foundations of our community. Mr. Haas 
feels we need to protect the foundations of our community and our country. We 
are living in a post Christian country. Our founding fathers did proclaim our 
Christianity. The Justice of the Supreme Court called us a Christian country. 
Our laws should be based on the people, not just a select group of people. We 
elected these officials on this basis. Where does this law come from? 
Mr. Haas feels it would be a good idea to have it come out on the ballot. His 
feelings are not against anybody. One thing about this law, his understanding of 
homosexuality is that we will not be able to identify the person. How will you 
identify them? 

Mike Wacker testified that he is a member of the Committee; he is in 
support of the ordinance. 

Ron Hainline testified that he is a pastor. After the first meeting, he 
contacted pastors from the area. His perspective is that Jesus Christ died for 
sinners. The message from pastors in this community is that scripture does 
speak on homosexuality. The men he surveyed basically said we want to take a 
position we are not here to condemn anyone. We are here to tell you there is 
victory from Jesus. 

Maria Pena stated that she is disappointed. No matter how many times 
we talk about this, we will never get anywhere. If you do not have a relative, or 
you are not one, you do not know what you are talking about. Her brother is gay; 
he is the only one in the family. Her brother has a nice job and a lot of money. 
Mrs. Pena's brother needed to leave the company because he is gay. Mrs. Pena 
stated that she is ashamed that some people she knows does worst things. 
What you do in your own room is their own business. 

Judge Ericksen asked Rudy Asunsolo to respond to several issues that 
came up during the testimony. He asked Mr. Asunsolo how can we identify 
facilities that people will use; what has the state experienced in regards to this 
issue? 

Mr. Asunsolo stated that in the last five to six years the state has done an 
analysis of a hand full of complaints. They looked at thousands of complaints 
going back to the year 2000. Not many complaints were filed from entities such 
as the City of Portland, Benton County, and the City of Eugene. It does not open 
the floodgates. 
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Mr. Asunsolo stated with respect to the question of how do you know 
someone is gay. The way that ESPY II reads it covers perception. You may not 
be gay but are perceived as being gay. Because you are perceived as being 
gay, they could treat you differently. You do not have to tell anyone you are gay, 
or nobody should ask. No one wants to know who is gay in the workforce. There 
are cases when someone said, "I have had people tell gay jokes and I am not 
gay. I want it to stop." They have investigated and found in some cases. 

Mr. Asunsolo stated in respect to public facilities, he cannot in recent 
memory think of one complaint that has been filed in that area. If a male was to 
encounter a cross dresser coming into a bathroom. That heterosexual male 
could file a complaint as well. It does not exclude anybody. We all have rights. 
If you have just one restroom that is a unisex bathroom, he does not have the 
answer. The legislature will have to address this. 

A person from the audience asked a question regarding a man who 
recently dressed as a woman and was found in a bathroom; he was arrested. 

Mr. Asunsolo stated that he has four daughters; he would take issue with 
that. If he takes his children to a public place, he would walk there with his 
children and would stand there to make sure that they are ok. There are certain 
things that you do as a parent. You cannot protect your children in everything. 

Judge Ericksen stated that this does not preclude illegal activity. 

Another woman from the audience had a question. She asked if there 
would be a possibility of no complaints being filed because of fear of job loss. 

Mr. Ansunsolo responded by stating that could be. Migrant workers are 
scared to report OSHA violations. 

There was another question from the audience in regards to the bathroom 
issue. Mr. Ansunsolo stated that simply using the bathroom is different then 
committing a crime. 

Mr. Ansunsolo stated that this ordinance is not about criminal behavior. It 
is not always tied with; homosexuals are not the biggest group of child abusers. 
Sometimes abusers are family members, and heterosexual men and women. 

There was another question from a man in the audience. He wanted to 
know what kinds of fines there will be since BOLl will be policing the employment 
side and the discrimination in public places for the county. 
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Eric Nisley, District Attorney, responded by stating that the law simply 
creates a cause of action; it does not create any new crimes. No one will police it 
and cite you. In this incident, if a person is discriminated against, that person 
could potentially have a legal cause of action against the person that 
discriminated against them. It gives them the right to sue someone; that does 
not mean that they automatically win. You will not get a citation or ticket. You 
could be served with a civil lawsuit. 

A member of the audience had a question pertaining to Section 8, which 
states, "Any person claiming to be aggrieved by an unlawful discriminatory act 
under the provisions of the Non-Discrimination Ordinance shall have cause of 
action in any court of competent jurisdiction." 

Mr. Ansunsolo stated it is the claimant that needs to file a complaint with 
BOLl. The claimant calls up and talks to a representative from BOLl. The 
claimant needs to show what has happened and what harm has occurred. At 
that point, there is an investigation, which is done by BOLl in order to flush out 
enough evidence to either support or not support the allegation. Before you get 
to Court, you need the right to sue from his agency. Only 1 0% to 20% of all 
claims do they find anything. The state gets 1,500 to 2,000 complaints per year. 
That is a very small number. Of that, only a small percentage of those 
complaints would be filed under this. When filed, even a small number will be 
actual cause; you have to have sufficient evidence that you were in fact 
discriminated against. 

An audience member asked does not creating the equality for a gender 
identity issue create a defense. 

Mr. Ansunsolo stated that is not an absolute defense. If you had some 
kind of gender change, you would have some protection there. You would have 
some defense. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that he has never seen a law on the books 
that relate to the incorrect gender going into the restroom. Commissioner 
Lennox once saw a former Circuit Court Judge protecting the door while a female 
companion was using the men's restroom. Commissioner Lennox stated that he 
did some research on this to see if there was a law, he could not find any. 

Eric Nisley, District Attorney, stated he does not know of any law, which 
prohibits a man or woman from using the other restroom. There are laws on the 
books of criminal law that prohibits certain behavior in the bathroom. He used 
the example of installing cameras in a bathroom. As to the dressing room, the 
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expectation of the privacy is based on the place where people would normally 
have that expectation. This ordinance would never stop the police from 
questioning a person on what they are doing, etc. 

Mr. Ansunsolo stated that the state has had complaints from women 
working at a restaurant where the owner had peepholes. The state looks at that 
as sexual harassment. 

Mr. Ansunsolo stated if we look at other jurisdictions, that have adopted 
similar ordinances, you would find that they do not have many complaints. If you 
feel that somehow you are giving special rights to people, you are not. You are 
protecting the rights of individuals. The state gets very few veterans complaints. 
Does that mean that we should not protect their rights? The laws should be in 
place for those very few that have complaints. 

Georgia Murray stated that this is an ordinance for just the unincorporated 
areas of the County. Does the Court or Wasco County have a contract with the 
Oregon Bureau of Labor & Industries (BOLl) for this purpose? 

Judge Ericksen responded by stating that we do not have a contract with 
BOLl. 

Mrs. Murray asked what it will cost the county for the state to handle 
complaints, and how is it going to be funded? 

Mr. Ansunsolo stated that the cost is per complaint. He is not sure about 
the cost since there is no contract with Wasco County. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the testimony from Dan Gardner at the first 
Public Hearing was a sum total of $20,000 divided between all the enforcements 
that were done. 

A member of the audience asked that the Court consider the effect if the 
ordinance is passed, and if the ordinance is not passed. 

Judge Ericksen asked if there were any more questions from the Court for 
Mr. Ansunsolo. There was none. 

Judge Ericksen thanked Rudy Ansunsolo for attending today's hearing. 

At 11 :58 a.m. the Public Hearing was closed for deliberations. 
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Judge Ericksen stated that the County Court has already conducted two 
required public hearings; today's hearing makes three. The Court is ready to 
deliberate on the proposed adoption of the Wasco County Non-Discrimination 
Ordinance. 

The Court recessed at 12 p.m. 

At 12:11 p.m. Judge Ericksen called the Public Hearing in the matter of 
the adoption of the proposed Wasco County Non-Discrimination Ordinance back 
to order. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the testimony has been good and the 
correspondence has been well written from both sides. He sat down last night 
and reviewed the file. It was interesting reading and he appreciates the quality of 
the testimony. We have a lot of friends and concerned citizens on both sides of 
the issue. With the presentations made it makes for a difficult decision. It is 
either yes or no, no compromise. This ordinance only covers the unincorporated 
area. The scope of this ordinance is for a large area with a low population. As 
our county counsel has explained the ordinance creates a right or cause of 
action; it does not criminalize activity. Criminal activity is of a higher level that 
supersedes anything that this covers. Religion, Christianity, and morality have 
been cited from both sides. That should be a pretty good reason not to base this 
decision on religion. If men of the cloth who have studied religion have a 
difference of opinion, it is not the government's position to tell you who is right or 
who is wrong. The principal of the separation of church and state is perfectly 
exemplified here. That is why churches are allowed to teach how they believe 
and government makes law based on the welfare of the society. We do not 
make laws based on how we interpret our religious readings of the bible. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the Court is not here to promote any particular 
kind of activity, or decide whether any kind of activity is moral or not. We are not 
here to create some third tier of human sexuality, or to apply specific religious 
beliefs to the creation of laws or to legalize criminal activity. We are here to 
determine if there is a potential need to prohibit discrimination against a group of 
people, to decide whether to wait for state law or to act now, and to determine if 
the ordinance has proper wording to accomplish that. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the intent and the consequence of passing the 
ordinance should have little or no effect on the people of this community. Both 
sides have said that they do not believe in discrimination. If everybody believed 
that, we would not need this ordinance. The detrimental affects to those that are 
discriminated against seem to be real. People have testified that there is no 
need for the ordinance. Judge Ericksen stated that he runs into discrimination on 
a regular basis in this community by people that do not even recognize they are 
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discriminating. He feels the need has been presented to the Court; the urgency 
has not. Should the Court wait to protect people after acts have occurred? That 
is the question. Is it better to act now because we have not cited specific cases; 
just people telling us what happened to them? This is a case of preventive 
medicine. This does not preclude anyone from practicing their religion. Judge 
Ericksen stated he raised his family; they go to church. He does not go out and 
force the people to work for him to have his values. He does not force his 
neighbors or the community to have his values. We are not imposing anything 
on them; they can practice freely as they do now. We are just protecting people 
to be able to live in the community to have a job and employment. Judge 
Ericksen stated that he is in favor of the ordinance. 

Commissioner Holliday thanked everybody for coming today. She also 
wished to thank the people for the letters that they sent. The ones that I received 
directly, I tried to answer most all of them that I could. I ran out of time; there 
were a lot of them. So if I didn't answer your letter it wasn't because I didn't read 
it, it is because I simply ran out of time. 

Commissioner Holliday stated that it seems that there is a lot of concern 
here, over the scientific aspect and the lifestyle choice about this ordinance. I do 
not believe it is the charge of the Wasco County Court to determine that 
question. I think there are a lot of people talking about it, but I don't think it is up 
to the three of us to determine whether that's a lifestyle choice or whether it isn't. 
I think that it will be talked about for a whole long time. It's been talked about for 
a whole long time in the past and surely you don't want us to make that decision 
here today. 

Commissioner Holliday stated that she was therefore going to limit her 
decision to discrimination only. This Ordinance in my mind addresses basic 
rights; a place to live and the ability to apply for and compete for a job equally 
and with out discrimination. That is all it says. I remember not long ago I was 
watching a program on OPB about integration and segregation and 
discrimination in the 60s in the south. You know I can't even sit and watch that 
without being truly embarrassed about how we treated those black people in 
those days. I can't imagine how they felt being scared to go to bed at night for 
fear of being jerked out of their beds and hung. When you watch that you truly 
have to think, you know, what happened. What did we do? What went so wrong 
back then that we have finally at some time begin to say. You know I have heard 
people say why don't you send it to the vote of the people. That would be an 
easy way out. But when you apply that to what I was just talking about if you had 
sent segregation, integration, discrimination to a vote in Alabama in the 60s I 
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think we would have still been where we were back then. So while I was 
watching that show I was thinking about some words that just kind of popped in 
my mind and some of those were tolerance, equality, fairness, kindness, and 
acceptance. 

Commissioner Holliday stated to end my part of this discussion I just want 
to say I once read a quote I think it is pretty applicable here today and it goes like 
this: One cannot balance the scales with facts when both sides are weighted 
down with opinions. We have heard lots of all of that today. I truly appreciate 
this discussion. I think we have all come together somewhat. Maybe we don't 
think so now, but I think we have heard each other's opinions, we have listened 
to them with respect, and I appreciate that; and like Judge Ericksen, I am ready 
to support this ordinance. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that the other Court members have stolen 
his thunder. As a new Commissioner, he is learning a lot. He did not spend 27 
years working as a law enforcement officer in protecting individual rights not to 
support those who did not have a voice. This is not creating special rights for 
anyone. It is providing everyone with the same rights. He has spent some time 
as a white male in this society; we do not recognize the discrimination against 
those who are different. 

Commissioner Lennox stated as to the sexual orientation piece; he has 
confronted folks that were emotional distraught. He recognized the pain and 
suffering when a person is not accepted into our society. They have done 
nothing wrong but they feel isolated and rejected. This lets Wasco County say 
that we are looking past the cover and looking deeper to support the individual. 
Commissioner Lennox stated that he supports the ordinance and the concept. 
He was unaware of the problem because he was not a victim. That is why this 
ordinance is important. He thanked everyone for participating and opening his 
eyes to give him a boarder perspective. 

Judge Ericksen stated that Commissioner Holliday has already addressed 
his first question. She has expressed her reluctance to put this matter to the vote 
of the people. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that he also has to reflect on the larger 
picture; he has to go back to what Commissioner Holliday brought up in regards 
to the segregation issue. He feels we, as a community needs to take the bolder 
approach and move forward. He does not see it as a vote at this time. 
Commissioner Lennox stated that he understands that the State has passed a 
similar law. One thing we added to the ordinance is if the State law becomes 
effective, the ordinance would become null and void. 
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Judge Ericksen stated that the next question is the effective date. 
Currently it states that the ordinance will become effective 90 days after its 
adoption. 

Commissioner Holliday and Commissioner Lennox were fine with the 
current language. 

The Court also agreed to the inclusion of Section 9 (a), which would make 
the ordinance null and void if and when the state law becomes effective. 

{{{Commissioner Lennox moved to approve the adoption of the 
Wasco County Non-Discrimination Ordinance as presented. Commissioner 
Holliday seconded the motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

The Non-Discrimination Ordinance will become effective in 90 days. 

The Public Hearing adjourned at 12:32 P.M. 

The Court recessed until 3 p.m. 

At 3:07 p.m. the Court reconvened at the Public Works Building 
Conference Room to consider the Economic Development Staffing 
recommendation from the Wasco County Economic Development Commission. 

Kathy McBride, Administrative Assistant, informed the Court of the 
process undertaken by the County to solicit and receive proposals for the 
Economic Development Staffing Contract with Wasco County. 

Keith Mobley, Chair of the Wasco County Economic Development 
Commission, presented the recommendation of the Commission. Mr. Mobley 
stated that the County received a proposal from the Columbia Gorge Community 
College and the Mid Columbia Economic Development District. The proposals 
were distributed to the 10 Commission Members. Seven of the ten completed 
the evaluation. The scores were provided. Since it was close, they decided to 
have the Commission Members vote. The vote was eight to two in favor of the 
proposal from the Columbia Gorge Community College. The Commission is 
recommending that the County contract with the College for Fiscal Year 2007-
2008. 
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{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to accept the recommendation of 
the Wasco County Economic Development Commission that the County 
accept the proposal from the Columbia Gorge Community College to 
provide economic development staffing services to Wasco County and the 
Wasco County Economic Development Commission during Fiscal Year 
2007-2008 for the cost of $40,000.00. Commissioner Lennox seconded the 
motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

***It was the consensus of the County Court to support the release of 
the remaining funds in Wasco County's possession back to Mid Columbia 
Community Action Council for the completion of the Mid Columbia Food 
Facility Grant Project***. 

At 3:13p.m. before the discussion began on the establishment of a code 
enforcement procedure, Glenn Pierce, Wasco Sherman Public Health 
Environmental Health Supervisor, presented to the Court a plaque on behalf of 
the Association of Oregon Recyclers for Wasco County's involvement in the 
Tri-County Household Hazardous Waste Program. 

Present: Glenn Pierce, Environmental Health Supervisor; Lynnette 
Benjamin, Wasco Sherman Public Health Director; Pat Bozanich, Household 
Hazardous Waste Coordinator; Todd Cornett, Planning & Development Director; 
Rick Eiesland, Sheriff; John Arens, Executive Director of Mid Columbia Council 
of Governments; and Niiki Lesich, City of The Dalles Code Enforcement Officer. 

Todd Cornett, Planning & Development Director, noted that for the past 
five or six years the code enforcement on the planning and health sides has been 
within the departments themselves. Last year the County partially funded the 
code enforcement person sharing in the cost with the Household Hazardous 
Waste Fund. We had a year of having the position. The position is no longer 
funded. The County is in the position of what do we do now. The County is 
looking at establishing some sort of code enforcement policy to address code 
violations. 

Glenn Pierce, Environmental Health Supervisor, stated that the Wasco 
Sherman Public Health Department has been using Pat Bozanich's service this 
last year on solid waste code enforcement. There are health issues associated 
with these complaints throughout the year. Mr. Pierce explained the process that 
is undertaken by the Health Department when a complaint comes in. 

Mr. Cornett stated that the County is looking at adopting an ordinance that 
will address issues from both departments. 
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Commissioner Holliday asked if there are any funds available for the 
restatement of the code enforcement program if the County is able to come up 
with matching funds. 

The Court was informed that the funds are no longer available through the 
Health Department. Nor is it appropriate for the County to use Household 
Hazardous Waste (HHW) funding, which is intended to be used for hazardous 
waste projects within the Tri-County area, consisting of the Counties of Hood 
River, Sherman, and Wasco. 

Mr. Cornett went over his handout entitled "Wasco County Planning 
Department Code Enforcement Policy Options Without A Code Enforcement 
Officer". 

[[[A copy of the handout from Todd Cornett, Planning & Development 
Director, entitled "Wasco County Planning Department Code Enforcement 
Policy Options Without A Code Enforcement Officer" is hereto attached 
and made a part of this record.]]] 

Some discussion occurred regarding the issue of junk vehicles. 
Mr. Cornett stated that the issue of handling junk vehicles would need to be 
looked at further to see if we want to do this. The Sheriff's Department handles 
the ones that are on the public right-of-way; this addresses what is on private 
property. 

Niiki Lesich stated that the City of The Dalles has had over 100 abandon 
vehicle cases this year. They have only had one under this new legislation. The 
big key is to have an assessor for determining the value of the abandon vehicle. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that at one time all of the County's Deputy 
Sheriffs had a certificate to value vehicles. 

Mr. Cornett went over the section pertaining to Low Priority and the 
identified options. 

Mr. Cornett is recommending that the Court at least adopt the created 
definitions to better clarify what constitutes a violation. 

Pat Bozanich stated that the new proposed code is comprehensive. It 
gets rid of what is a health or land use violation. It creates a nuisance violation. 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 
REGULAR SESSION 
JULY11,2007 
PAGE17 

Rick Eiesland, Sheriff, stated that he feels we will run into some problems. 
If a vehicle is legally parked, they do not tag them since it is legal for the vehicle 
to be parked there. If that is going to be addressed, the Sheriff's Department will 
get the blunt of the work. If it were a call-by-cal I basis, they would handle that. 

Mr. Cornett continued going through the various options. Mr. Cornett is 
recommending that violations for both high and low priorities be taken 
anonymously. 

A lengthy discussion occurred. 

Judge Ericksen noted that the proposal from Mr. Cornett is how the 
Planning Department will respond to violations. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that most of the complaints that the Planning 
Department will receive would be low priority items; the County will address all 
high priority issues. 

Mr. Cornett stated that the priorities listed in his handout are the issues 
that the Planning Department would be dealing with. 

Mrs. Bozanich feels at the very least that the summary abatement section 
of the proposed ordinance should be adopted. 

Mr. Cornett recommended that the County adopt the high and low 
priorities. There is still a question about how to deal with junk vehicles. 
Mr. Cornett feels that we should adopt the summary abatement and portions of 
Chapter 3 under what constitutes nuisances. 

Mr. Pierce feels the County needs to continue to brainstorm on how we 
can fund a code enforcement person. 

Mr. Cornett stated that he recommends the following options under the 
"Violation Is Initiated" Section of the handout: #1, Option C; #2 High Priority, 
Option A; #2 Low Priority, Option B; #3 High Priority, Option A; #3 Low Priority, 
Option B; and #4, Option A. 

Judge Ericksen stated that he likes the recommendations of Mr. Cornett. 

Mr. Pierce stated that the County could poll the Tri-County Steering 
Committee to see if they would be supportive of Pat Bozanich continuing to 
spend time working on the proposed Code Enforcement Ordinance. 
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Judge Ericksen asked Mr. Pierce how he views these priorities with Public 
Health. 

Mr. Pierce stated it is hard to compare. They need the summary 
abatement tool. The abatement of nuisances is way past time to bring them up 
to date. 

Further discussion occurred regarding the possible adoption of a code 
enforcement ordinance and what impact adopting such an ordinance would have 
on the Wasco County Solid Waste and Disposal Ordinance. It was noted that 
there are sections in the Solid Waste and Disposal Ordinance that should be 
removed and/or amended. 

Commissioner Holliday stated that she thinks the summary abatement is 
fine. She is concerned with the County being so strict in these priorities, with the 
ability for the Court to make allowances on certain circumstances. 
Commissioner Holliday stated that it is part of the Court's job to respond to the 
public when we are convinced that there are certain circumstances that need to 
be addressed. 

Mr. Cornett will amend the proposed code enforcement procedure for the 
Planning Department, as discussed, for the Court's consideration and adoption. 

Mr. Pierce stated that the Public Health Department would look at every 
complaint; and if it is a safety or health issue, they will handle the complaint. 
Some complaints, however, will not be handled. 

Staff will visit amongst themselves before bringing back a proposed 
ordinance for the Court's consideration. 

At 5:36 p.m. the Court considered the approval of the Regular Session 
Consent Calendar of July 11, 2007. 

[[[A copy of the Regular Session Consent Calendar of July 11, 2007, 
is hereto attached and made a part of this record.]]] 

Todd Cornett, Wasco County Planning & Development Director, stated 
that the Wasco County Public Works Department needs to include the Planning 
& Development Department in the loop when considering any potential vacations 
of public right a way. The Planning Department needs to insure that the 
proposed vacation will not violate the County's Land Use and Development 
Ordinance. 
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{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the Regular Session 
Consent Calendar of July 11, 2007, as presented with the exception of 
Items #3 and #4. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then 
passed unanimously.}}} 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the recommendation of 
the Wasco County Wage & Classification Committee that the position of 
WIC Nutrition Program Assistant be filled. Commissioner Lennox 
seconded the motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the request that the 
Wasco County Fair Board be authorized to hire a temporary part time 
person for eight weeks. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it 
was then passed unanimously.}}} 

Judge Ericksen informed Tyler Stone, Wasco County Employee & 
Administrative Services Director that the temporary part time position for the 
Wasco County Fair does not need to be posted or advertised. 

The Court discussed items listed on the July 11 , 2007 Discussion List. 

[[[A copy of the July 11, 2007 Discussion List is hereto attached and 
made a part of this record.]]] 

Items discussed are as follows: 

Item #1 -The Court considered the request from John Edmundson, 
Oregon State Parks Trust, dated July 8, 2007. The Oregon State Parks Trust is 
looking for nominations of individuals who would be willing to serve on the 
Oregon State Parks Trust as a representative from the Mid-Columbia Region. 
Commissioner Lennox suggested Bruce Lumper and Commissioner Holliday 
suggested Barbara Bailey. Information received from the Oregon State Parks 
Trust will be forwarded to Mr. Lumper and Mrs. Bailey for their consideration. 

[[[A copy of the letter from John Edmundson, Oregon State Parks 
Trust, dated July 8, 2007, is hereto attached and made a part of this 
record.]]] 

The Court signed: 

- Oregon Liquor Control Commission Liquor License Application for Tygh Valley 
Saloon. 
- Oregon Secretary of State, Elections Division, Grant Agreement #909000 
between the Oregon Secretary of State and Wasco County. 
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-Ordinance in the matter of the adoption of a Non-Discrimination Ordinance. 

The Court adjourned at 5:51 p.m. 

Dan Ericksen,··eot:rtlty Judge 

Bill Lennox, County Commissioner 
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-Order in the matter of vacating a portion of Pole County Road, located in Wasco 
County, Oregon. 
-Order in the matter of vacating a portion of Martin Public Road, located in 
Wasco County, Oregon. 
- Ordinance in the matter of the adoption of a Non-Discrimination Ordinance. 

The Court adjourned at 5:51 p.m. 
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CONSENT CALENDAR 

1. Oregon Liquor Control Commission Liquor License Application for Tygh 
Valley Saloon. 

2. Oregon Secretary of State, Elections Division, Grant Agreement #909000 
between the Oregon Secretary of State and Wasco County. 

3. Order in the matter of vacating a portion of Pole County Road, located in 
Wasco County, Oregon. 

4. Order in the matter of vacating a portion of Martin Public Road, located in 
Wasco County, Oregon. 
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WASCO COUNTY COURT 
REGULAR SESSION 

July 11, 2007 

DISCUSSION LIST 

1. Discussion on the letter received from John Edmundson, Oregon State Parks 
Trust, dated July 8, 2007. 

2. Approval of the request from Jim Slusher, Mid Columbia Community Action 
Council, for Wasco County to release the remaining funds in Wasco County's 
possession for the Mid Columbia Food Facility Project, dated July 10, 2007. 

3. Discussion on the Settlement Agreement Form proposed to be used by the 
Sheriff's Department. 

4. Decision on the request from the Wasco County Fair Board to hire an additional 
part time person for eight weeks at an hourly salary of $8.00 to $9.00 per hour. 

HIGH PRIORITY: 

1. Discussion on renewable energy; formation of County committee. 

2. Appointment of an individual to the Mt Hood Economic Alliance to replace 
Sal Sahme. 

3. Consideration of the request from Kay Tenold, Wasco County Fair Board, 
seeking assistance from the County, dated April 11 , 2006. 

4. Appointment of the Wasco County Wildfire Coordinator. 

5. Establishment of the Wasco County Wildfire Steering Committee. 

6. Discussion on Wildfire Mitigation Strategies listed in the Wasco County 
Community Wildfire Plan. 

7. Update of the Wasco County Ambulance Service Area Plan. 

MEDIUM PRIORITY: 

1. Discussion on farmable land in Wasco County. 

2. Discussion on the establishment of System Development Charges. 

LOW PRIORITY: 

1. Employee Recognition for Process Improvement. 
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ON HOLD TEMPORARILY: 

1. Posting packets on the website. 

2. Discussion on the possible reorder of the Sesquicentennial Flag for Wasco 
County, Oregon. (As per Fred, the cost will be $94.62 per flag for a 
minimum order of 12. The price will be higher for a flag order of 6 to 11 flags.) 

3. Storage request from the Wasco County-The Dalles Museum Commission. 
(On hold until after the Court conducts a walk through of County facilities.) 

INFORMATION ONLY: 
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