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NOW ON THIS DAY, November 14,2008, it appearing to the below 

signed Judge of this Court that the Court is in vacation and that the 

necessities of County business requires a Special Meeting of the Court. 

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That the Court 

convene at the hour of 9:00 a.m. on November 26, 2008, at the Wasco 

County Courthouse, County Courtroom 202, 511 Washington Street, 

The Dalles, Oregon, to meet in Special Session to conduct County business 

as required. 

DATED this 14th day of November, 2008. 

WASCO COUNTY COURT 
(; 

/ / 
/ ,,< 

1 - SPECIAL ORDER 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 

SPECIAL SESSION 

AGENDA 

NOVEMBER 26, 2008 

LOCATION: WASCO COUNTY COURTHOUSE, 
COUNTY COURTROOM #202, 

511 Washington Street, The Dalles, Oregon 

9:00 a.m. OPEN TO PUBLIC 

9:30 a.m. OPEN TO DEPARTMENTS 

9:45 a.m. REPORTS from Members of the County Court on Court activities. 

10:00 a.m. CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL of the Special Session Consent 
Calendar of November 26, 2008. 

CONSIDERATION of items listed on the Discussion List of November 26, 
2008. 

10:30 a.m. DISCUSSION on the potential use of the County owned Tenth Street 
Property located in The Dalles, Oregon. 

11:15 a.m. CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC HEARING on the request by Matt McCall 
for approval of a preliminary partition of a parcel involving a public road 
dedication and naming of the road. 

NOTE: THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO LAST MINUTE CHANGES. 

The facility is handicapped accessible. Please contact (541) 506-2520, 
if you need special accommodations to attend the meeting. 

TDD - 1-800-735-2900 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 
REGULAR SESSION 
NOVEMBER 26, 2008 

PRESENT: Dan Ericksen, County Judge 
Sherry Holliday, County Commissioner 
Bill Lennox, County Commissioner 
Kathy McBride, Executive Assistant 
Lauren Haney, County Court Assistant 

At 9:06 a.m. the meeting was called to order by Judge Ericksen. 

Marty Matherly, Wasco County Roadmaster, and Don Uhalde, Public Works 
Road Superintendent, met with the Court to discuss the letter from Henry (Hank) 
Hyde, dated October 14, 2008, in regards to snow removal at Sportsmans Park 
(Attached as Exhibit A). 

Matherly presented his comments in response to the letter from Mr. Hyde 
(Attached as Exhibit B). 

Discussion occurred in regards to the request from Hyde and the comments from 
Matherly. 

Commissioner Holliday expressed her concern with not providing snow removal 
services for one additional year. 

Matherly noted that the Public Works Department's situation has not changed 
even with the reauthorization of funding for another four years. The additional 
funding did not allow them to change their staffing level. 

Judge Ericksen informed the Commissioners of the meeting he had with 
Matherly. Matherly was not willing to develop a ten year plan, since the funding 
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will be gone before the end of the ten year period. Matherly does not want to hire 
anyone since he will eventually have to let them go. 

Matherly stated that they have determined what roads need servicing. The 
perfect storm could put them in jeopardy of not serving the roads that are the 
most significant. 

Matherly pointed out that there are more than 60 full time residents at Pine 
Hollow and other subdivisions in the County. Tooley Terrace is taking care of 
their roads themselves, while Pine Hollow recognizes that the Public Works 
Department cannot go in and snowplow and sand. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that the funding has not come back; it has just 
been reallocated for a short period of time. He feels the County needs to move 
forward and support the Public Works Department. 

Further discussion occurred. 

Matherly noted that Sportsman Park has equipment that they used last year. 

Judge Ericksen stated that some of the citizens of Sportsman Park heard the 
discussion last year and the conflicts in providing the service for another year. It 
was clear in the expectation last year that there would be a solution this year. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the County should write a nice letter. He feels we are 
being consistent with what we are doing in other areas of the County. 

Commissioner Lennox stated by writing this letter it does not mean the County is 
not sensitive to their needs. If there is truly a need we will respond to that need. 

{{{Commissioner Lennox moved to support the comments from Marty 
Matherly, Wasco County Roadmaster, in response to the letter from Henry 
Hyde for snow removal at Sportsman Park. Judge Ericksen seconded the 
motion; it passed by a vote of two to one. Judge Ericksen and 
Commissioner Lennox voted yes, while Commissioner Holliday voted 
no.}}} 

Todd Cornett, Wasco County Planning & Development Director, stated that we 
need a Court Member to serve on the Technical Advisory Committee. There will 
be a City Representative on the Committee, as well as a member from a new 
Bicycle Association. 

Cornett noted the benefit of having a Court member on the Technical Advisory 
Committee. The final aspect will be to change the County's Land Use and 
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Development Ordinance and to replace the transportation component in the 
Comprehensive Plan. They are looking at conducting five meetings between 
now and June 30, 2009. The first meeting will be held on December 17, 2008. 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to appoint Judge Dan Ericksen as the 
County Court's Representative on the Wasco County Technical Advisory 
Committee. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then 
passed unanimously.}}} 

Lynnette Benjamin, Wasco Sherman Public Health Director, stated that the 
Public Health District formation meeting has been set for December 1, 2008, 
from 2 p.m. to 4:30 p.m. at the Moro Senior Center in Sherman County. 

Benjamin stated that the Public Health Official needs to be in place prior to her 
leaving the County's employment on December 31, 2008. She is looking at 
appointing someone from within until a permanent replacement has been 
appointed. 

Benjamin presented to the Court a handout from the Coalition of Local Health 
Officials, which she received at conference last week (Attached as Exhibit C). 

Some discussion occurred. 

Benjamin encouraged the Court to read the report. 

Commissioner Lennox encouraged Benjamin to contact the local news media to 
talk about public health. 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the Oregon Liquor Control 
Commission Liquor License for Dry Hollow Vineyards. Commissioner 
Lennox seconded the motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

Erica Jones, Employee & Administrative Services Administrative Assistant, met 
with the Court in regards to step increases after a lay off or a recall. A handout 
was presented to the Court in regards to Rick Saldivar who was recently recalled 
back to employment at the Public Works Department (Attached as Exhibit D). 

Discussion occurred. 

Lynn Rasmussen, Finance Director, stated that it is her impression not to have 
the three month layoff period count since it was not time worked. There is a 
difference between seniority date and step date. 
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***It was the consensus of the County Court to have the employee work 
one year between steps***. 

Tyler Stone, Wasco County Employee & Administrative Services Director, stated 
that he will prepare a policy for the Court's adoption. 

Stone discussed several issues with the Court at this time. The first issue was in 
regards to the new home being set up at the fairgrounds for the Fairgrounds 
Caretaker. They are hoping to have the Caretaker back in the home by January, 
2009. 

Some discussion occurred. 

Stone informed the Court that he does not know how much it will cost for the 
necessary electrical, plumbing and sheet rock work that is needed. 

The next issue to be discussed with the Court was the call Stone received from 
the Oregon Parks and Recreation Department. The County was successful in 
the grant process. The County has received a proposal from Tenneson 
Engineering. The Fair Board wants to move forward with the planning piece. 

Judge Ericksen noted that the County Court will probably have to do a 
contingency transfer later in the year for the Facilities Department. 

Stone presented to the Court a copy of the letter from Lynda Hunt (Attached as 
Exhibit E). He noted that the Fair Board is conducting a planning meeting which 
will address Step 2 in the Parks Grant Process. 

Cornett stated that the County will need to have the A-1 updates adopted before 
any construction can be done since we will have a non-conforming use. 

Discussion occurred. 

Stone discussed with the Court the Youth Services Building Project. The Court 
has a proposed Agreement with Kase Construction in the Court Packet. The 
Agreement is being reviewed by County Counsel Eric Nisley. Nisley is in the 
process of amending the Agreement. 

Stone noted that he has some prices to finish the upgrades that are over and 
above what the insurance will cover. They are as follows: $11 ,590 for the 
window upgrade and $8,500 for the heat pump. Stone is recommending that the 
Court transfer funds from the Contingency Account to cover these upgrades. 
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The Court felt that it made no sense to not upgrade the windows and heat pump 
while the repairs are being made. 

Stone informed the Court that the County has a tentative final agreement with the 
Wasco County Law Enforcement Association which is sitting on the attorney's 
desk. He is waiting for the agreement to move forward. 

Stone stated that the Court has in their Court Packet the Zero Tolerance Drug 
Policy, which has been discussed at Quest. The County is out of compliance 
with our Policy. 

Some discussion occurred regarding Section 6.5 in the proposed Policy. Judge 
Ericksen stated if the Last Chance Agreement requires no drug or alcohol use 
then the Zero Tolerance Policy should not allow any use either. 

Stone will amend some of the language within Section 6.5. 

The Court will place this item on the Court's Agenda for December 3, 2008. 

Rasmussen stated that she would disclose this proposed Policy to all employees. 
Implementing post employment random drug testing resulted in a big discussion 
before the Quest group. She suggested that the County should talk to 
employees before the Court adopts the Policy. 

Stone noted that the County reserves the right to random drug testing. We 
currently have random drug testing for safety sensitive positions. 

Commissioner Holliday referred Stone to Page 4. She asked who would pay for 
the retest option and does insurance cover treatment, as required under the 
performance agreement. 

Stone replied that the County's insurance does have some coverage but he does 
not know how many times it would be covered. 

Commissioner Holliday suggested that the proposed Policy be sent to the 
Department Heads for distribution to all staff members within their Department. 

Judge Ericksen suggested that the Court discuss the policy on December 3rd with 
the final consideration being made on December 17, 2008. 

Stone will send out the policy to Departments for their review. 
Stone informed the Court that he has received another request for a credit card 
machine. The Planning & Development Department is ready to move forward. 
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Stone has a proposed contract with a credit card processor. The demand is out 
there. Does the Court want to move forward? 

Discussion occurred. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that this issue needs to be discussed further. It 
was previously discussed that the jurisdiction would be under the Finance 
Department. 

Rasmussen stated that Patty Latham, Wasco County Treasurer, will probably be 
the one to drive it. She would be the one to discuss this issue with. 

The Court directed Staff to prepare an Order transferring funds from Contingency 
for the Youth Services Building Improvements. The Court will consider the 
approval of the Order next week. 

Sheriff Rick Eiesland stopped in briefly to report on several recent arrests. 

The Court recessed at 10:33 a.m. 

At 10:39 a.m. the Court reconvened. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the County has conducted a study and report on the 
possible use of the County owned property. The County needs to know from 
The Dalles Youth Center Coalition what they need from the County. 

Ryan LeBreton thanked the Court for getting the grant from the Ford Foundation 
to do the research. LeBreton presented to the Court a brief written report 
(Attached as Exhibit F). He went over the report at this time. 

At 10:44 a.m. Eric Nisley, Wasco County District Attorney/County Counsel, 
stopped in. Nisley discussed with the Court the proposed Agreement with Kase 
Construction. He suggested that the Court approve the Agreement today subject 
to County Counsel's approval. The County already has a verbal agreement with 
Kase Construction. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the Court wants to see the Agreement before they 
approve it. The Court will approve the Agreement next week. 
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LeBreton noted that they have met with the Boys and Girls Club eight months 
ago. By the end of the meeting both groups had come together. Since that 
meeting they have lost some of the concepts of having a club. The 
Representatives of a Boys and Girls Club has raised some money that they will 
give to the Youth Center for programs. They will all be a part of the Youth Center 
Coalition. 

LeBreton noted that in June, 2008 they received their 501(3) (c) Non-Profit. They 
are getting a post office box. In October, 2008 they voted on the first official 
Youth Center Coalition Board. 

LeBreton presented to the Court a flow diagram for The Dalles Youth Center 
Coalition (Attached as Exhibit G). There have been 15 groups that have been 
present at meetings, or have said they want to be represented. 

LeBreton stated that the Youth Center Coalition is looking for some sort of 
commitment from the County. They cannot go after any money without a 
commitment. They are requesting a letter of intent from the County. LeBreton 
stated that there are monies out there for youth programs. This property is 
instrumental in making this happen. 

Judge Ericksen asked about a timeline. The County would consider giving the 
Coalition five years to raise the needed funds for the development of a Youth 
Center. 

Some discussion occurred. 

Lori Waters, Vice President, stated that the letter of intent would allow them to 
start getting grants written. As money comes in they would like to build 
structures there within the next five years. Stan recommends a 25 year lease 
with a 25 year renewal. 

LeBreton stated that he feels it will be at least 24 months until they would be 
doing anything out there. 

Mary Stevens stated that this would be a center park that would make our city a 
fabulous place for people to move here. By September, 2009, the local school 
district needs to have a building to put the District's After School Program. They 
will need to find a temporary location. They would like to know in five years that 
they would have their buildings at least started. If they start building in stages we 
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could have the areas that we need five years down the line for the activities that 
we start now. The District has asked them to come on board now. 
This would be an excellent community effort. 

Kathy McBride, Executive Assistant, asked about the operational plan to keep 
the doors open. 

LeBreton stated that they have a business plan. They need the property; the 
letter of intent does not cost anything. If the Coalition is not building on the 
property within five years the County could have the property back. 

LeBreton noted that he has an outline that he and Stan have worked out which 
includes feasibility and sustainability plans. 

Further discussion occurred. 

During the discussion it was noted that the swimming pool will remain at its 
current location at Thompson Park. 

Several questions were asked by Staff. 

LeBreton noted that they need 3.5 acres. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that he would like to see some examples of letters 
of intent. 

LeBreton will contact Stan to request a good example of a letter of intent. 

Judge Ericksen stated that he wants the letter of intent to be specific since he will 
not be here when the Coalition breaks ground. 

***It was the consensus of the County Court to move forward with the 
approval of a letter of intent for the Youth Services Coalition for the 
utilization of a portion of the County's Tenth Street Property for a Youth 
Center***. 

At 11 :28 a.m. Dan Spatz, Historic The Dalles Days Representative, requested 
that the Court invite Governor Ted Kulongoski to next year's Oregon Territorial 
Express. He presented to the Court a copy of the minutes of the Historic 
The Dalles Days Planning Committee. 
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At 11 :32 a.m. Judge Ericksen called the Continuation of Public Hearing to order. 

There were two people in attendance. 

Judge Ericksen read a statement from Eric Jones, Associate Planner (Attached 
as Exhibit H). 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to continue the Public Hearing on the 
request by Matt McCall for approval of a preliminary partition involving a 
public road dedication and naming of the road until December 17, 2008, at 
11 a.m. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then passed 
unanimously.}}} 

The Public Hearing recessed at 11:33 a.m. 

Other Business: 

Todd Cornett, Wasco County Planning & Development Director, discussed 
several issues with the Court at this time. 

The first issue to be discussed was in regards to Ken Thomas' appeal of the 
County's Non-Conforming Use Ordinance. Mr. Cornett is requesting that the 
County retain Legal Counsel to defend the County's decision. 

Judge Ericksen suggested that the County retain Will Carey as our County 
Counsel. 

Mr. Cornett stated that it appears that UPC will be withdrawing their land use 
application. He has not received confirmation. 

Some discussion occurred regarding the possible withdrawal of the UPC Land 
Use Application. 

Mr. Cornett presented to the Court several handouts in regards to new dwellings 
(Attached as Exhibit 1). 

Mr. Cornett stated that he received a phone call from Judy Davis, Columbia River 
Gorge Commissioner. Mrs. Davis informed him that she received a phone call 
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from the Gorge Commission's legal counsel. The issue that is pertinent to 
Wasco County is on Page 2 of the first handout. 

Mr. Cornett then referred the Court to his second handout which has been 
highlighted. He stated that even though the act may say we can't do it, the 
Management Plan said we can do it. Under the review of the updated Scenic 
Area Management Plan the Gorge Commission took the opportunity to bring this 
issue back up. 

Mr. Cornett read a portion of the first paragraph on Page 3 of the first handout. 
He noted that this issue was in the federal jurisdiction of the Oregon Court. It is 
not in effect right now because the appeal period has not expired. It appears it is 
clear about the unambiguous language. We should not be allowing development 
within the Rowena Dell Area. 

Mr. Cornett is concerned with a taking. The third handout was reviewed. 
Mr. Cornett stated in regards to our Non-Conforming Use Ordinance; it does not 
really matter for the properties already developed. All the ones listed as 
residentially development will be ok. 

As to the ones without accessory structures; if you go back to the language 
under (4) they refer to the accessory structures as not being a major structure. 

Mr. Cornett state that there are three properties listed as a no under the 
residentially developed column. These three properties were discussed at this 
time. 

Mr. Cornett stated if someone makes an application he is concerned with a 
takings claim against Wasco County. If it is found to be in the applicant's favor; 
Wasco County would be forced to pay based on the County's Ordinance. That 
puts us in a position of whether you want to direct the Planning & Development 
Department to make contact with these property owners to let them know of this 
ruling. There is a time limit to filing the appeal. The other tactic is to wait until 
someone makes an application. This way we would not put ourselves in a 
position of a taking. 

Discussion occurred. 

Mr. Cornett recommended that we amend our Ordinance next year to remove the 
ability to allow a dwelling in that area. 

***It was the consensus of the County Court that Staff from the Wasco 
County Planning & Development Department write a letter to notify the 
property owners about the Court ruling***. 
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At 12:08 p.m. the Court recessed. 

At 2:49 p.m. the Court reconvened. 

Other Business: 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the Special Session Consent 
Calendar of November 26, 2008, as presented. Commissioner Lennox 
seconded the motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

Item #2 

***It was the consensus of the County Court to support the request from 
the Wasco County Fair Board in sponsoring the cost of serving cake in 
celebration of the State's Sesquicentennial during the Wasco County Fair 
in August, 2009***. 

Item #5- The Court discussed the letter received from Joan Shea, dated 
November 21, 2008, in regards to the Community Development Block Grant 
Program. It is the preference of the Court to preserve our capability of applying 
for grants for other projects, rather than supporting the request from Joan Shea. 
The Court is willing to hear a presentation from Ms. Shea regarding her proposed 
project. 

Item #7 -The Court will discuss at a later date the County Court Schedule for 
2009. Commissioner Holliday would like the Court to conduct some evening 
meetings throughout the County. 

Item #8- The Court supports the proposed radio stations schedules for 2009. 

Item #12- The Court discussed the need to continue to have the services of the 
Wasco County Wage and Classification Committee. 
Mr. Stone stated that he feels that the County needs to conduct a salary survey, 
which the Committee could use to base their recommendations on. 
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Judge Ericksen directed staff to contact Marty Matherly, Road master, to let him 
know that he has not been appointed to serve on the Wage and Classification 
Committee. 

The issue of the responsibilities and purpose of the Wasco County Wage 
and Classification Committee will be discussed with Committee Members at a 
later date. 

Item #13 - Staff was directed to remove this item from the Discussion List. 

Item #14 - Mr. Stone informed the Court that the insurance coverage for the 
Wasco County Fairgrounds was reduced. This item can be removed from the 
Discussion List. 

Item #1 0 -The Court discussed the fee waiver request from the City of Maupin. 

{{{Commissioner Lennox moved to deny the fee waiver request from the 
City of Maupin with regrets. Commissioner Holliday seconded the motion; 
it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

Items #11 and #15 will be left on the Discussion List. 

Item #16 - Staff was directed to remove this item. 

Other Business: 

{{{Commissioner Lennox moved to approve the Merchant Application and 
Agreement between Health District Agency and Wasco Sherman Public 
Health Department. Commissioner Holliday seconded the motion; it was 
then passed unanimously.}}} 

The Court signed: 

- Regular Session Minutes of February 20, 2008. 
- Regular Session Minutes of March 5, 2008. 
- Special Session Minutes of March 26, 2008. 
- Regular Session Minutes of April 2, 2008. 
- Regular Session Minutes of April 9, 2008. 
- Special Session Minutes of April 24, 2008. 
- Regular Session Minutes of May 7, 2008. 
-Work Session Minutes of May 14, 2008. 
- Regular Session Minutes of June 18, 2008. 
-Agreement between Kase Construction and Wasco County. 
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- Order in the matter of the cancellation of certain uncollectible Personal Property 
Taxes. 
- Merchant Application and Agreement between Health District Agency and 
Wasco Sherman Public Health Department. 
- Oregon Liquor Control Commission Liquor License for Dry Hollow Vineyards. 

The Court adjourned at 3:25 p.m. 

County Commiss 

~ke 
Bill Lennox, County Commissioner 



SPORTSMANS PARK, 124 LAKE WAY, WAMIC, OR 97063-9736 

October 14,2008 

Wasco County Circuit Court 
POBox 1400 
The Dalles, OR 97058-1400 

RE: Snow removal Sportsman's Park 
Wasco County Order of 16 Jan 2008 

ATTN: Sherry Holliday 

Dear Wasco Country Circuit Court: 

1. I am asking that the County reconsider adding Sportsman's Park to the County Snow Removal 
Plan. 

2. Our community has grown to sixty full year residences, with the need to have a reliable means to 
ingress and egress the community. We need a plowed road from Wamic to the entrance of 
Sportsman's Park to service the School Bus, Mail Carriers, Trades people, and Emergency 
services as well as the residents. 

3. Our community will clear the roads interior to the association's development, but our 1940 
vintage grader is rapidly ageing, and can not be expected to remove snow on 48 Road, or down 
Wamic Market road to the County Yard. 

4. I understand that the County Plan includes Highway 216 to Grass Valley, serving four families, 
Driver Road serving two families, Campbell lane serving two families, Smock Prarie Road 
serving a small hand full of families. We ask that the much larger community of Sportsman's 
Park be given the same consideration. 

5. With the recent passing of the Financial Recovery Act, restoring funding to the Secure Rural 
Schools and Communities Self Determination Act, funding should be available for the next 
several years, and with the steady increaSe in full year residences, a permanent solution to winter 
access to Sportsman's Park is necessary. 

6. With the recent timber thinning operations in the Sportsman's Park area the Mt Hood Forest 
Service may have some discretionary funds for the County, and maybe these could offset funding 
problems. 

7. With the use of the Rock Creek area as an All Terrain Vehicle Recreation Area, Oregon State 
Parks Division may be willing to write a grant for winter access. 

Sincerely, 

Heruy H (Hank) Hyde, Chairman 

Sportsman's Park Homeowners Association 



Message 

Marty Matherly 

• Jm: Marty Matherly 

Sent: Monday, November 10, 2008 8:31AM 

To: Dan Ericksen; Sherry Holliday 

Subject: RE: Sportsman's Park Letter 

Page 1 of2 

R.u-i& 
II b(,)o~ 

t'~<=D.•bt\: 6 

I wasn't sure who was making the formal response. Below were mainly my comments to the bullet points in Mr. Hyde's 
letter. 

However, you can probably tell from my comments below; I feel the county should not accept the responsibility of this 
maintenance to this subdivision. If we do, and this is only one point, it could be perceived as not fair to other homeowner 
associations. Perhaps some may expect the same attention? 

Please let me know if you would like me to draft a short letter in response. And, if you want us to plow or not. 

Marty Matherly 
Wasco County Roadmaster 
2705 East 2nd Street 
The Dalles, Or. 97058 
Office : 541.506.2646 
Cell: 541.980.3969 
martym@co.wasco.or.us 

-----Original Message----
From: Dan Ericksen 
Sent: Monday, November 10, 2008 7:52AM 
To: Marty Matherly; Sherry Holliday 
Subject: RE: Sportsman's Park Letter 

Is this the response they will receive, or is one of us making the formal response? 

From: Marty Matherly 
Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2008 2:45 PM 
To: Dan Ericksen; Sherry Holliday 
Subject: Sportsman's Park Letter 

Dan and Sherry, 

My comments: 

1. Sportsman's Park Homeowners Association is requesting the county to snow plow a section of Road 48. This 
section of roadway is a forest service road is defined as a local access road. That means, Wasco County will need to 
satisfy the requirements in ORS 368.031 if the Court wishes to add Sportsman's Park to the County Snow Response 
Plan. (Same as what we did last year). 

2. Wasco County Snow Response Plan plows Rock Creek Dam County Road westerly to the forest service 
boundary. This road is a first day snow route road. 

3. Same response as # 2. 

4. Wasco County does not snow plow, nor do we do maintenance on US Highway 216 (to Grass 

11/26/2008 



Public Health 
Prevent. Promote. Protect. 

Coalition of Local Health Officials 

November 2008 

Dear Commissioner: 

Recently the Coalition of Local Health Officials (CLHO) embarked on a statewide local public health 
capacity assessment, in which your public health Administrator/Division Manager participated. This is 
the first time that an assessment of the local system has been completed in Oregon. Attached to this 
letter you will find a copy of our recently released report. 

CLHO decided to produce this capacity assessment at this time because there has been increasing 
legislative curiosity about the state of our public health system. In an ever increasing competitive 
environment for state general fund, legislators want to know the extent of the need. This report clearly 
shows that there is a gap between how local public health authorities are currently funded, and being 
fully functional. 

Please take an opportunity to read the report and discuss the findings with your public health 
administrator/ manager. 

CLHO used a tool developed by the National Association of County and City Health Officials to 
measure the status of our local system, based on the ten essential functions of public health. These ten 
essential functions are the basis of the "Operational Definition" of a fully functional local health 
department. This definition will most likely be the foundation upon which local health departments are 
accredited, beginning voluntarily in 20 I I. Accreditation could become a critical determinant of future 
federal funding. 

Those functions are: 

• Monitor health status to identify community health problems 
• Diagnose and investigate health problems and health hazards in the community 
• Inform, educate and empower people about health issues 
• Mobilize community partnerships to identify and solve health problems 
• Develop policies and plans that support individual and community health efforts 
• Enforce laws and regulations that protect health and ensure safety 
• Link people to needed personal health services and assure the provision of health care when 

otherwise unavailable 
• Assure a competent public health and personal health care workforce 
• Evaluate effectiveness, accessibility, and quality of personal and population-based health services 
• Research for new insights and innovative solutions to health problems 

If these functions are fulfilled, community-specific issues will be identified, best practices implemented, 
and evaluation will occur that assures effective and efficient efforts to promote and protect the 
community's health. 

Contact Us: Linda Fleming, Executive Director, Coalition of Local Health Officials 
PO Box 4281 Fossil, OR 97830 1541-763-3740 1541-763-3579 (fax) 



The capacity assessment findings: 

• While there is capacity in every function, there are significant gaps in capacity in every region of 
the state and 43 percent gap statewide. 

• Those areas that have specific and targeted funding show better capacity than those areas that 
are less service oriented, and more about community mobilization, evaluation, policy 
development, and innovative practice. Silo funding, however, limits local public health in its 
ability to target community specific issues with interventions tailored to meet issues of cultural, 
ethnic, economic, geographic, and other demographics. 

• Leadership development, workforce recruitment, training, and retention are critical gaps across 
the state. Pay scales seriously lag behind private sector competition, and not enough focus is 
on public health in professional training to encourage going into the discipline. 

• Health education and outreach much be enhanced to prevent disease, promote habits for 
healthy living, protect communities, and intervene in the (current) health care cycle that results 
in ever increasing medical care costs vs. the savings of prevention. 

The capacity assessment recommendations: 

• Increase local staffing. 
• Provide flexible, but accountable, funding streams. 
• Invest in quality assurance. 
• Provide additional training, including grant writing for successful applications in an increasingly 

competitive environment. 
• Fund health education programs that are dynamic, interactive, and targeted based on best 

practices. A significant investment in health educators is needed. 
• Invest in community health and wellness assessments. 
• Increase pay scales that are the product of improved scans. 
• Invest in leadership development. 
• Databases, technology, and upgrades are needed for client tracking and program evaluation. 

The cost for a fully functional local public health system: 

• An additional $69.4 million per year is needed ($138.8 million per biennium) to develop, 
implement, and evaluate a fully functional local public health system throughout the state. 

What you can do: 

• Fully review this report with you local public health administrator for better understanding of 
how your county is reflected in the findings. 

• Support proposed new funding for public health via new funding streams identified as possible 
revenue sources by the Oregon Health Fund Board. 

• Attend the breakout session at the Annual AOC Conference from 8:30-9:30 a.m. on 
Nov. 20. 



WASCO COUNTY 
EMPLOYEE & ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 

Suite 101 
511 Washington Street 

The Dalles, Oregon 97058 
(541) 506-2550 

Fax (541) 506-2551 

Re: Step Increase after Layoff & Recall 

Rick Saldivar 

11/1/2006- step increase to Step 4 

7/17/2007 -layoff 

10/22/07- recall 

11/1/2007- would have been one year wait period between Step 4 & 5 

11/1/2008- would be increase to Step 5 

~<-12<-~ 
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TYLER STONE 
DIRECTOR 

HUMAN RESOURCES 
CIVIL SERVICE 

(541) 506-2550 
(541) 506-2552 

INFORMATION SERVICES 
(541) 506-2554 

FACILITIES 
(541) 506-2553 

Do we calculate the 3 months Rick was not employed by county in this calculation for his step increase and 

give increase on 11/1/2008 or do we add 3 months to this time period to account for the time missed 

(would make step increase effective on 2/1/2009)? 
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November 10, 2008 
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Dear Planning Seminar Participant: 

As you know,,Jf6u are a member of an upcoming planning group that will meet on 
Saturday lla:EMBER '20 2008 from 8:30AM to 5:00PM at the NORCOR Facility 
201 Webber Rd. The Dalles, Oregon to develop a Mission Statement and to set 
goals to be achieved by the Wasco County Fair Board of Directors for the Fair 
and the Campgrounds. These goals will also provide a plan for applying for 
grants. Coffee and snacks for breaks and lunch will be provided. Please contact 
me if you have any special needs. 

The planning process is a very challenging and interesting experience and 
requires full participation and contribution of all team members. It is a series of 
timed activities arranged in logical sequence to guide you in developing and 
completing an annual plan in a most time-effective manner. In order to facilitate 
the successful conclusion of this process I am providing each team member with 
pre-session materials, intended to be read before we meet. In addition I am 
asking the Board President, Denise Minson and the Wasco County Liaison, Tyler 
Stone to prepare a brief overview of the current situation and budget status which 
they will present to the group. 

Attendance is required for all Board members, Board Secretary, County Liaison 
and employees. Members of the County Court and Commissioners will also be 
invited. If you know of any one else that could provide quality input please let me 
know (541-544-2027). Attendance is limited to 25. 

Thank you for the opportunity to facilitate your planning process. I am looking 
forward to working with you. 

Sincerely, 
Lynda Hunt, Planning Seminar Facilitator 



GUIDELINES FOR EFFECTIVE GROUP DECISION 

Consensus is a decision-making process which makes full use of available 
resources and resolves conflicts creatively. Consensus is difficult to 
reach, so not every decision will meet with everyone's complete approval. 
Unanimity is not the goal- it is rarely achieved. but each Individual should 
be able to accept the group decisions on the basis of logic and 
feasibility ••...•• 

1. Present your position as logically as possible, but listen to others 
reactions and consider them carefully before you press your point. Avoid 
arguing for your own.position (views, conclusions, etc.). 

2. Do not assume that someone must win and someone must lose when 
discussion reaches a stalemate. Instead, look for creative and 
acceptable alternatives for all parties. 

3. Do not change your mind simply to avoid conflict and to reach 
agreement. When agreement comes too quickly and easily, be 
suspicious. Explore the reasons and be sure everyone accepts the 
solution for similar reasons. Yield only to positions that have objective 
and logically sound foundations. 

4. Avoid conflict-reducing techniques such as majority vote, averages, 
coin flips and bargaining. When dissenting members finally agree, don't 
feel they must be rewarded by having their won way on some later point. 

5. Differences of opinion are natural and expected. Seek them out and try 
to Involve everyone in-the decision process. Disagreements can help the 
group's decision, because with a wide range of information and opinions, 
there is greater chance that the group will hit upon more adequate 
solutions. 

LISTENING CAN BE LEARNED 

1. Monitor your own feelings and point of view. Each of us listens 
differently. Our convictions and emotions filter-even distort what we 
hear. Be aware of your own awtudes, prejudices, beliefs, and emotional 
reaction to a message. 

2. Be interested and show it. Genuine concern and a lively curiosity 
encourage others to speak freely. Expressing interest also sharpens your 
attention and builds on it;;elf. 

3. Tune into the other person. Try to understand their viewpoint, 
assumptions, needs, ancl system of belief. 
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Listening Can Be Learned cont'd. 

4. Hold your fire. Avoid jumping to conclusions. Hear the speaker out. 
Plan your response only after you are certain that you7 ve gotten the·.·whole 
message. 1 

5. look for the main ideas. Avoid being ~istracted by details. Focus on 
the key issue. 

6. Watch for feelings. Often people talk to "get something off their 
chests." Feelings, not facts, may be the main message. 

7. Notice nonverbal language. A shr:-ug, a smile, a nervous laugh, 
gesture, facial expressions and body positions speak volumes. 

8 ... Give the other person the benefit of the doubt. ·liVe often enter 
conversations with our minds already made up, at least partially, on the 
basis of our past experience. Pre--judgments can shut out new messages. 

9. Work at listening. Hearing is passive; our nervous system does the 
work. Listening is active; it takes mental effort and attention. 

1 0. Get feedback. Make certain you're really listening. Ask a question. 
Confinn with the speaker what he or she actually said. 

THE BASIC NEEDS OF PEOPLE IN GROUPS 

If any group or organization wants the loyalty, interest, and best efforts of 
its members, it must take Into account the fact that they need ••.. 

1. A sense of belonging. (They want to be wanted). 
a. A feeling that no one objects to their presence. 
b. A feeling that they are sincerely welcome. 
c. A feeling that they are honestly needed for themselves. 

2. To share in planning the group goals A need that will be satisfied only 
when their ideas have had a faii· hearing. · 

3. A feeling that the goals are within reach and that-they make sense. 

4. To feel that what is being done has real purpose-that its value extends 
beyond the group itself. 
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The Basic Needs of People in Groups cont,d. 

5. To share in making the rules of the group-by which people will work 
toward goals together. 

6. To know in clear detail just what is expected{ 

7. To have responsibilities that challenge, that are within range of their 
abilities and interest, and that contribute toward reaching goals. 

8. To see progress being made toward the goal. 

9. To be kept informed. If people are not informed, they often oppose. 

10. To have confidence in the group and it leadership- confidence based 
upon consistent fair treatment and recognition when It Is due. 

REGARDLESS OF HOW OBVIOUS SOMETHING IS iO THE LEADER OR TO 
OTHERS, IT HAS TO MAKE SENSE TO EACH INDIVIDUAL MEMBER OF 
THE GROUP. 
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I. A Brief History of where the vee has come 
a. 6 Years ago in February Joe Martin and his Acts board passed a 

motion to allow him to spend some of his time researching Youth 
Centers, Community Centers, Boys and Girls Club, etc ... 

b. September of 2004 Joe had a meeting with the Court discussing the 
property and its possible uses as far as a YC was concerned 

c. 3 years ago, a small group of interested individuals started 
developing the idea of a youth center 

d. After a year of meetings and concepts, in the Fall of 2006, we had a 
strategic planning session open to the public to discuss what was 
needed and to brainstorm ideas. We had 50 members of the 
community along with a handful of Elementary, Middle School, and 
High school kids giving their input on what they felt we needed. 

e. In December of 2006, we had the lunch to launch which was to 
educate and raise funds for the Youth Center or a temporary Youth 
Center ~ $13,500 was raised in 1 hour. 

f. We have been meeting bi-monthly or monthly ever since 
g. 1000's of volunteer man hours have been put into this project 
h. The community is extremely excited about the prospect of a youth 

center (hence 13,500$ in a one hour luncheon) 
i. About 8 months ago, the leaders of the YCC and the Boys and Girls 

Club met to discussing our interest's and trying to merge into one 
group with the same common goals. 

j. In June of 2008 The Dalles Youth Center Coalition became a non
profit 501-C3 

k. In October we voted on our first Official Youth Center Coalition Board 
containing 7 memebers: 

i. President- Ryan LeBreton 
ii. Vice President- Lori Waters 
iii. Treasurer- Erick larsen 
iv. Secretary- Jeissey Schroll 
v. Danny Ainslinger 
vi. Joe Martin 
vii. Scott Green 
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Flow Diagram for The Dalles Youth Center Coalition 

(This chart is for illustration purposes only and does not denote an official agreement by these 
groups to be members of the coalition at this time.) 
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Kathy McBride 

From: 
~nt: 

.o: 
Subject: 

Kathy, 

Eric Jones 
Tuesday, November 25, 2008 12:31 PM 
Kathy McBride 
McCall Hearing 

Planning Staff has been informed by the Applicant that the proposed public access road is not yet complete and ready 
for acceptance and naming. The Applicant has asked for a continuance of the hearing to a date and time certain, 
which is December 171h, 2008, 11:00 am, County Court Room 202. 

Feel free to contact me with any questions. 

1 
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be less protected than those in the general management areas, the Secretary's concurrence was not 

arbitrary and capricious or contrary to law. 

I. Claim 7: New Dwellings 

In claim seven, Friends of the Gorge argues that the RMP violates the Scenic Area Act by 

allowing new dwellings on parcels smaller than forty acres in the special management areas. The 

Scenic Area Act requires that the management plan "prohibit major development actions in 

special management areas," except for certain exceptions not applicable to this case. 16 U.S.C. § 

544d(d)(5). "Major development actions" are defined as, among other things, "permits for siting 

or construction within a special management area of any residence or other related major 

structure on any parcel of land less than forty acres in size." I d. § 544(j)( 4 ). 

Friends of the Gorge points to three places where the RMP allegedly violates this 

provision of the Scenic Area Act. First, new single-family dwellings are allowed on any legally 

created lot, with no mention of parcel size. RMP II-4-11. Second, construction of "new dwelling 

units" is allowed at Rowena Dell, even though many of the lots are under forty acres. RMP II-4-

10. Third, the forty-acre minimum parcel size is not incorporated in a guideline allowing the 

construction of farm-labor dwellings. RMP IT-1-23 to -24. 

1. Ripeness of the New Dwellings Claim 

The court holds that the claim is ripe as to the Rowena Dell guideline and not ripe as to 

the single-family and farm-labor dwelling guidelines. Applications for development must be 

reviewed by county agencies before any building may occur. There is no way to know whether 

the agencies will allow building to occur on parcels that are less than forty acres, outside of 

Rowena Dell. Friends of the Gorge argues that because counties generally draft their ordinances 
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based on the management plan, if the management plan is not specific regarding the limitation it 

will not be incorporated in the agency's decision making process. (Pls.' Reply (#98) at 42.) 

However, a ripeness analysis does not ask the court to guess at how likely a result will be,, rather 

it asks whether review at a later time is more appropriate. In this case, Friends of the Gorge can 

bring suit if and when a county approves plans to construct a single-family or farm-labor 

dwelling on a lot that is less than forty acres. The question of Rowena Dell is different because 

the parcels have already been created and the RMP specifically allows development, therefore the 

counties would be in violation of the management plan if they refused to allow construction on 

the Rowena Dell lots. 

2. The Secretary's Concurrence with the New Dwellings Guidelines 

The court holds that the Secretary's concurrence was contrary to law as to the Rowena 

Dell guideline. The Secretary argues that allowing building on less than forty acres is a 

"reasonable accommodation of the other purposes" of the Scenic Area Act, namely that the Act 

should protect and support the economy of the Gorge and the agricultural lands for agricultural 

uses, see 16 U.S.C. § 544a, particularly as to Rowena Dell, which was approved before the 

Scenic Area Act was passed. (Defs.' Mem. in Supp. ofSumm. J. (#92) at 43.) He argues that his 

interpretation of the statute should receive deference in the absence of a manifest "plain 

meaning" of the statute. (Defs. Mem. inSupp. ofSumm. J. (#92) at 43 (citing United States v. 

Mead Corp., 533 U.S. 218,227 (2001)).) The Secretary states that the meaning is not plain 

because there is tension between the goals of the statute: not allowing development on parcels 

less than forty acres and supporting the economy and agricultural uses. (Defs.' Reply (#112) at 

21.) 

PAGE 35 -OPINION AND ORDER 



The court holds that the Scenic Area Act's ban on major development actions is plain and 

unambiguous. Specifically, the prohibition against residences on "less than forty acres" is about 

as unambiguous as a statute can get. The Secretary's contrary interpretation is not entitled to 

deference. See Chevron, 467 U.S. at 842-43 ("If the intent of Congress is clear, that is the end of 

the matter; for the court, as well as the agency, must give effect to the unambiguously expressed 

intent of Congress."). The Rowena Dell guideline at issue, see RMP ll-4-1 0, is in direct 

contradiction of the plain language of the statute. Therefore, the Secretary's concurrence was 

contrary to law. 

J. Claim 8: Expansion of Commercial and Multifamily Uses 

In claim eight, Friends of the Gorge argues that the RMP provision allowing expansion of 

existing commercial and multifamily residential uses in the special management areas, see RMP 

II-7-8, violates the Scenic Area Act because the provision allows major development actions, 

which are expressly prohibited by the Act. 13 As discussed above, the Act prohibits major 

development actions in the special management areas. See 16 U.S.C. § 544d(d)(5). "Major 

development actions" include, "any permit for siting or construction outside urban areas of 

multifamily residential, industrial or commercial facilities, except such facilities as are included 

in the recreation assessment." Id. § 5440)(2). 

The RMP allows existing commercial and multifamily residential uses in the special 

management areas to "expand as necessary for successful operation on the dedicated site." RMP 

13 The Oregon Court of Appeals found for Friends of the Gorge on a similar claim related 
to the general management areas. Friends of the Columbia Gorge, 171 P .3d at 971-72 
(assignment of error thirteen). The Oregon Supreme Court does not appear to be reviewing this 
on appeal. Or. S. Ct. Media Release (July 2, 2008) at 3. 
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16 u.s.c. 
§544 

COLUMBIA RIVER GORGE NATIONAL SCENIC AREA ACT1 

(as amended through November 2003) 

Sec. 2. Cc:>lumbia River Gorge National Scenic Area; definitions 
As used in sections 544 to 544p of this title, the term - · 
(a) "adversely affect" or "adversely affecting~· means, except as used in section 544m of 

this title, a reasonable likelihood of more than moderate adverse consequences for 
the scenic, cultural, recreation or natural resources of the scenic area, the 
determination -of which is based on -
(1) the context of a proposed action; 
(2) the intensity of a proposed action, including the magnitude and duration of an 

impact and the likelihood of its occurrence; 
(3) the relationship between a proposed action and other similar actions which .are 

individually insignificant but which may have cumulatively significant impacts; 
and 

(4) proven mitigation measures which the proponent of an action will implement as 
part of the proposal to reduce otherwise significant affects to an insignificant 
level; 

(b) "agricultural lands" means lands designated as agricultural lands pursuant to section 
544d of this title; 

(c) "Commission" means the Columbia River Gorge Commission established pursuant 
to section 544c of this title; 

(d) "counties" means Hood River, Multnomah, and Wasco Counties, Oregon; and Clark, 
Klickitat, and Skamania Counties, Washington; 

(e) "Dodson/Warrendale Special Purchase Unit" means the Dodson/Warrendale Special 
Purchase Unit established pursuant to section 544b of this title; 

(f) "forest lands" means lands designated as forest lands pursuant to section 544d of 
this title; 

(g) "Indian tribes" means the. Nez Perce Tribe, the Confederated Tribes and Bands of 
the Yakama Indian Nation, the Confederated Tribes of the Warm Springs of Oregon, 
and _the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation; 

(h) "interim guidelines" means any .interim guidelines developed by the Secretary 
pursuant to section 544h of this title, and any amendment, revision, or variance; 

(i) "land use ordinance" or "ordinance" means any ordinance adopted by a county or by 
the Commission pursuant to sections 544 to 544p of this title, and includes any 
amendment to, revision of, or variance from such ordinance; 

G) "major development actions" means any of the following: 
(1) subdivisions, partitions and short plat proposals; 
(2) any permit for siting or construction outside urban areas of multifamily 

residential, industrial or commercial facilities, except such facilities as are 
included in the recreation assessment; 

(3) the exploration, development and production of mineral resources unless such 
exploration, development or production can be conducted without disturbing 
the surface of any land within the boundaries of a special management area or 
is for sand, gravel and crushed rock used for the construction, maintenance or 
reconstruction of roads within the special management areas used for the 
production of forest products; and 

1 Note: This compilation was downloaded from http://uscode.house.gov/. This compilation does not include 
any of the codification notes except for footnotes and legislative source notes. While the Columbia River 
Gorge Commission believes this is an accurate compilation as of the date stated above, persons relying on 
this compilation do so at their own risk. All persons are advised to seek the assistance of an attorney. 

1 



· § 544a 

§544b 

(4). permits for siting or construction within a special management area of any 
residence or other related major structure on any parcel of land less than forty 

. acres in size; 
(k) "management plan" means the scenic area management plan adopted pursuant to 

section 544d of this title; . . . 
(I) "open spaces" means unimproved lands not designated as agricultural lands or 

forest lands pursuant to section 544d of this title and designated as open ·space 
· pursuant to section 544d of this title. Open spaces include -

(1) scenic, cultural, and :historic areas; 
(2) fish and wildlife habitat; · 
(3) lands which support plant species that are endemic to the scenic area or which 

· .are listed as rare, threatened or endangered species pursuant to State or 
Federal Endangered Species Acts; 

(4). ecologically.and scientifically significant natural areas; 
(5) outstanding scenic views and sites; 
(6) water are~s and wetlands; 
(7) archaeological sites,. Indian burial grounds and village sites, historic trails and 

roads and other areas which are culturally or historically significant; 
(8) potential and. existing recreation resources; and 
(9) Federal and State wild, scenic, and recreation waterways; 

(m) . "recreation assessment" means the recreation assessment adopted pursuant to 
section 544d of this title; · 

(n) "residential development" means the permitting for siting or construction of any 
residence or other related major structure; 

(o). "scenic area" means the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area established 
pursuant to section 544b of this title; 

(p) "Secretary" means the Secretary of Agriculture; 
(q) "special management areas" means areas within the scenic area established 

pursuant to section 544b of this title; 
(r) "States" means the States of Oregon and Washington; and 
(s) "urban areas" means those areas within the scenic area identified as urban areas on 

the map referred to in section. 544b( e) of this title or within the boundaries of an 
urban area as revised pursuant to section 544b(f) of this title. 

(Pub. L. 99-663, Sec. 2, Nov.17, 1986, 100 Stat. 4274; Pub. L. 103,..435, Sec.17(b), Nov. 2, 1994, 108 Stat. 4573.) 

Sec. 3. Purposes .. 
The purposes of sections 544 to 544p of this title are -

( 1) to establish a national scenic area to protect and provide for the enhancement 
of the scenic, cultural, recreational, and natural resources of the Columbia 
River Gorge; and 

(2) to protect and support the economy of the Columbia River Gorge area by 
encouraging growth to occur in existing urban areas and by allowing future 
eeonomic development in a manner that is consistent with paragraph (1) 

(Pub. L. 99-663, Sec. 3, Nov. 17, 1986, 100 Stat. 4276.) · · 

Sec. 4. Establishment of scenic area 
(a) National scenic area 

(1) There is hereby established the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area. 
(2) Boundaries. -

(A) In general. - Except as provided in subparagraph (B); the boundaries of 
the scenic area shall be generally depicted on the map entitled 
"Boundary Map, Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area," numbered 
.NSA-001 sheets 1 and 2, and dated September 1986, which shall be on 

2 



Map and Tax lot Residentially Developed? Acct# File# Owner 
2N 12E 3 C 11 00 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 1400 No but new const. listed 826 SAR-05-124 Thomas Foxen 
2N 12E 3 C 1500 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 2100 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 2200 No 817 Barbara Robinson 
2N 12E 3 C 2300 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 2400 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 2500 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 2600 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 2700 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 2800 No 821 SPR-99-149 Karen Easton 
2N 12E 3 C 2900 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 3000 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 3100 Yes 
2N 12E 3 C 3200 Yes 
2N 12E C 3300 Yes 
2N 12E C 3400 Yes 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 
SPECIAL SESSION 

NOVEMBER 26, 2008 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

1. Regular Session Minutes of February 20, 2008. 

2. Regular Session Minutes of March 5, 2008. 

3. Special Session Minutes of March 26, 2008. 

4. Regular Session Minutes of April 2, 2008. 

5. Regular Session Minutes of April 9, 2008. 

6. Special Session Minutes of April 24, 2008. 

7. Regular Session Minutes of May 7, 2008. 

8. Work Session Minutes of May 14, 2008. 

9. Regular Session Minutes of June 18, 2008. 

10. Agreement between Kase Construction and Wasco County. 

11. Order in the matter of the cancellation of certain uncollectible Personal Property 
Taxes. 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 
SPECIAL SESSION 
November 26, 2008 

DISCUSSION LIST 

ACTION AND DISCUSSION ITEMS: 

1. Selection of Court Member to contact Y1 02 tomorrow morning between 8 
and 8:30 a.m. to report on today's Court Meeting. 

2. Request from Kay Tenold, Wasco County Fair Board, for Wasco County to 
sponsor cake and ice cream at the Wasco County Fair in 2009 in honor of 
Oregon's 150 Birthday Celebration. 

3. Discussion and action on letter from Henry (Hank) Hyde, Sportsman's 
Park Homeowners Association, dated October 14, 2008, in regards to 
Snow Removal for Sportman's Park. 

4. Discussion on the proposed adoption of the Wasco County "Zero 
Tolerance" Drug Free Workplace Policy. 

5. Discussion on the letter received from Joan Shea, dated November 21, 
2008, in regards to the Community Development Block Grant Program of 
the Oregon Economic and Community Development Department. 

6. Discussion on the improvement options for the Wasco County Youth 
Services Building. 

7. Approval of the proposed 2009 County Court Schedule. 

8. Approval of the proposed 2009 Radio Station Schedule. 

9. Discussion on the email received from Dan Spatz, dated November 21, 
2008, requesting that the County Court to invite the Governor to next 
year's Oregon Territorial Express. 

10. Discussion on the memorandum received from City of Maupin requesting 
a waiver of GIS Fees. 

11. Discussion on the formation of the Complete Count Committee, as 
recommended by the U.S. Census Bureau on September 10, 2008. 

12. Discussion regarding the Wasco County Wage and Classification 
Committee as to the Committee's responsibilities and purpose, and the 
need for said Committee. 
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13. Discussion on the Oregon Government Ethics Commission Advisory 
Opinion No. 08A-1 003, No. 08A-1 004, and No. 08A-1 005. 

14. Discussion on insuring the Wasco County Fairgrounds. 

15. Discussion on documents which need to be approved by the County Court 
versus County Department Heads. 

16. Discussion on the possibly adoption of a County Ordinance establishing 
Railroad Tracking Grinding Regulations. 
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