
WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
REGULAR SESSION 

MAY 19, 2010 

PRESENT: Dan Ericksen, Chair, County Commissioner 
Sherry Holliday, County Commissioner 
Bill Lennox, County Commissioner 
Kathy McBride, Executive Assistant 

At 9:06a.m. Chairman Dan Ericksen called the meeting to order. 

Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer, stated that we had a positive sample at Sid 
Moss' home at the Wasco County Fairgrounds. The source water is still testing 
fine. There is a leak that is causing a bad sample somewhere in the line 
between the well and the home. 

Some discussion occurred. 

Stone noted that they should have two major Request For Proposals out 
tomorrow for the Emergency Services and Parole and Probation Remodel 
Projects. The County is close to having a signed contract for the Reroofing 
Project at the La Clinica Building. 

Some discussion occurred on the adhesive to be used. Stone noted that it will 
take three to four days to do the entire roof. The smell from the adhesive will be 
present during the reroofing of the building. It will cost the County more to have 
the contractor work on the roof on a Saturday. Stone noted that the adhesive 
smells bad but it is not harmful. 
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{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the Regular Session Consent 
Calendar of May 19, 2010 as presented. Commissioner Lennox seconded 
the motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

Cindy Miller, President of Home At Last, read a statement at this time, (Attached 
as Exhibit B). 

Chairman Ericksen stated that the County and the City of The Dalles has 
budgeted a total of $100,000 for the Home At Last contract for Fiscal Year 2010-
2011. The decision to place something on the November General Election Ballot 
will need to be discussed. The Sheriff has talked about a larger levy which will 
also need to be discussed. 

Chairman Ericksen stated that the one thing we have determined if we put out a 
levy is that the County would determine the level of service and we would be 
required to put out a Request For Proposals to provide that service. It would be 
a process driven from this side down to some degree as proposed to what Home 
At Last would need. It would be improper for the County to provide a levy for a 
non-profit. We would need to go through a process to ensure that a certain level 
of services would be provided and open to all. 

Miller stated that Home At Last is looking for sustainable funding over time. 

Chairman Ericksen stated that the County has the same dilemma; the amount of 
services we are providing are diminishing. We will discuss the issue of a levy 
with Sheriff Rick Eiesland and will sit down with the City of The Dalles to openly 
discuss where we are at. With the budget situation we may have to look at 
alternative funding or no funding. We are not sure how well this coming year will 
come out as to our budget. 

Miller asked what the County's timeline would be as to discussing a proposed 
levy. 

Chairman Ericksen responded by stating that we would have to make a decision 
fairly quickly. August is the filing deadline for the November ballot. 
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Commissioner Lennox stated that one thing to realize is that the City and the 
County stepped up to help Home At Last. Maintaining the status quo is what we 
would like to do. Going out for a levy opens up a whole other perspective in 
response to animal services in Wasco County. It does mean that there could be 
a program that the levy supports which may not be as near what Home At Last is 
currently providing. It could redefine the whole landscape. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that Home At Last really needs to reflect on 
whether you can live with the ups and downs on revenue or take some risk about 
having a levy. If it does pass it could be something that they did not expect, or it 
may not pass. 

Some discussion occurred. 

Miller stated that they feel like they are dog paddling. They are trying to think 
outside the box. Their Board has gone in a different way to look at other fund 
raising and grants. They can't wait. They appreciate the Board of 
Commissioners. They are trying to be professional on this issue. 

Chairman Ericksen stated that respect is mutual. It does manage an animal 
population that is difficult for the county and for everyone to manage. It is an 
ongoing problem. 

Judge Ericksen stated that the Board will make a commitment to come up with a 
plan of action. 

Miller read a second statement at this time. 

The Board of Commissioners will take this issue up on June 2nd at 2:30 p.m. 

Jennifer Lechuga, Trial Court Administrator for the Seventh Judicial District, met 
with the Board regarding their request for the County to establish a mediation 
assessment schedule for the Circuit Court, (Attached as Exhibit C). Lechuga 
stated that there is a statutory requirement for the Circuit Court to collect funds 
for family mediation services. The assessment must be established by the 
governing body of Wasco County. The need for family law mediation has 
increased drastically. They are asking for the approval by the local governing 
body. Lechuga stated that last month in their mediation fund they brought in 
$27,235 but they spent $43,000. They have taken immediate action to limit the 
hours and to limit the travel and other expenses until additional revenue can be 
raised. 

Kathy McBride, Executive Assistant, stated that Wasco County has never taken 
any action on establishing any assessment for the Wasco County Circuit Court. 
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Some discussion occurred. 

Lechuga stated that the Presiding Judge approves the providers who handle their 
mediation cases. 

Commissioner Holliday asked why Six Rivers Community Mediation Services is 
not involved. 

Lechuga stated that Six Rivers Community Mediation Services main focus is on 
neighbor to neighbor issues. Their funding pays for family issues; the specific 
purpose is to create a parent plan and to pay for parenting classes. The 
parenting fee is now $20 up from $10. This fee goes into their mediation fund. 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve Order #1 0-058 in the matter of 
approving the establishment of Mediation Assessment Fees for the Wasco 
County Circuit Court. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was 
then passed unanimously.}}} 

Wayne Lease informed the Board that he was here to speak on behalf of his 
father. Lease began by stating how his dad first settled in the State of Oregon 
from Kansas City. In 1942 Uncle Sam drafted his dad. His father and fellow 
soldiers did have a real good reason to fight for their country. They had a sense 
of honor and value. His father came to the conclusion he would rather be shot 
than starve to death. 

Lease stated that his father does not understand the answering service that does 
not call back. There are a number of private carriers out there; he is not getting a 
real good deal on veterans. It is terribly costly; no local support. His father and 
mother like to write a check when they buy something. His dad is a bit 
discouraged. Lease told how his dad went to the Animal Shelter to get a puppy 
from Home At Last. Home At Last would not take his personal check. 

Lease noted that you could run the shelter for 62.5 years with what the Northern 
Wasco County PUD lost to playing the commodity market. 

Lease asked that the County revisit the issue of contracting with Mid Columbia 
Council of Governments (MCCOG). He also asked that we be careful with 
MCCOG and the permitting process. 

Lease then spoke about the Wasco County Planning & Development Department 
and Measure 37, as well as special levies. He stated when you don't have the 
money you cut fees. 
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Commissioner Holliday asked Lease about his opinion on a Local Option Tax 
Levy for animal control services. 

Lease stated if the people want it they want it. As a taxpayer that will tax his 
property; it will also let someone who does not have property vote on the matter. 
He thinks we should have everyone that wants to fund Home At Last put their 
money out. He would loan $360,000 every year to fund Home At Last. Everyone 
that wants to service that debt can put their personal assets to him. 

The Board recessed at 10:05 a.m. 

The Board reconvened at 10:10 a.m. 

Chairman Ericksen called the Code Compliance Appeal Hearing to order. 

Dennis James was present with his Attorney Jim Habberstad. 

Chairman Ericksen went over the procedure for today's hearing. He noted that 
the appellant is Dennis James who resides at 3605 Japanese Hollow Road. The 
nature of the nuisance as determined by staff is illegal structures and an illegal 
dwelling. 

Chairman Ericksen noted for the record that Jim Habberstad is on the other side 
of an active case that concerns another matter. 

Jim Habberstad, representing Dennis James, responded to Chairman Ericksen's 
comment by stating as a lawyer and not a party. It is neither a conflict for him or 
for the Board of Commissioners because he represents a client in that matter. It 
doesn't in his view approach any discloseable conflict. It is unrelated to his 
function as a public official and planning. 

Chairman Ericksen concurs with Habberstad. 

Chairman Ericksen asked if any Hearings Officers has any personal or financial 
interest in the matter. There was no one. 

Chairman Ericksen asked if any Hearings Officers has any significant ex parte or 
pre-hearing contacts. There was no one. 

Chairman Ericksen asked if any member of the audience wished to challenge the 
right of the Hearings Officer(s) to hear the matter. There was no one. 
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Chairman Ericksen asked if any member of the audience questions the 
jurisdiction of the Hearings Officer(s) to act on behalf of Wasco County in this 
matter. There was no one. 

Chairman Ericksen called on Staff to present the Staff Report. 

Keith Cleveland, Code Compliance Officer, stated that this is a Code Compliance 
Appeal Hearing. The Hearings Officers need to determine whether or not the 
violations are valid. This is not a land use hearing. 

Cleveland presented his Staff Report and went over the handout material, 
(Attached as Exhibit D). 

During his presentation he noted that James bought the property in 1993. The 
reference to the denial of the application was in 1991. 

Cleveland noted that one of his jobs was to clear out all of the open files. He 
does research to verify the complaint still exists. He did a site visit. He found no 
permits. He spoke to the Planners and determined the violation still existed so 
the notice was sent out to the property owner. 

Cleveland noted that James requested that the planning fees be reduced and 
that the penalty fee be waived. His request was granted. 

Jim Habberstad asked if he could be given a copy of the exhibits being referred 
to in Cleveland's presentation. 

Chairman Ericksen suggested that the Board would have Cleveland complete his 
presentation and then the Board will take a break to allow Habberstad time to 
review the presentation material. 

A copy of the presentation material was provided to Habberstad at this time. 

Cleveland stated that James requested some allowance to pay any remaining 
fees. Page 15 outlines the payment plan process. The County does not accept 
payments but he would be allowed more time to pay the required fees. 

Cleveland continued going over the handout material. 

The Board was presented with a copy of an aerial photograph of the James 
property, (Attached as Exhibit E). The buildings circled are the structures that 
were there before James purchased the property. 

Chairman Ericksen asked how many acres are there. 
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Dennis James stated 37 acres. 

Cleveland noted in summary that he feels the violation is valid; there are 
structures. There are three options for the Hearings Officers consideration; 
determine the violation is valid based on the provisions cited by staff and the 
evidence presented; continue the hearing to a date and time certain for additional 
information; or determine the violation is not valid and show how this 
determination is consistent with the County's Ordinance. 

Jim Habberstad, Attorney for Dennis James, stated that there is no doubt of the 
violation. His client is aware of it. He is a non-compliant resident. There will be 
testimony on the property at the time James acquired it. The issue is about the 
house. James built the home with no permit. The rest he views as minor. They 
are here in hopes that a remedy can be fashioned to insure that the house can 
be occupied by Mr. James. That the house cannot be inhabited at the time of 
death or sale; it would have to be taken down. 

Habberstad stated if the land use rules would change in the interim that James 
would have the benefit of any change in the law. He can and will present 
evidence that James is a farmer. They are hoping that the County can fashion a 
remedy that takes into account the land use rules. 

Habberstad stated James is in violation; that will not allow him to benefit beyond 
being there to live there. It cannot be sold as a residence. James is a farmer; he 
has to work with various people doing mechanical work. James lives on the 
property; he has solar power and a backup generator; he has no telephone. 
James farms; he has the equipment and he raises livestock. James is a benefit 
to his neighbors. II is not a very populated area. James is the eyes and ears for 
his neighbors. He is wedded on the ground and to his house. They hope that 
the County can find a way to honor the law and find a way that James will not be 
prohibited from living on the property. There would be a notation in the land 
record that the house would be dismantled. 

Habberstad stated that James was told there is no way to have the house 
permitted because of the size of the parcel. He is doing this legal work pro bono. 
James does not have $1,000. James is asking for the mercy of the Board. He 
would be happy to have James present what was on the property when he 
purchased the property. James would tell you that he grew up on Cherry 
Heights; he did not get acreage to build on it. James then looked at some 
property at Rail Hollow. James is not a rich man; advised he could not build 
there. He went back later and there was a house there. He felt abused. 

Habberstad stated that James found the property; thought it was 40 acres but it 
was only 37 acres. James decided he would build a house. We want people 
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that care about the land. They are looking at a resolution which will allow James 
to reside there for the rest of his life; that he cannot profit from it. 

Habberstad is hoping that the solution that they are proposing is in the Board's 
authority. As far as the exhibits; when Mr. James acquired the property there 
were three structures on the property. 

Dennis James identified for the Board the structures on the property as shown on 
the aerial photograph. The structures identified are as follows: #1 structure was 
built 10 to 15 years before. It is listed with a value of $850. #2 broken down 
barn, which James put back together to raise calves. #3 was built by James. #4 
the mound of dirt is really a cellar. That was the existing cellar that was there. 
James cleaned it out and put a roof on it. #5 the machine shed was the first one 
built in 1995 or 1996. #6 James built his home which he fabricated on site. He 
made it look like a farm building. It is built to take the wind and sun. He put in a 
septic tank and drain field. The final thing that he did a few years ago was to add 
on to the barn, #3. 

Some discussion occurred regarding the size of the structures. Also noted by 
James was the equipment parked on site. 

Chairman Ericksen stated that the process today is to deem the complaint valid. 
That is the only thing that we will deal with today. This is our worst case 
scenario. Chairman Ericksen stated speaking for himself and not representing 
the Planning Department or Commissioners; the request sounds reasonable. 
The Board will need to look at the rules and perimeters. He would prefer not to 
put the staff on the spot. He would like us to go back and build the scenario that 
the County could work with. The last thing we want to do is tear down 
someone's house. We want to take steps through the process with deliberation 
and care. 

Commissioner Holliday agreed with Chairman Ericksen about kicking someone 
out of their house. It is a concern however, that Mr. James deliberately did things 
knowing that he was in violatiol7l. That disturbs her. Once we make a decision 
we do set a precedent. How many more violations are out there that we will be 
allowing. 

Habberstad stated if the precedent that is set is for people who are actually tilling 
the soil and doing farming activity that is what we want done out there. We could 
show adjacent properties. There are some weekend houses; the farm is not 
being farmed. He would hope that our precedent would take into account if the 
people are engaged in agriculture. 
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Habberstad stated that James choose to build anyway. Maybe if the precedent 
takes into account that this man is farming; as long as they cannot profit from it. 
He gets no profit from it; it is just a place to keep the rain off him. 

Commissioner Lennox echoed what Chairman Ericksen and Commissioner 
Holliday stated. It is a difficult place to be in. We will have to take a look at our 
perimeters and to work with these types of problems. One thing that concerns 
him is are we setting a precedent to go build it and that it will be ok; you just can't 
sell it. 

Habberstad stated if it is tended to promptly the County has the benefit of the 
taxes; it has been on the rolls. Perhaps the passage of time is also important 
here. It is unlikely to occur in the future. 

Chairman Ericksen stated what was raised here; not having an officer and a 
letter with no follow up. That is a large part of why we have a Code Compliance 
Officer. Some people responded but others thumbed their noses at us. At least 
Mr. James did make some responses, some do not. 

Chairman Ericksen stated it will create an appearance of mandated compliance. 
That is why we want to go back and figure out how to handle this. We would ask 
James to engage the Planning & Development Department to help us go through 
this process. It is something that he would like to take the time to work through. 

Habberstad stated that they would appreciate that to. 

James stated he tried his whole life to have a farm. He tried the place at Rail 
Hollow. He tried to work something out at Planning; never applied. He was told 
that he had to make $50,000 off the place. He was told that the rocks could be 
taken off the property. As to the Planning Department; there needs to be a 
personal touch. There are six to seven buildings all within 1/2 mile of his place. 
They are all vacant. James stated that he fits in with the neighborhood. It is the 
perfect place for him. He spent several years trying to find a loop hole. 

James noted that he has another neighbor; they were allowed to build. They do 
not farm at all. They bought the property to live there. They do not turn the land; 
he is not complaining about them. 

James stated that the farm is being worked; he does not cause problems. He is 
an asset and not a nuisance. 

Some further discussion occurred. 
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Chairman Ericksen stated that the rules were created with a Farm Advisory 
Group. We used the Advisory Group to form the rules and try to work from the 
bottom up instead of from the top down. The rules are written that are black and 
white. We want to know an answer when we go into the Department. They want 
flexibility. That is the dilemma with Planning. Planning Departments are black 
and white; they look at the rules of what is given to them. If the answer is not the 
right one you can appeal to the Planning Commission. They can look at it 
differently. If the answer is not where you want to go then you can take it to the 
Commissioners. You start with the Planning Department, then you move up the 
ladder and then you get more flexibility. 

{{{Commissioner Lennox moved that the Hearings Officers have 
determined that the violation of Dennis James is valid. Commissioner 
Holliday seconded the motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

Chairman Ericksen stated that we will continue to work through this process. He 
asked that James communicate with Keith Cleveland through this process. 

Habberstad asked that Cleveland direct all correspondence to him. 

The hearing adjourned at 11:12 a.m. 

Cleveland told the Board that we will be seeing another one of these violations. 

Commissioner Holliday stated that it is clear that James is not doing it for 
financial reasons. 

Cornett stated in the future the Planning & Development Department will provide 
the information to the appellant. He asked if there was anything else that the 
Board would like that would be helpful to them in determining the validity of the 
violation. 

The Board felt that Cleveland did an excellent job in presenting the information to 
them. 

Further discussion occurred on the Appeals Hearing Process. 

Cornett addressed the letter received from Ron Graves, Wasco County Soil & 
Water Conservation District. Cornett presented to the Board his handout, 
(Attached as Exhibit F). Cornett went over the handout and explained the soil 
complexes and the soil procedure. The data is from the Natural Resources 
Conservation Service. The County gives Soil and Water Conservation District 
the ability to do a soil analysis for people that want their property looked at 
further. 
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Some discussion occurred. 

The Board of Commissioners requested that Cornett write a letter of response to 
Graves for the Board's review and consideration. 

As to the fee waiver request from Paul Citoli, (Attached as Exhibit G); Kathy 
McBride, Executive Assistant, noted that she left a phone message at Citoli's 
home. No response was ever received back from Citoli. 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to deny the fee waiver request from Paul 
Citoli for a lack of justifiable cause. Commissioner Lennox seconded the 
motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

{{{Commissioner Lennox moved to amend the Board of Commissioners' 
motion of January 20, 2010 to remove the appointment of Mike Kortge from 
the Wasco County Commercial Energy Advisory Board and Dwight Langer 
and Jonathan Lewis from the Wasco County Non-Commercial Energy 
Advisory Board. Commissioner Holliday seconded the motion; it was then 
passed unanimously.}}} 

Cornett updated the Board on HB 3099, which allows the County to make 
updates to the County's Ordinance which is consistent with state regulations. He 
noted that the process will be quicker and no notification of the process is 
required. 

Cornett noted that he will appear before the Board in June on the adoption of a 
Resolution addressing Measure 49. 

The Board recessed at 11:41 a.m. 

The Board reconvened at 11:47 a.m. 

The Board convened into Executive Session as authorized by ORS 192.660 (2) 
(d) to conduct deliberations with persons designated by the governing body to 
carry on labor negotiations. 

At 12:01 p.m. the Board adjourned out of Executive Session and returned to the 
Regular Session. 

The Board recessed for lunch. 

At 1:42 p.m. the Board reconvened. 
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The Board considered the adoption of Resolution #1 0-017 in the matter of the 
Federal Fiscal Year 2010 Elections for National Forest Related Safety-Net 
Payments. 

Art Smith, Project Manager, Marty Matherly, Roadmaster, Rick Eiesland, Sheriff, 
and Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer, were present. 

Some discussion occurred regarding the proposed Resolution and what has 
been allocated previously by the Board of Commissioners. 

Art Smith stated that the Title II Projects benefit the County, such as the Forest 
Service Noxious Weed Project and the County's Replacement of the Community 
Work Crew Van Project. He noted that there are a lot of future fuel reduction 
projects. 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve Resolution #10-017 in the 
matter of the Federal Fiscal Year 2010 Elections for National Forest Related 
Safety-Net Payments. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was 
then passed unanimously.}}} 

Commissioner Holliday requested that Art Smith provide the Board with an 
update on the Oregon Trail Rally event held in Wasco County. 

Art Smith, Mayor of the City of Dufur, stated as far as EMS and Fire the City 
Council got them pinned down and they came to an agreement. There was a 
refueling area and a donation for EMS services. That worked out well. The City 
Park was somewhat favorable as to what happened in the park, cars, beer and 
barbeques. The crews that were down there were very nice and professional. 
Smith stated that the Oregon Trail group was pretty good. There were three 
different occasions when he got a call when the band was playing. 

Sheriff Rick Eiesland noted the food and drinking services that were offered. He 
knew that they were going to have complaints on the live music. 

Smith stated that was not the Oregon Trail Rally; that was the businesses. 

Some discussion occurred on the benefits to the local community. 

Smith stated that they are hearing positive stuff. The City of Dufur will sit down 
with all entities to hear if it was really worth the effort; was it meaningful because 
of economics. 

Sheriff Eiesland stated that the biggest problem is people started leaving early. 
He sat down at the Miller Ranch around the corner where people needed to go to 
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park. He felt that better signage was needed. People were turning around on 
the corner. He saw that as a problem. Sheriff Eiesland stated he did not have 
any complaints. 

Chairman Ericksen stated that the crowd at the viewing spot was very calm and 
well manner. He felt it was a very tame event. 

Sheriff Eiesland stated down at the park people were enjoying the music and 
having a really good time. 

The Board briefly discussed the Wildland Urban Interface Grant. 

Stone noted that he has two Request For Proposals out right now. 

McBride stated that she left a message for Molly Rogers to see if the work crew 
could do the work at the site. 

Some discussion occurred. 

McBride noted that the 20% required cash match could be paid out of the 
Administration Department County Property-Tax/AssessmenUExpenses Account 
if we are unable to get an in-kind match. 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the Wildland Urban Interface 
Grant Application for the Kelly Springs property located in South County. 
Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then passed 
unanimously.}}} 

Sheriff Eiesland presented to the Board a copy of the proposed Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) between Wasco County and the Confederated Tribes of 
Warm Springs. He noted that the terms of the agreement have been worked out 
by City County Insurance Services and the Tribes. Sheriff Eiesland asked that 
the Board look over the MOU. If there are any questions or proposed changes 
let him know. 

Some discussion occurred regarding the terms of the proposed Memorandum of 
Understanding. 

Sheriff Eiesland noted what the training requirements are in order for them to 
maintain their certification. 

The Board will consider approving the Memorandum of Understanding at their 
next meeting. 
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Stone informed the Board that Eric Nisley, District Attorney/County Counsel, has 
requested that we put off on adopting amendments to the Wasco County 
Personnel Ordinance and Wasco County Vacation Policy to allow him more time 
to research the effective date of the proposed amendments. 

Sylvia Loewen, Chief Deputy Treasurer, had some questions regarding the 
proposed amendments. Stone ·answered some of her questions. 

Loewen stated that she feels that it is a benefit to her and the office with her 
being allowed to sale a week of vacation each year. That benefit is now being 
proposed to be taken away. She will now be required to take another week off 
so that she does not lose that week of vacation. Loewen stated that the 
collection of taxes is very important. 

Chairman Ericksen stated as a County wide policy there were two issues; 1) If 
we are going to do away with selling a week of vacation it needs to be done 
across the board. He is not sure of the actual cost to the County for allowing an 
employee to sale a week of vacation; and 2) In putting together the proposed 
budget for Fiscal Year 2010-2011 we talked about laying off five people and 
requiring furlough days. It did not make sense to allow vacation cash outs when 
the County was laying employees off. 

Chairman Ericksen stated it did not mean there was more money when the 
furlough days did not happen. The Budget Committee plugged in some extra 
revenue in the budget where we really didn't have the room to. He understands 
why we are holding off on making a decision today; we are looking at how and 
when to make these amendments. 

The Board would most likely reconsider this matter at their meeting on June 2, 
2010. 
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The Board considered the adoption of the Wasco County Commission on 
Children and Families Comprehensive Plan Update. 

Christa Rude, Commission on Children & Families Manager, introduced their 
new staff members, Teresa Chavis, Office Assistant, and Kathy White, Special 
Project Coordinator. 

Rude went over the overview of the Comprehensive Plan Update. She noted 
that every six years they go through a process to look at the community. Every 
two years there is an update. The Commission on Children & Families has 
approved the Plan Update. It now goes to the Board of Commissioners for their 
approval. After the Board approves the Plan Update it is sent to the State for 
their approval. 

Rude noted that the Commission has responded to the Ways and Means 
Committee as to their budget note. The two year update process may continue 
but it may look a little different. 

Rude went over the Executive Summary at this time. 

Some discussion occurred. 

Rude noted that the Commission on Children & Families has started another 
parenting class on Monday night and they are conducting a Home Visitor Safety 
Training. 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the Wasco County Community 
Comprehensive Plan Update. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; 
it was then passed unanimously.}}} 

Chairman Ericksen stated that the QualityLife (QLife) Intergovernmental Agency 
is operating in the black and is making money. QLife is making enough money to 
fund their capital improvement projects out of the revenue they receive. He said 
one of their biggest projects is making the system redundant, which is expensive. 
Retiring the debt is one of their priorities. 

Chairman Ericksen referred the Board to Page 2, #6. The scholarship at 
Columbia Gorge Community College is a new addition to their budget. He also 
noted that they have the build out for the wireless system in downtown 
The Dalles. The City will build it and QLife will manage it. 
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Chairman Ericksen noted that Item #5 Reserve for System Improvement is to 
extend the services to the rural end of the County. They have applied for a grant 
from Google to put in the fiber. 

The Board reviewed the last page entitled "Qlife Ten Year Projection Chart". 
Some discussion occurred. 

Paul Ferguson, Information Services Manager, asked if the County gets a 
discount since we are a founding member. 

Chairman Ericksen responded by stating that we get dark fiber; we are metered. 

Ferguson stated that the Oregon Health Network is establishing networks around 
the state. The Oregon Health Network is being subsidized by a federal grant 
over the next five years. After the five years is up they can get on a subsidized 
program to subsidize the connection cost. Right now they pay 100% of that build 
out. The County has jumped on board for the Request For Proposal process. 
The thought is if we can get our connection subsidized it would be a good thing 
to look at. The primary purpose is for health; it does not include internet 
connection. 

Some discussion occurred. 

{{{Commissioner Lennox moved to approve the Fiscal Year 2010-2011 
QualityLife Intergovernmental Agency Budget Work Scope and Budget. 
Commissioner Holliday seconded the motion; it was then passed 
unanimously.}}} 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to approve the Contract Boating Safety 
and Law Enforcement Services between the Oregon State Marine Board 
and Wasco County and Exhibit A to Modification No. 4 Cooperative Law 
Enforcement Annual Operating Plan & Financial Plan Agreement between 
the Wasco County Sheriff's Department and U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, U.S. Forest Service Mt. Hood National Forest. Commissioner 
Lennox seconded the motion; it was then passed unanimously.}}} 
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Item #2 

{{{Commissioner Holliday moved to rescind the County Court's approval 
on September 2, 2009 of the Safe Kids USA Local Coalition Agreement 
between the Safe Kids Worldwide, Safe Kids Oregon State and State Safe 
Kids Columbia Gorge. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was 
then passed unanimously.}}} 

Item #9- Some discussion occurred on the request from Keith Mobley in regards 
to the formation of the Tygh Valley Rural Fire Protection District. The Board 
directed staff to schedule a meeting at Tygh Valley to consider the request for the 
County to form the Tygh Valley Rural Fire Protection District. 

The Board signed: 

-Regular Session Minutes of February 3, 2010. 
-Regular Session Minutes of February 10, 2010. 
-Special Session Minutes of March 30, 2010. 
-Regular Session Minutes of April12, 2010. 
-Special Session Minutes of April29, 2010. 
- Resolution #1 0-015 in the matter of the inspection of the Northern Oregon 
Regional Correctional Facilities. 
-Resolution #10-016 in the matter of directing and authorizing the Wasco County 
Planning & Development Department to initiate a Legislative Text Amendment to 
the Land Use and Development Ordinance to update the Exclusive Farm Use 
Zone to create consistency with state regulations pursuant to changes resulting 
from HB 3099 of the 2009 Oregon Legislature Session. 
-Resolution #10-018 in the matter of authorizing the purchase of one Brush 
Chipper for the Wasco County Public Works Department during Fiscal year 
2009-2010. 
-Resolution #10-019 in the matter of approving a Sole-Source Exemption under 
the Wasco County Public Contract Review Board Rules. 
- Order #1 0-057 in the matter of establishing a Revised Fee Schedule for the 
Wasco County Land Use and Development Ordinance and Wasco County 
Planning and Development Office. 
-Order #10-059 in the matter of transferring $40,731.00 from General Fund 
Contingency to the Employee & Administrative Services Department Facilities 
Division Equipment- Capital Account during Fiscal Year 2009-2010. 
- Intergovernmental Agreement #1 0-024 between Wasco County and Mid
Columbia Economic Development District. 
- Statement of Gift between Wasco County and the Columbia Gorge Discovery 
Center, Wasco County Historical Museum. 
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- Joint Resolution in the matter of transferring Six Rivers Community Mediation 
Services from Four Rivers Community Corporation to Mid-Columbia Council of 
Governments and retaining Six Rivers Community Mediation Services as the 
2009-2011 Grant Recipient of Community Dispute Resolution Funding. 
- Order #1 0-060 in the matter of the reappointment of Denise Patton to the 
Wasco County Elderly & Handicapped Special Transportation Funds Advisory 
Committee. 
- Order #1 0-061 in the matter of the reappointment of Lydia Dale to the Wasco 
County Elderly & Handicapped Special Transportation Funds Advisory 
Committee. 
- Order #1 0-062 in the matter of the reappointment of Marilyn Richardson to the 
Wasco County Elderly & Handicapped Special Transportation Funds Advisory 
Committee. 
- Order #1 0-063 in the matter of the reappointment of Elwin Grout to the Wasco 
County Elderly & Handicapped Special Transportation Funds Advisory 
Committee. 
- Exhibit A to Modification No. 4 Cooperative Law Enforcement Annual Operating 
Plan & Financial Plan Agreement between the Wasco County Sheriff's 
Department and U.S. Department of Agriculture, U.S. Forest Service Mt. Hood 
National Forest. 
- Contract Boating Safety and Law Enforcement Services between Oregon State 
Marine Board and Wasco County. 
- Order in the matter of approving the establishment of Mediation Assessment 
Fees for the Wasco County Circuit Court. 
-Wasco County Community Comprehensive Plan Update. 
- Resolution in the matter of the Federal Fiscal Year 2010 Elections for National 
Forest Related Safety-Net Payments. 

At 3:22 p.m. the Board adjourned. 

WASCO COUNTY BOARD 
OF COMMISSIONERS 
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WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 

REGULAR SESSION 
May 19, 2010 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

1. Regular Session Minutes of February 3, 2010. 

2. Regular Session Minutes of February 10, 2010. 

3. Special Session Minutes of March 30, 2010. 

4. Regular Session Minutes of April 12, 2010. 

5. Special Session Minutes of April 29, 201 0. 

6. Resolution #10-015 in the matter of the inspection of the Northern Oregon 
Regional Correctional Facilities. 

7. Resolution #10-016 in the matter of directing and authorizing the Wasco County 
Planning & Development Department to initiate a Legislative Text Amendment to 
the Land Use and Development Ordinance to update the Exclusive Farm Use 
Zone to create consistency with state regulations pursuant to changes resulting 
from HB 3099 of the 2009 Oregon Legislature Session. 

8. Resolution #10-018 in the matter of authorizing the purchase of one Brush 
Chipper for the Wasco County Public Works Department during Fiscal Year 
2009-2010. 

9. Resolution #10-019 in the matter of approving a Sole-Source Exemption under 
the Wasco County Public Contract Review Board Rules. 

10. Order #1 0-057 in the matter of establishing a Revised Fee Schedule for the 
Wasco County Land Use and Development Ordinance and Wasco County 
Planning and Development Office. 

11. Order #10-059 in the matter of transferring $40,731.00 from General Fund 
Contingency to the Employee & Administrative Services Department Facilities 
Division Equipment- Capital Account during Fiscal Year 2009-2010. 

12. Intergovernmental Agreement #10-024 between Wasco County and Mid
Columbia Economic Development District. 

13. Statement of Gift between Wasco County and the Columbia Gorge Discovery 
Center, Wasco County Historical Museum. 



( 
14. Joint Resolution in the matter of transferring Six Rivers Community Mediation 

Services from Four Rivers Community Corporation to Mid-Columbia Council of 
Governments and retaining Six Rivers Community Mediation Services as the 
2009-2011 Grant Recipient of Community Dispute Resolution Funding. 

15. Order #1 0-060 in the matter of the reappointment of Denise Patton to the Wasco 
County Elderly & Handicapped Special Transportation Funds Advisory 
Committee. 

16. Order #10-061 in the matter of the reappointment of Lydia Dale to the Wasco 
County Elderly & Handicapped Special Transportation Funds Advisory 
Committee. 

17. Order #1 0-062 in the matter of the reappointment of Marilyn Richardson to the 
Wasco County Elderly & Handicapped Special Transportation Funds Advisory 
Committee. 

18. Order #1 0-063 in the matter of the reappointment of Elwin Grout to the Wasco 
County Elderly & Handicapped Special Transportation Funds Advisory 
Committee. 
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To honor the intent of Home At Last Board of Director's original request, we ask that 
there be a clear answer from Wasco County in regards to whether or not Home At Last 
will be placed on the November 2010 Election Ballot for a tax levy. As quoted by 
Commissioner Ericksen during the March 17'/t public hearing "the county would need to 
hold off until May 19'/t when the County and The Dalles finish their respective budgets, 
for a decision whether to place a property tax levy for Home At Last on the November 
ballot." 

5/,~( /,o 

Lx:~-c,b:r- 6 

Home at Last Board of Directors would like to thank both the City of The Dalles and 
Wasco County for their offer of additional funding to continue operation of the Animal 
Shelter. Home At Last Board of Directors is committed to pursuing sustained funding for 
the continued operation of the Animal Shelter. If our efforts are not successful and 
sustained funding is not secured the shelter operation will pass back to Wasco County, 
but if, in part because of your supp01i, we are successful you will see a strong and 
growing animal shelter continuing to provide a necessary service to this region in the 
most humane manner possible. 
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April20, 2010 

CIRCUIT COURT OF THE STATE OF OREGON 
SEVENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

GILLIAM, HOOD RIVER, SHERMAN, WASCO, AND WHEELER COUNTIES 
309 STATE STREET 

HOOD RIVER, OREGON 97031 
541-386-3535 

Wasco County Board of Commissioners 
Dan Erickson, Chair 
511 Washington St. 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

Dear Mr. Erickson, 

I am writing in regard to the fees collected by the Hood River Circuit Court to fund our court
annexed domestic relations mediation program, It has been a significant period of time since this 
particular issue has been addressed and with the current state of this fund, I believe our attention 
is necessary. 

The Circuit Courts of the Seventh Judicial District have offered court-annexed domestic relations 
mediation since 1997. Under our mediation program, parents who are divorcing or legal 
separating are referred to mediation with a state certified domestic relations mediator. The 
mediator works to assist the parents in developing a parenting plan outside of a courtroom and on 
their own schedule. The mediators and parents are allowed 8 hours il) which to complete the 
mediation, more if approved by the court, and often require the use of the full 8 hours to 
complete. Mediation is also available in purely financial cases. 

The mediation program has been very successful. It greatly reduces the financial and emotional 
costs to the parties. Most importantly, it places parenting decisions in the hands of the people 
who should be making those decisions: the parents. 

The mediators are paid fi·om money collected through a filing fee assessment. The assessment is 
dedicated to the cost of mediation. 

Under ORS 21.112(1)(a), the mediation assessment must be approved "by the governing body of 
the county." When our program was established, we asked and received approval for a $100 
mediation assessment to be applied to the Petitioners' filing fees. We did not ask for and have 
not been collecting a mediation assessment from the Respondents. 

As reliance on the mediation process has grown, so too have the associated costs. We now need 
to incre~se revenues to satisf'y the demand. Specifically, we ask that each of our five county 
govemitlg bodies approve the following mediation assessment schedule: 

1) $100 for a Petitioner. 



2) $150 for co-Petitioners. (These are cases where the parties join in the initial filing. 
The parents still are entitled to mediation services, though they tend to access the service 
less frequently.) 

3) $1 00 for a Respondent. 

Subject to the approval of the County governing bodies, our plan is to make the new assessment 
schedule effective as of July 1, 2010. 

Your assistance in this matter will be most appreciated. If you have any questions, please feel 
free to contact me. 

Respectfully, 

~ 
Jenifer Lechuga 
Trial Court Administrator 
Seventh Judicial District 
541-387-6917- Hood River 
541-506-2714- Wasco 
Jenifer.s.lechuga@ojd.state.or.us 
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21.112 Additional fee for conciliation, mediation and other services and programs in certain domestic 
relations cases. (1) The clerk of the court shall collect at the time a proceeding described in subsection ( 4) of this 
section is filed a fee in an amount determined by the governing body of the county to be necessary in the particular type 
of case, in additiol! to any other funds used therefor, to pay the expenses of providing: 

(a) Mediation under ORS 107.755 to 107.795; 
(b) Conciliation services under ORS 107.510 to 107.610; 
(c) Expedited parenting time enforcement under ORS 107.434; 
(d) Education programs under ORS 3.425; 
(e) Investigations, evaluations, examinations and referrals for services under ORS 1 07.425; and 
(f) Any other program or service to which parties may be referred or that may be ordered by that court, including 

programs or services established to assist the court or a family in a domestic relations case if the presiding judge for the 
judicial district has approved the program or service. 

(2) Before approving the provision of any program or service under subsection (1 )(d) to (f) of this section, the 
presiding judge shall evaluate: 

(a) The need for programs and services described in subsection (l)(a) to (c) of this section and the appropriate level 
of funding for those programs and services; and 

(b) The impact on funding for the programs and services described in subsection (1 )(a) to (c) of this section that 
would result from providing a program or service under subsection (I)( d) to (f) of this section. 

(3) The fees provided for in this section are in addition to all other fees that are collected by the clerk at the time the 
proceeding is filed. Fees collected under this section shall be paid, in the manner determined by the State Court 
Administrator, to the appropriate officer of the county within the first 25 days of the month following the month in 
which collected. The fees shall be used by the county to pay the expenses specified in subsection (1) of this section .. 

( 4) The additional fee established by this section shall be collected by the clerk: 
(a) In the following proceedings: 
(A) Proceedings for dissolution of marriage, annulment of marriage or separation. 
(B) Filiation proceedings under ORS 109.124 to 109.230. 
(C) Proceedings to determine custody or support of a child under ORS 109.103. 
(D) Proceedings for modifications of orders issued under subparagraphs (A) to (C) of this paragraph. 
(E) Proceedings under ORS 107.434. 
(b) For responses in any of the proceedings listed in paragraph (a) of this subsection. [1963 c.434 §11; 1971 c.280 

§20; 1975 c.607 §2; 1979 c.833 §4; 1981 c.835 §1; 1981 s.s. c.3 §70; 1983 c.671 §6; 1983 c.763 §38; 1985 c.412 §1; · 
1995 c.273 §9; 1997 c.475 §§5,5a; 1999 c.59 §11; 2001 c.394 §1; 2003 c.737 §107] 

A/0'71'1A1() 



NOTESFORJAMESAPPEAL 

Opening statement: this is a Code Compliance appeal hearing leading to a 
decision on whether or not the violation(s) are valid. This is not a land use 
hearing appealing a land use decision. The violation will be shown to be valid 
based on: 

1. definition of a structure 
2. there are structures on the property 
3. permits are needed for the structures 
4. no permits have been approved 
5. no evidence that they were placed before permits were required 

I. History (notices, letters) 

II. Definition of a structure ryvc LUDO): Structure- Anything constructed, erected, or 
air-inflated, permanent or temporary, which requires location on the ground. Among 
other things, the term structure includes buildings, walls, fences, billboards, poster 
panels and parking lots. Retaining walls less than four (4) feet in height are not 
considered structures for the sake of general property line setbacks. Any item 
defined as a structure in the LUDO or NSA LUDO. 

Ill. There are 4 large structures on the property; 3 accessory structures and a 
pre-fab type dwelling based on: 

Assessor letter (o'nly the 576sq ft 24x24) was there in 1993 (PG 23) 
Assessor database (PGS 24-28) 
Conversation with Melanie: 1 Ox40 add-on to the trailer 
James letter stating he is living there (PG 17) 
Address is now 3605 Japanese Hollow 
James stating that he built the pre-fab home (CONVERSATIONS) 
Site visit, pictures (PGS 29-31) 

IV. Based on Section 2. 090 of the WCCCNAO and section 3.210 of the Wasco 
County LUDO permits are required for structures and dwellings in the A 1 zone. 

V. No permits have been found or submitted 
Checked Planning databases 
Checked with the Health department (John Zalaznik) 

VI. No evidence that the structures were placed or built before permits were 
required has been found or submitted. 

Legal structure documentation. Evidence that a structure was lawfully 
established shall include the following: 

a. Wasco County Assessor records verifying the structure was built prior to 



4 September 1974; or 

b. Any one of the following: 

(1) a valid Oregon State Building Codes permit signed by the Wasco 
County Planning Department between 4 September 197 4 and 17 
November 1986; or 

(2) a valid Wasco Sherman Health Department septic permit before 1 
January 1985; or 

(3) a valid Land Use Compatibility Statement signed by the Wasco 
County Planning Department between 1 January 1985 and 17 
November 1986, or 

(4) National Scenic Area approval by either the Columbia River Gorge 
Commission, the USDA Forest Service, or the Wasco County 
Planning Department, after 17 November 1986, and a valid Oregon 
State Building Codes permit signed by the Wasco County Planning 
Department. 

There is evidence that all but the 24x24 .(576 sq ft) structure were 
constructed/placed after James purchased property in 1994. 

VII. Options 

NOTE: 

-Determine the violation is valid based on the provisions cited by staff in 
the WCCCNAO and the evidence presented · 

-Continue the hearing to a date and time certain for additional information 
necessary to make a decision and direct staff to provide the information. 

-Determine the violation is not valid and show how this determination is 
consistent with the WCCCNAO 

SECTION 3.230 Further Appeals 
All appeals of the Hearings Officer determination pursuant to Section 3.210, 
Right to Appeal, shall be by writ of review as authorized by ORS 34.010- 34.100. 
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Soils Procedure 
Last Updated 11 July 2006 by TC 

1. GIS Soils Layer 
The existing GIS soils layer was taken from the NRCS website. The 
metadata on this information is available in the S drive. 

At my request Tycho created the layer to show soil polygons by their 
capability class. The complexes, except for a complex with a capability class 
of 7 or 8 and anything lower than a 7, appear based on their dominant 
capability class (a 60% 4 and 40% 3 will appear as a 4). Complexes with a 
capability class of 7 or 8 and anything lower than a 7 appear as a 9 and are 
labeled as "Class 7 Complex". 

2. Determining Soil Percentages (Created by Tycho on 02/07/2002) 

Procedure for Creating Soils Maps 
Rev. 1.5 

a. Open the Standard Soils project 
(s:\gis\users\planning\templates\soils\standardsoils.apr) 

b. Make the taxlots theme active by clicking on it. 

c. Click on the binoculars, type in map and tax lot number. This will select 
the parcel of interest and zoom you to it. 

d. Click on the Xtools pull-down menu and select "clip with polygons". It will 
then ask you three questions -what is the base information you are trying 
to extract (soils), your area of interest (the selected parcel), and what do 
you want to call the resulting shapefile. For the first, pick the soil map you 
want to get information from. For the second, pick the taxlots theme. 
Either name the output theme "Ciip1", and overwrite any previous "Ciip1" 
themes (which will keep the computer from filling up with old shapefiles) or 
name it something you want to keep. 



e. Open the new shapefiles' data table, and make sure it is active. Select the 
LandUseCiass field. Click on the Summarize button; from the "field" 
pulldown menu pick "acres", form the "Summarize by" pulldown menu pick 
"sum". Click the "add" button, then "ok" to create the table. (Note: this 
does not result in the correct information if there is more than one 
type of Class 7 Complex) 

f. At this point you can either export the summary table to Excel using Xtools 
or use a calculator to determine soil class percentages. 

g. Turn off the Soils themes, and change the new theme's legend to match 
the standard soil legend. Double-click on the legend, pick "legend type
unique", then "load", (navigate to 
s:\gis\datalayers\themes\landcover\soils.avl) and choose "LandUseCiass" 
for the values field. 

h. Go to layout. Use the Soils - Layout document - this already has the 
disclaimer and basic data on it. Change the date if necessary, and title the 
map with the subject parcel's location (ex, T1N R12E S32 Lot 200). Print it 
on the color printer, and you're done. 

3. "Class 7 Complexes" 

At point e and f above some additional work may need to be done. 

In order to determine the % breakdown of a "Class 7 Complex" you need to 
refer to the table in Section 6 below. This table has each of the "Class 7 
Complexes" broken down into extrapolated %'s that equal100%. Take the 
acreage of the particular "Class 7 Complex" and multiply it by the %'s listed in 
the document to get the acreage breakdown of the "Class 7 Complex" into its 
subcomponents. Combine these subcomponent acreages to the existing 
property acreages already broken into capability classes to get a final 
determination. 

None of the soils in the NRCS database, including the complexes, equal 
100%. To be able to reach a conclusion on the % breakdown of the "Class 7 
Complexes" the existing %'s were extrapolated to achieve 100% by an adding 
an equivalent number of % points until the combined total reached 100%. An 
example is indicated in the table below: 

5C Bakeoven-Watama Complex: 
Subcomponents Capability Class NRCS% Extrapolated % 
Bakeoven 7 65 76.5 
Watama 4 20 23.5 



4. Further Evaluation of "Class 7 Complex" Soils 
If an applicant feels the generalized breakdown of this complex does not 
accurately reflect the soils on the property in question and they ask for further 
evaluation, they can request a representative from Soil and Water 
Conservation with an adequate background in soils evaluation to do an onsite 
inspection of the specific soil. This representative will provide the Wasco 
County Planning Department with a written evaluation of only the specific soil 
and their determination of why the soils in the complex are different than the 
extrapolated o/o's. This evaluation will also be applicable for determining the 
location of class 7 soils to meet the requirement of siting a dwelling on "Class 
7 Complex" soils. 

Please note, only class 7 determinations in one of the identified "Class 7 
Complexes" can be made through this process. All other soils must be 
evaluated through the criteria in Section 3.210 of the Wasco County Land 
Use and Development Ordinance. 

5. Database Viewer 
All of the information, including the capability table, currently located in the 
Northern and Southern Wasco County Soil books are available through an 
easy to use viewer at the location below. 

8:\Database\WascoSoils. mdb. 

6. Class 7 Complex Table 

Wasco County, Oregon, Northern Part (Soils North' 

Sub 
Components Extrapolated 

ID Complex Name Sub Components Class o/o's 

3D Bakeoven-Condon ·· Bakeoven 7 . 76.5 
Condon 

. . 
. 3 23.5 

4C Bakeoven-Maupin Bakeoven 7 76.5 
Maupin 3 23.5 

5C Bakeoven-watarna · Bakeoven 7 ·.· 76.5 
. 

Watama 4 23.5 
160 Cherryhiii-Rock outcrop Cherryhill 4 76.5 

Rock outcrop 8 23.5 
180 Condon-Bakeoven Condon . 3 76.5 

·. Bakeoven 7 23.5 
21E Duart Duart 6 70.5 

Shallow cbv-1 soils 7 29.5 
44 Tygh fine samly loam · · . Tygh 3 98 

Aquolls, poorly drained 7 1 



Xerofluvents, frequently 
. flooded 7 . 1 . 

510 Wamic-Skyline Wamic 4 75 
Skyline 7 25 

6.2E Rock outcrop-6odeii-Bald Rock outcrop 8 61 
.·. Bodell 7 22 

. . . . 
. 

Bald . 6 17 

Trout Creek- Shaniko, Oregon (Soils South) 

Sub 
Components Extrapolated 

ID Name Sub Components Class %'s 
1 Endersbv fine sandy loam Enders by 2 97 

Riverwash 8 3 

Lickskillet-Redcliff very 
8 gravelly loams Lickskillet 7 53 

Radcliff 6 47 

Bee Bakeoven-Condon complex Bakeoven .7 70.5 
. Condon · 3 29.5 . 

CoC Condon-Bakeoven complex Condon 3 76.5 
Bakeoven 7 23.5 

(;pF Glnser and Pra!l soils Glnser North 7 59 
. .· 

Prag 6 
. 

41 
LgE Lithgow and Sort soils Lithaow 6 70.5 

Sorf 7 29.5 
Wd Willowdale loam Willowdale . 4 95 

Riverwash 8 5 
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WASCO COUNTY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
Todd R. Cornett, Director. 
2705 East Second Street 

. The Dalles, Oregon 97058· 

Date. Submitted: 

Phone: (541) 506-2560 
Fax: (541) 506-:2561 
www.co.wasco.or.us 

PLASAR-1 0-04-0006 

REQUEST'FOR FEE WAIVER 

Applicant/Owner Information: . . . 
Applicant(s) ~~ ~,:)'e&JMi e4 .fe1, Property Owner(s) .:);"?bt~Vl\.4r e_.u.f-o'/4' 

Mailing Address ~~~ .;.C,/i? Mailing Address /m-:5'~~LP 

.. 
.. Phone {H) 'i{'LfF2Jf/~ {W) Phone {H)$'¢'/- $AO""(!:I:;12f {W) 

'Explimation For Fee Waiver Request {Please give cpmplete detailed explanation): . . 

LPAJW ~A~ EH'T 4'M ~. 

{To be completed by Planning and Development Office) 
Fee Structure· ,. 

WAIVABLE; PLANNING FEES 

APPLICATION TYPE . TOTAL FEE OTHER FEES PLANNING FEE PENALTY FEE 

$c.e.vu'c. 4r"-A l2.e. ":-.. w '1 :io7t.•• l{i 7/.0<J If/, o<><>, •• 1(' It DNJ. ou . 

-Tvp :t '2-Go .•• - .f {9-S"o. "' ~ 

\o..W. \ l.t>d USc. uv~ · ,.,. . :112-32.1.00 

other Information: 

.Fees Verified by: 

o be completed~ by Executive Assistant to the Board of County C~mmission~) 

· . TOTAL WAIVED FEES:.::!( ~ {)c!u 

rC>T~LFEES NOTWAIVEDJ I,~/ 

Board of County Commissioners Authority signature -----------'-------

P:\Fonns\Land Use Appllcations\fee walverrequesl . · 



WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS 
REGULAR SESSION 

May 19, 2010 

DISCUSSION LIST 

ACTION AND DISCUSSION ITEMS: 

1. Decision on the request from Jay LeRoux for an easement or purchase of 
property for use as a right-of-way to his home located off of East Fifth Street. 

2. Motion to rescind the Board's approval of the Safe Kids USA Local Coalition 
Agreement between the Safe Kids Worldwide, Safe Kids Oregon State and State 
Safe Kids Columbia Gorge, which was approved on September 2, 2009. 

3. Motion to amend the Board's motion of January 20, 2010 to remove the 
appointment of Mike Kortge to the Wasco County Commercial Energy Advisory 
Group. 

4. Motion to amend the Board's motion of January 20, 2010 to remove the 
appointment of Dwight Langer and Jonathan Lewis to the Wasco County Non
Commercial Energy Advisory Group. 

5. Discussion on the replacement of the Wasco County Veterans Service Officer. 

6. Discussion on dog running at large in public parks. 

7. Discussion on letter received from Corliss Marsh, Vice Chairman of Wasco 
County Library Service District Board, dated May 4, 2010. 

8. Decision on Fee Waiver request from Paul & Jeannie Citoli. 

9. Discussion on letter received from Keith Mobley, dated May 3, 2010. 

10. Discussion on letter received from Ron Graves, Wasco County Soil & Water 
Conservation District, dated April 27, 201 0. 

11. Discussion on IT Fee for Qlife. 

12. Consideration and approval of the Wildland Urban Interface Grant Application for 
the Kelly Springs Rock Pit Property. 



( ON HOLD: 

1. Discussion on office space for County reorganization. 

2. Discussion on Amending Document Approval Policy. 

3. Discussion on the establishment of an Ordinance that would allow the 
enforcement of the burn ban. 

4. Motion to rescind the Agreement between Wasco County, Oregon, and the North 
Wasco County School District #21, approved on March 4, 2009. 

5. Discussion on Model Executive Session News Media Attendance Policy. 

6. Discussion on Draft Continuity of Operations Planning Policy. 

7. Discussion on establishing an administrative rate for grants. 


