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9:15a.m. 

WASCO COUNTY COURT 

REGULAR SESSION 

AGENDA 

JANUARY 14, 2009 

LOCATION: WASCO COUNTY COURTHOUSE, 
COUNTY COURTROOM #202, 

511 Washington Street, The Dalles, Oregon 

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL of awarding Contracts to various 
agencies to provide Ambulance Service Area coverage in Wasco County, 
Oregon. 

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL of the Regular Session Consent 
Calendar of January 14, 2009. 

CONSIDERATION of items listed on the Discussion List of January 14, 
2009. 

9:30a.m. CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION of the Wasco County Leave Without 
Pay Policy. 

10:00 a.m. DISCUSSION on the proposed Rehab Home Repair Program for Wasco 
County, Oregon. 

1:00 p.m. DISCUSSION with Todd Cornett, Wasco County Planning & Development 
Director, regarding Urban Growth Management Issues. 

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 
AMENDED REGULAR SESSION 

JANUARY 14, 2009 

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

At 9:13a.m. Judge Ericksen called the Court to order. 

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL of awarding Contracts to various 
agencies to provide Ambulance Service Area coverage in Wasco County, 
Oregon. 

Commissioner Holliday noted that the applications currently submitted compl ied with the 
requirements. 

Wasco County Executive Assistant Kathy McBride stated that the Mutual Aid 
Agreement with Southern Wasco County Ambulance Service and Jefferson County 
Ambulance Service had not been received. 

Commissioner Holliday commented that there should be an Agreement with Warm 
Springs but Warm Springs was reluctant to do so. 

McBride noted that she had not received any bidders. 

Commissioner Holliday moved to accept the Ambulance Service Area Contracts with 
the following agencies: ASA-1 Mosier area; ASA-2 The Dalles area; ASA-3 Dufur area; 
ASA-4 & ASA-7 Maupin and Southwest County area; and the ASA-5 South County 
area. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then passed unanimously. 
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Commissioner Holliday informed the Court that a result of Pine Hollow's growing 
population was an increase of the number of calls for ambulance transport. She stated 
that Pine Hollow was being urged to upgrade their first responder training to EMT basic. 
Commissioner Holliday noted that Pine Hollow averaged 225 transports per year. 

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL of the Regular Session Consent Calendar 
of January 14, 2009. (Attached as Exhibit A) 

The Court decided to consult with the Wasco County Road master prior to considering 
#9 on the Consent Calendar. 

McBride reviewed the Regular Session Minutes of August 15, 2007 as amended. 

Commissioner Lennox moved to approve the Consent Calendar of January 14, 2009, 
with the exception of Item #9 . Commissioner Holliday seconded the motion; it was then 
passed unanimously. 

Other Business: 
Commissioner Holliday noted that she had attended the Library District Meeting on 
January 13, 2009. She stated that the Library would be lobbying the Court with a 
request to have $15,000.00 included into the District's budget for a Library District 
consolidation study. 

CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION of the Wasco County Leave Without Pay 
Policy. 

Wasco County Employee and Administrative Services Director Tyler Stone reviewed the 
changes that were made to the Wasco County Leave Without Pay Policy. 

Commissioner Holliday moved to adopt the Wasco County Leave Without Pay Policy as 
presented. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then passed 
unanimously. 

CONSIDERATION of items listed on the Discussion List of January 14, 2009. 
(Attached as Exhibit B) 

Item #1 - Commissioner Holliday stated that she would contact Y1 02 at the scheduled 
time on January 15, 2009. 
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Item #2- Judge Ericksen declared that he supported relocating the 911 Center to 
Klickitat County as long as Law Enforcement and Emergency Services had no issues 
with relocating across the river. 

Stone suggested that Wasco County conduct a technology analysis on data transport to 
make sure that information could cross the river successfully. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that there should be a meeting within Wasco County 
where a candid discussion could take place. 

Judge Ericksen requested that Commissioner Lennox meet with the interested parties 
within Wasco County. 

Commissioner Holliday expressed that Wasco County needed to reach out to all 
agencies that utilize the 911 Center; including smaller outlying districts. 

The Court directed staff to carry over item #2 to the following list for further discussion. 
The Court requested that staff reword the list item to read: "report on 911 Center 
progress". 

At 10:01 a.m. the Court recessed. 

At 10:12 a.m. the Court reconvened. 

DISCUSSION on the proposed Rehab Home Repair Program for Wasco 
County, Oregon. 

The Court met with Mid-Columbia Senior Center Director Scott McKay, Mid-Columbia 
Housing Authority Employee John Hutchison, Housing Program Rehabilitating Manager 
David VanDerlip, and Executive Director for Mid-Columbia Housing Authority Ruby 
Mason regarding the proposed Rehab Home Repair Program for Wasco County. 

Mason noted that the application for the Rehab Home Repair Grant was due by March 
1, 2009. 

Judge Ericksen stated that The City of The Dalles Manager Nolan Young was in 
attendance on behalf of the City of The Dalles. 

Mason informed the Court that the affected cities were invited to attend today's meeting. 
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VanDerlip reviewed every section of the Sherman County Housing Rehabilitation Loan 
Program Policy. (Attached as Exhibit C) He stated that the Policy was utilized in many 
counties. 

VanDerlip and Mason explained the process that is used to obtain money for approved 
projects. 

Young stated that the City was in support of the program. Young gave a report on how 
the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) had been to work with on some of 
the City's projects. He indicated that the process for CDBG had been overall satisfying. 

The Court made the following changes to the Policy: the real market value to be set at 
$175,000.00; rewording of Section 4.3 to say that it is suggested that a licensed 
contractor perform the work but this can be waived if demonstrated that the owner is 
qualified; the wording on the cover sheet to be made consistent with the idea that all 
loans that qualify would be accepted on a first come first serve basis. 

Hutchison noted that Mid-Columbia Housing needed to get approval and support for the 
program from three cities. 

Mason read aloud a sample letter of support that the cities would be provided to review. 
(Attached as Exhibit D) She stated the County would have to get approval from the 
State prior to making changes to the Policy once adopted. Mason noted that Mid
Columbia Housing was required to obtain a pool of 25 applications by March 2, 2009 to 
be eligible for the Grant. 

It was the consensus of the County Court that Wasco County would incur the expense 
and distribute direct notification to affected homeowners throughout Wasco County 
regarding the Housing Rehabilitation Loan Program. 

At 12:05 p.m. the Court recessed. 

At 1 :05 p.m. the Court reconvened. 

DISCUSSION with Todd Cornett, Wasco County Planning and Development 
Director, regarding Urban Growth Management Issues. 

Cornett stated that the Urban Growth Boundary expansion had been put on hold. He 
said that it would be a year before things began to move. Cornett stated that 
he was not looking for a decision today and suggested that the Court discuss the 
potential expansion with the City of The Dalles. Cornett reviewed the options provided 
in the handout entitled New Wasco County/City of The Dalles Urban Growth 
Management Agreement (UGMA). (Attached as Exhibit E) 
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It was the consensus of the County Court to support Option 2 in the handout that 
Cornett provided entitled New Wasco County/City of The Dalles Urban Growth 
Management Agreement (UGMA). 

Judge Ericksen stated that he anticipated a future meeting that would include City of 
The Dalles Community and Development Director Dan Durow, City of 
The Dalles Manager Nolan Young, and Wasco County Roadmaster Marty Matherly to 
discuss the potential impact on the Wasco County Road Department if an Urban Growth 
Boundary expansion were to happen. 

Commissioner Holliday commended Cornett for starting on the process early. 

McBride noted that Durow had indicated that a direct notice to property owners under 
Measure 56 was not required. 

Cornett stated that it had been Wasco County's policy to notify people who might be 
impacted upon a change in an Ordinance. 

Judge Ericksen declared that Wasco County would do a general property notification to 
impacted property owners within the expanded Urban Growth Boundary area. 

McBride stated that she would compose a request for the City of The Dalles to prepare 
and pay for the legal notices to the Department of Land Conservation and Development 
(DLCD) and The Dalles Chronicle regarding the scheduled Public Hearing. 

Other Business: 
Cornett expressed concern to the Court regarding the issue of the County's Code 
Compliance Officer providing services outside of Wasco County. 

Judge Ericksen noted that the Code Compliance Officer would be sending in monthly 
summaries of his work for the Court members to review. 

At 2:31 p.m. the Court recessed . 

At 2:35 the Court reconvened. 

Continued .. . CONSIDERATION of items listed on the Discussion List of 
January 14, 2009. (Attached as Exhibit B) 

Item #3- Judge Ericksen noted that Leroy Booth would be ineligible for the Budget 
Committee position due to receiving payments from Wasco County for services. 
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The Court directed staff to arrange interviews with the two Budget Committee 
applicants. The Court requested that they be scheduled on the Court date of 
January 21, 2009. 

Item #4- Judge Ericksen stated that the Health Department was going through several 
staffing changes and Wasco County was not in a position to address the letter received 
from the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality. Judge Ericksen directed staff to 
contact the City of The Dalles to request that the City address this matter. 

Item #5- It was the consensus of the County Court to direct Department Heads to notify 
the County Court prior to the filling of any budgeted position. 

Item #6- Commissioner Lennox stated that he would search for clarification on the 
proposed contract with Milne & Associates. 

Item #8- It was the consensus of the County Court to give each employee of Wasco 
County a 3% wage adjustment. 

Item #1 0- It was the consensus of the County Court to deny the request from the Wasco 
Sherman Public Health Department Director Glenn Pierce in regard to granting a step 
increase to the Tri-County Hazardous Waste and Recycling Program Coordinator Cindy 
Brown. 

Item #11- Commissioner Lennox stated that he would discuss moving the Ambulance 
Service Area Coordinator position back to the Sheriffs Office with the Wasco County 
Sheriff. 

The Court directed staff to carry over Item's #12, 13, and 14 to the Discussion List of 
January 21, 2009. 

Commissioner Holliday moved to make the execution date of the Collective Bargaining 
Agreement for the Wasco County Law Enforcement Association on February 1, 2009. 
Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then passed unanimously. 

The Court signed: 

-Agreement between Wasco County and Gilliam County. 
-Order in the matter of the reappointment of Robert Carsner to the Wasco 
County/The Dalles Museum Commission. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Sam Woolsey to the Wasco 
County/The Dalles Museum Commission. 
-Order in the matter of the reappointment of Don Uhalde to the Wasco County Public 
Works Building Safety Committee. 
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- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Jeff McCall to the Wasco County Public 
Works Building Safety Committee. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Dan Sanders to the Wasco County Public 
Works Building Safety Committee. 
-Order in the matter of the reappointment of Matt Morris to the Wasco County Public 
Works Building Safety Committee. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Justin Bales to the Wasco County Public 
Works Building Safety Committee. · 
- Order in the matter of correcting the term of expiration for Lowell Foreman on the 
Wasco County Board of Review. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Fred Davis to the Wasco County 
Courthouse Safety Committee. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Sylvia Loewen to the Wasco County 
Courthouse Safety Committee. 
- Frontier TeleNet Network Co-Location Agreement between Frontier TeleNet and 
Wasco County Sheriff's Office. 
- Regular Session Minutes of August 15, 2007 as amended. 
- Special Session Minutes of December 8, 2008. 
- Emergency Session Minutes of December 15, 2008. 
-Order in the matter of the Wasco County Planning Commission recommendation of 
the request by Cascade Planning and Associates Representing Laura DesJardins for an 
Exception to Statewide Goal 4 - Forest Lands, a Comprehensive Plan Amendment from 
Forest Use to Farm-Forest, and a Zone Change from F-2(80), Forest Use, to F-F(1 0), 
Farm-Forest. 
-Order in the matter of the reappointment of Elwin Grout to the Wasco County Elderly & 
Handicapped Transportation Funds Advisory Committee. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Dave Mason to the Wasco County Elderly 
& Handicapped Transportation Funds Advisory Committee. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Clint Windom to the Wasco County Elderly 
& Handicapped Transportation Funds Advisory Committee. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Lee Bryant to the Wasco County Elderly & 
Handicapped Transportation Funds Advisory Committee. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Louise Sargent to the Wasco County 
Elderly & Handicapped Transportation Funds Advisory Committee. 
- Order in the matter of the reappointment of Lydia Dale to the Wasco County Elderly & 
Handicapped Transportation Funds Advisory Committee. 
- Order in the matter of correcting the term on expiration for Kenneth Leibham on the 
Qualitylife (Qlife) Budget Committee. 
-Order in the matter of the reappointment of Lynn Rasmussen to the Qualitylife (Qlife) 
Budget Committee. 
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At 3:35p.m. the Court adjourned. 

WASCO COUNTY COURT 

Da~ 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 
REGULAR SESSION 
JANUARY 14,2009 

CONSENT CALENDAR 

1. Regular Session Minutes of August 13, 2008. 

2. Special Session Minutes of December 8, 2008. 

3. Emergency Session Minutes of December 15, 2008. 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 
REGULAR SESSION 

January 14, 2009 

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. Discussion on the proposed 911 Center. 

3. Consideration of the three letters of interest received for appointment to 
the Wasco County Budget Committee. 

4. Discussion on the letter received from the Oregon Department of 
Environmental Quality in regards to open burning in The Dalles area. 

5. Discussion on allowing Departments to refill vacant positions which are 
within the Department's Annual Budget without going through the Wasco 
County Wage and Classification Committee. 

6. Discussion on a proposed Contract with Milne Associates. 

7. Discussion on the County Court's involvement on AOC Subcommittees. 

8. Discussion on what direction the County Court wants to give to 
Departments as to the Wage Adjustment for employees covered by the 
AFSCME and FOPPO Union Agreements. 

9. Discussion on Direct Property Notification for LUDO Amendments to the 
Urban Growth Boundary of the City of The Dalles. 

10. Discussion on the request from Glenn Pierce, Wasco Sherman Public 
Health Department, dated January 9, 2009, in regards to granting a Step 
Increase to Cindy Brown, Tri-County Hazardous Waste & Recycling 
Program Coordinator. 

11. Discussion on appointing an individual to serve as the Wasco County 
Ambulance Service Area Coordinator. 

12. Discussion on the proposed Memorandum of Understanding that Mike 
Davidson, Wasco County Emergency Management Services Manager, 
has prepared for the Court's review. 
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13. Discussion on the formation of the Complete Count Committee, as 
recommended by the U.S. Census Bureau on September 10, 2008. 

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

Page 2 - Discussion List 



INTRODUCTION 

SHERMAN COUNTY 
HOUSING REHABILITATION LOAN PROGRAM 

POLICIES 

The Housing Rehabilitation Program, funded tlu·ough an Oregon Community Development Block Grant (OCDBG), was 
initiated as a response to a community survey. The target area was chosen on the basis of housing conditions, income, 
and availability of other sources of assistance and community support 

The goals of the Rehabilitation Loan Program are: 

I. To alleviate health and safety problems, including lead-based paint hazards and correct structural deficiencies 
in target area homes. 

2. To conserve and improve existing low income housing stock. 
3. To increase housing opp01tunities for low and moderate income households. 
4. To enable lower income residents of the targeted areas to remain in their homes. 

SECTION 1: APPLICANT ELIGIBILITY 

In order to be eligible for a Housing Rehabilitation Loan, an applicant must meet all of the following requirements: 

1:1 Residency: The applicant must own and occupy the property to be rehabilitated. More than 50% of the floor 
space of the dwelling must be occupied by the applicant. The property must also be in the target area approved in 
the grant application. 

1:2 Income: Annual gross income of the applicant household must not exceed 80% of county median income limits 
established by HUD. The limits by family size are listed on page 8. 

I :21 Total gross income includes, but is not limited to, the following: wages, tips, interest, dividends, social 
security benefits, pensions, mmuity income, alimony, child suppo11, welfare payments, veterans benefits, 
disability benefits, stipends, or living allowances. 

I :22 Annual income does not include the following: 

a) Income fi·om employment of children (including foster children) under the age of 18 years. 

b) Payments received for the care of foster children. 

c) Lump-sum additions to family assets, such as inheritances, insurance payments (including payments 
under health and accident insurance and worker's compensation), capital gains and settlement for 
personal or prope1ty losses. 

d) Amounts received by the family, that are specifically for, or in reimbursement of, the cost of medical 
expenses for any family member. 

e) Income of a live-ill aide. 

f) Amounts of educational scholarships paid directly to the student or to the educational institution, and 
amounts paid by the Govemmcnt to a veteran, for use il1 meeting the costs of tuition, fees, books, 
equipment, materials, supplies, transportation, and miscellaneous personal expenses of the student. 

g) The special pay to a family member serving in the Armed Forces who is exposed to hostile ftre. 

h) Amounts received under h·aulmg programs funded by HUD. 

Amounts received by a disabled person that are disregarded for a limited time for purposes of Supplemental 
Security Income eligibility and benefits because they are set aside for use under a Plan to Attain Self
Suniciency (PASS). Amounts received by a pm1icipant in other publicly assisted programs which are 
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specifically for or in reimbursement of out-of-pocket expenses incurTcd (special equipment, clothing, 
transportation, child care, etc.) and which are made solely to allow par1icipation in a specific program. 

i) Temporary, nonrecurTing or sporadic income (including gills). 

j) Amounts specifically excluded by any other Federal statute fi·om consideration as income for purposes 
of determining eligibility or benefits under a category of assistance programs that includes assistance 
under the United States Housing Act of I937. 

I :23 For the purposes of th is subsection, "Appl icant" is the person(s) who own the property and any other persons 
sharing residency whose income and resources are available to meet the household's needs and who arc either 
related by blood, marTiage or operation of law, or who evidenced a stable family relationship for the six 
months prior to signing the application. 

Evidence of "stable family relationship' may include any of the following: bir1h cer1ificates of the children, 
joint tax retum, prior lease (held joirttly), joint bank accounts, irtsurance policies, prior joint credit history, or 
equivalent documentation as detennined by the Program Manager. 

I :24 To determine the applicant's income for eligibility pmvoses, one of the following methods will be used: 

a) Applicant(s) where all the applicant(s) have full time employment will use their· income for the three 
months prior to the date of application, annualize their year to date earnings, or use their latest federal 
income tax retum. 

b) Applicant(s) receiving social security and welfare will annualize their Ctlll'ent monthly benefit prior to 
the date of application. 

c) Applicant(s) where one or more of the applicant(s) have temporary, par1-time or seasonal occupations 
will have income computed fi·om their latest federal income tax return. 

d) Applicant(s) where one or more of the applicant(s) are self employed will use ir1come repor1ed on their 
latest federal ir1come tax retum. 

I :25 Income and employment irtfonnation submitted by applicants will be subject to verification. 

1:3 Net Worth: In order to qualify for a rehabilitation loan, the applicant must have a net wo11h of less than $50,000. 
The "net worth" is calculated according to the "Housing Rehabilitation Loan Program Application lnstmctions". 
Excluded from the assets and liabilities used in the "net worth" calculation are the applicant(s) home, one 
automobile and household fumishings. 

I :31 Applicant(s) with a net worth that exceeds the limits in I :3I and I :32 must be approved by the Loan 
Committee. Some of the factors the Loan Committee will consider when approving loans where the 
applicanl(s) net wm1h exceeds the limits of I :31 and I :32 are: 

a) The amount that the applicant(s) income is less than 80% of median mcome. The lower the income, the 
more favorable will be consideration for approval. 

b) The age and health of the applicant(s). Applicant(s) who are elderly and/or are disabled will be given 
more favorable consideration for approval. 

c) The amount that the applicant(s) will contribute toward the rehabilitation. Applicaut(s) will be evaluated 
based upon the percentage of their· assets that exceed the net wo11h requirements that will be contributed 
toward the rehabilitation work. The Loan Committee may requir·e the applicant(s) to contribute a 
specific amount of funds for the rehabilitation work as a condition for receiving a rehabilitation loan. 

d) The amount that the net worth exceeds the limits of I :3 1 and I :32. Applicant(s) that greatly exceed the 
limits will receive less consideration for approval than applicant(s) that exceed the limits by a small 
amount. The Loan Committee may require applicant(s) to contribute a specific amount of funds for the 
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rehabilitation work based upon the amount that the applicant(s) net worth exceeds the limits and may 
make the applicant(s) contribution a condition for receiving a rehabilitation loan. 

e) Any unusual financial hardship of the applicant(s). 

I :32 The property on which the home is located is excluded fi·om the net wor1h calculation. The parcel can 
include more than one lot as long as the lots are adjacent to the lot on which the house is located and were 
purchased when the home was purchased. 

SECTION 2: REHABILITATION LOAN REQUillEMENTS 

All loans will be deferTed, no interest loans that are due upon sale or transfer of ownership by the last surviving 
borrower, or when the proper1y is no longer the primary residence of the borrower. Applicants will be required to use 
other private or public resources where possible to provide rehabilitation assistance Applicant's with household income 
above 50% of median income as shown on the table on page 8 will require review by the Loan Committee. 

2:1 Loan Amounts: The maximum rehabilitation loan will be the lesser of: 

2: II $30,000 

2: 12 Actual cost of approved rehabilitation work and fees. 

2:13 The applicant's equity in subject property as detennined by subtracting all liens and/or judgments of record 
from county assessed or value, or appraised value as determined by a cer1ified appraiser. The appraisal must 
have been completed within the past 12 months. An exception can be made if the rehabilitation loan and all 
other priority liens are less than the assessed or appraised value. Priority liens are liens that must be paid 
limn the proceeds of the sale of the proper1y before payment can be made for the rehabilitation loan. 
Questions about the priority of a specific lien should be referTed to legal counsel if necessary. 

2:14 Loans that exceed the limits allowed in 2: II must be approved by the Loan Committee. Some of the factors 
that will be considered are: 

a) The applicant(s) ability to finance some of the rehabilitation work. The applicant(s) will be evaluated 
based upon the percentage of income devoted to housing costs, the percentage of income devoted to total 
installment debt, the credit worthiness of the applicant(s) and the suitability of the house for financing. 

b) The amount that the requested loan exceeds the limit allowed in 2: II. Loans that slightly exceed the 
limit will be given more favorable consideration than those that greatly exceed the limit. 

2: IS Loans that exceed the limits of2: 13 must be approved by the Loan Committee. Some of the factors that will 
be considered are: 

a) The credit wo11hiness of the applicant(s) as evidenced by a credit report. Generally, applicant(s) with a 
good credit repot1 will receive more favorable consideration however the Loan Committee will carefully 
examine the circumstances regarding negative credit infonnation such as illness/disability, job loss or 
divorce. 

b) The applicant(s) ability to finance some of the rehabilitation work. (Please refer to 2: 14(a)). 

c) The amount that the requested loan exceeds the limit allowed in 2:13. (Please refer to 2: 14(c)). 

2:2 Eligible Rehabilitation Costs: The rehabilitation loan may be used to pay for all the work necessary to achieve 
the rehabilitation standards of the Program including control or abatement of lead-based paint hazards as 
determined by the Rehabilitation Inspector. The minimum goal will be the HUD Section 8 Housing Quality 
Standard. The preferred goal will be the HUD Minimum Design Standard for Rehabilitation for Residential 
Prope11ies and other improvements and repairs not required by this standard but determined to be necessary to 
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reduce maintenance and operating costs by the Rehabilitation Inspector. Eligible repairs and costs also can 
include: 

2:21 Removal of architech1ral barriers to meet the special needs of elderly and handicapped persons will be 
considered an eligible rehabilitation cost. 

2:22 Recording, title insurance, appraisals, credit reports and other miscellaneous fees are eligible rehabilitation 
costs. 

2:23 Additions that are necessa1y due to overcrowding arc eligible rehabilitation costs. Guidelines used by the 
local housing authority and the rehabilitation standards of the program will be used to detennine whether 
overcrowding exists. 

2:24 Control or abatement of lead-based paint hazards. 

2:3 Ineligible Rehabilitation Costs: 

2:31 New const111ction, expansion, addition or the finishing of unfmished spaces, such as attic or basement. 
Exceptions to this policy are; dwellings which do not meet guidelines used by the local housing authority and 
the rehabilitation standards of the program. 

2:32 Materials, fixture, or equipment of a type or quality which exceeds that customarily used in properties of the 
same general type or value as the propet1y being rehabilitated. 

2:33 Purchase, installation or repair of finTlishings. 

2:34 The applicant's labor or the labor of a member of the applicant's family or household. 

2:35 System development charges, connection charges and other costs ineligible under federal Community 
Development Block Grant regulations. 

2:4 Ineligible Structures: The existence of the following conditions will disqualify a structure for a Housing 
Rehabilitation Loan: 

2:41 The county Real Market Value of the land and improvements exceeds $125,000. 

2:42 The st111cture has deteriorated to the extent where rehabilitation is not economically feasible. 

2:43 The structure and/or use is in substantial nonconformity with the zoning regulations and/or the 
comprehensive land use plan of the city or county in which it is located. 

2:44 Significant code violations exist which would be exh·cmely difficult and/or economically unfeasible to 
con·ect. 

2:45 The proposed expenditure would not increase the value of the property sufficiently to protect the owner's 
existing equity. 

2:46 The cost of the repairs required to bring the dwelling up to minimum propet1y standards will exceed the 
program's loan limit. 

2:5 Consent from Holders of Prior Financing: Written consent from all holders of prior financing with recorded 
liens must be secured prior to loan closing if required under prior financing agreements. Prior financing includes 
but is not limited to prior mortgages, trust deeds and land sales contracts. 

2:6 Prior Financing Balloon Payment Provisions: Prior financing containing balloon payment provisions must be 
approved by the Loan Committee. Some of the factors that will be considered are: 

2:61 The amount of the balloon payment 
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2:62 The present equity and projected equity when the balloon payment is due 

2:63 An assessment ofthe applicants ability to refinance or pay the balloon payment 

2:7 Judgments/Federal Tax Liens: A judgment in excess of $3,000 at the time of entty will disqualify the property 
for a Housing Rehabilitation Loan. All Federal tax liens must be satisfied prior to loan closing. 

2:8 Property Taxes: All real property taxes that are due and payable at the date of loan closing must be paid before 
loan closing if the propet1y taxes due, existing liens and the rehabilitation loan exceed 80% of assessed or 
appraised value. 

2:9 Fire Insurance: Applicants are required to have fire insurance equal to the amount of existing Liens and the 
rehabilitation loan at the time of loan closing and to maintain the insurance during the tenn of the loan. All 
premiums for fire insurance coverage that are due and payable at the date of loan closing must be paid before loan 
closing. 

SECTION 3: APPLICATION PROCESSING 

3:1 Application Verification: All verification documentation except consent(s) fi·om holder(s) of prior fmancing, 
must be submitted within 60 days of the applicant(s) signing of the application. If the required documentation is 
not received within 60 days of signing of the application, the next eligible applicant may be considered for a loan. 

3:2 Property Inspection: All dwellings must be inspected to determine needed repairs and improvements by the 
Rehabilitation Inspector. Input and patticipation by the homeowner is encouraged in determining needed repairs 
and improvements. 

3.3 Inspection ReporUBid Form: After the Propet1y inspection, the Rehabilitation Inspector will prepare a written 
report based on the Propet1y Inspection that describes the substandard conditions of the house and recommended 
cotTections. The Rep01t is not meant to be exhaustive: the loan is limited and there may be other work the house 
requires to meet HUD standards or local building codes or that is desired by the homeowner. The homeowner 
must agree to cany out the repairs described in the report. Contractors interested in submitting bids for 
rehabilitation projects, must use the Inspection Report/Bid Fonn for their proposal and cost estimate. The 
Rehabilitation Inspector wiU prepare a cost estimate for the file to evaluate cost reasonableness of bids provided by 
contractors. 

3.4 Procurement of Bids: It is the responsibility of the applicant to procure a minimum of (I) acceptable bid for the 
rehabilitation work within 30 days unless the applicant authorizes the Program Manager to procure the bids. 
Applicants are encouraged to obtain at least three bids, however, one bid can be accepted if it is less than the cost 
estimate prepared by the Rehabilitation Inspector. If the Program Manager procures the bids, at least three bids 
will be obtained. Contractors who have a record of poor performance with prior rehabilitation projects fimded 
through the Rehabilitation Program will not be awarded contracts and will be removed fl"01n the list of approved 
contractors provided to homeowners. Some of the f.1ctors that will be considered as evidence of poor perfonnance 
are: 

3:41 The quantity and severity of complaints fi·om homeowners: Complaints will be documented fi·om the 
Evaluation Fonn provided to the homeowner and complaints filed with the Construction Contractors Board. 
Complaints will be evaluated based upon project records and fmdings made by the Construction Contractors 
Board. 

3:42 Failure to pay subcontractors and suppliers when payment is due, however failure to pay a disputed claim 
may or may not be evidence of poor performance. If the contractor fails to pay undisputed bills to 
subcontractors and suppliers when due, this may be considered as evidence of unsatisfactory perfonnance. 

3:43 Failure to complete work in a timely manner: Both the frequency and the magnitude of time will be evaluated 
and compared with the records of other contractors pat1icipating in the program. 

3:44 Other material violations of previous contracts awarded through the Rehabilitation Program: Contractors may 
appeal the decision to have their name removed fi·om the list to the Lender's Loan Committee. 
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3:5 Loan Approval: The Program Manager and authorized official of Columbia Cascade Housing Corporation 
(CCHC) will approve all rehabilitation loans. Some loans will also require approval of the Loan Committee as 
applicable. Applicants approved for a rehabilitation loan will be notified in writing. Applications will be approved 
in the order they are completed. All loans will be secured by a recorded tmst deed and/or other instnnnents 
required by CCHC. Title insurance is required and can be included in the loan. 

3:6 Other Rehabilitation Assistance: Program staff will assist the homeowner apply for weatherization grants/loans, 
bank loans for rehabilitation and/or refinancing and other assistance as appropriate. All other rehabilitation 
assistance and bank loans for rehabilitation and/or refinancing must be committed, in writing, prior to loan closing. 
Weatherization grants/loans may be committed after loan closing. 

SECTION 4: THE CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT 

The pat1ies to the contract are the homeowner and conh·actor. All Constmction Contracts and related documents must 
be completed on forms supplied by the Program Manager. All Consh·uction Contracts and contract modifications must 
be approved by the homeowner, contractor and the Program Manager. 

4:1 Contractor Eligibility Requirements: All contractors and subcontractors awarded contracts through the 
Rehabilitation Loan Program must be registered with the Construction Contractor's Board and possess the required 
registration classifications and must have $100,000 liability insurance and Workmen's Compensation Insurance if 
required. Contractors and subconh·actors perfonning lead-based paint hazard control or abatement work must 
submit certifications acceptable to the Program Manager to perfonn this kind of work. Contractors with a record 
of poor perfonnance pursuant to paragraph 3:4 will not be eligible for rehabilitation contracts. Homeowners are 
encouraged to hire local contractors whenever possible. The homeowner is responsible for checking references 
and quality of work of the contractor. 

4:2 Owner/Contractor: The owner may act as the general conh·actor for the rehabilitation work. The owner will be 
responsible for coordinating the work of the subcontractors and will be required to submit billings fi·om 
subcontractors in order to receive payment. The owner is also responsible for ensuring that all subconh·actors are 
registered with the Consh·uction Conh·actors Board. 

4:3 Work Performed by Homeowner: Homeowners will be encouraged to do some or all of the work when, in the 
estimation of the Rehabilitation Inspector they are able to do so. The owner and members of the owners household 
cannot receive any payment for their labor. The homeowner will be required to submit invoices for materials 
purchased in order to receive reimbursement. 

4:4 Contract Completion Time: All work must be completed within 90 days from the date of the Notice to Proceed. 
The loan commitment may be tenninated by the Program Manager if work has not begun within 45 days or less 
than 30% of the work is completed within 60 days of the Notice to Proceed. Time extensions may be approved 
due to weather and other reasons in accordance with the Consh·uction Contract. Completion dates of less than 90 
days may be required in order to complete the Rehabilitation Loan Program in a timely manner. 

4:5 Contract Payments: Progress payments can be made for up to 90% of the value of acceptable work completed as 
represented on the Contractor Payment Request/Voucher Form. Payments will be made in accordance with the 
Accounts Payable Schedule for the Rehabilitation Loan Program. Before final payment can be authorized: 

4:51 All contract work must be completed. 

4:53 The bon·ower must sign the Owner's Cet1iftcation and Acceptance oflmprovements. 

4:54 The contractor must sign the Conh·actor's Warranty and Lien Waiver. 

4:6 Contract Payments Withheld: The Program Manager may withhold or, on account of subsequently discovered 
evidence, nullity the whole or a pat1 of the Conh·act Sum owing to Contractor as may be necessary to protect 
CCHC from loss on account of: 

4:61 Defective work not remedied. 

4:62 Claims filed or reasonable evidence indicating probable filing of claims. 
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4:63 Failure of Contractor to make payments properly to subcontractors or for material or labor. 

4:64 A reasonable doubt that the contract can be completed for the balance then unpaid. 

4:65 Damage to another Contractor. 

4:66 Failure of Contractor to complete work within the time limits set for1h in the Constnrction Contract. 

4:67 Work not authorized under the Constnrction Contract or approved Contract Change Order. 

As the above grounds are removed, payment can be made for amounts withheld because of them. 

4:7 Contract Change Orders: Any modification of the Constnrction Contract must be approved, in writing, by the 
Program Manager which approval shall not be unreasonably withheld. The Program Manager is authorized to 
approve Contract Change Orders that do not exceed 20% of the contract amount or $4,000.00, whichever is less. 

SECTION 5: CONFLICT OF INTEREST 

No employee of CCHC, its agents, members and families of the Loan Conunittee, and other 'covered persons' pursuant 
to 24CFR 570.489(h) who exercise any fi.mctions or responsibilities in connection with administration of the Housing 
Rehabilitation Program shall be eligible for a Housing Rehabilitation Loan, nor shall such a person have any interest, 
direct or indirect, in the proceeds of such a loan unless a waiver is granted in accordance with 24CFR 570.489(h). 

SECTION 6: POLICY EXCEPTIONS 

The Loan Conunittee may waive non-statutory program policies. The request for the waiver will be submitted by the 
Program Manager. Requests for waivers will be evaluated based upon whether the requested waiver is necessary to 
accomplish the goals of the Rehabilitation Loan Program and will apply only to the application for which a waiver was 
requested. 

SECTION 7: DISPUTE RESOLUTION 

Any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to the consh1rction contract and the incorporated documents, whether 
acts of commission or omission, and including, without limitation, the making, perfonnance, or interpretation of the 
construction contract and the incorporated documents shall be settled by the following process: If the dispute involves 
the homeowner and the contractor, the Rehabilitation Inspector will fu·st be requested to mediate the dispute. If the 
Rehabilitation Inspector is not able to mediate the dispute to the mutual satisfaction of the homeowner and the 
conh·actor, then the Program Manager will review the case. The homeowner and/or contractor must make a written 
request within six months from the time the last payment was made to the contractor for review by the Program 
Manager. The Program Manager will issue a decision within 30 days of receipt of the request for the review. If the 
decision of the Program Manager is not acceptable to the homeowner or the contractor, then the case must be submitted 
to the Constnrction Conh·actor's Board. If the dispute involves the CCHC and agents or contractors of CCHC, the 
par1ies will fu·st submit the dispute to the Consh·uction Contractor's Board. If the case cannot be heard by the 
Constnrction Conh·actor's Board, the dispute shall be settled by arbitration administered by the American Arbitration 
Association, before a single arbih·ator, using the nrles of commercial arbih·ation of the American Arbih·ation 
Association. Arbitration shall occur in Eugene or Salem, Oregon. The par1ies shall be entitled to conduct discovery in 
accordance with the Oregon Rules of Civil Procedure, subject to limitation by the arbitrator to secure just and efficient 
resolution of the dispute. If the amount in controversy exceeds $10,000, the arbitrator's decision shall include a 
statement specifying in reasonable detail the basis for the computation of the amount of the award, if any. Judgment 
upon the arbitration award may be entered in any court having jurisdiction. Nothing herein, however, shall prevent a 
party fi·om resot1ing to a com1 of competent jurisdiction in those instances where injunctive relief may be appropriate. 
Any claims must be conuuenced within one year of the date of the last payment to the contractor. In no event may any 
claim be commenced after the agreed upon period of limitations has passed, and any claim not timely conunenced is 
barred for purposes of mediation, arbih·ation, litigation or otherwise. 

SECTION 8: PROGRAM INCOME 
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Program income shall be managed in accordance with requirements of Title I of the federal Housing and Community 
Development Act of I 984 as amended including, but not limited to, requirements for eligible costs compliance with 
national objectives, enviromnental review, labor standards, procurement, equal employment oppottunity, affmnatively 
flllthering fair housing, nondiscrimination against persons with disabilities, and relocation and real property acquisition. 
CCHC shall rely primarily on guidance fi·om the State of Oregon in complying with these requirements, since the state is 
responsible for monitoring the local use of program income earned fi·01n Oregon Community Block Grant projects. 

Program income earned as a result of this program shall be used for continuation ofthe Rehabilitation Loan Program as 
described in the approved application and the Rehabilitation Loan Policies included in the approved application. 

SECTION 9: SUBORDINATION AGREEMENTS 

The REHABILITATION will not approve any subordination agreements after approval of the Rehabilitation Loan 
except to protect its security interest or unless approved prior to closing in the Notice of Loan Approval. 

INCOME GUIDELINES 

Household Size 50% Median 80%Median 

1 18,500 29,600 
2 21,150 33,850 
3 22,800 38,100 
4 26,450 42,300 
5 28,550 45,700 
6 30,700 49,100 
7 32,800 52,500 
8 34,900 55,850 
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Satnple Letter of Support for Housing Rehabilitation Grant 

Ernie Kirchner 
Program Manager 
Oregon Housing and Community Services 
725 Summer Street 
Salem, Oregon 97309-0409 

RE: Wasco County Housing Rehabilitation Program 
Letter of Commitment and Support 

Dear Mr. Kirchner 

The City of strongly supports \Vasco County and Columbia Cascade Housing 
Corporation in their efforts to expand the Regional Housing Rehabilitation program for low and 
moderate income families to Wasco County. 

To demonstrate our support, vve \Viii commit any future Community Development Block Grant 
funded housing loans we may receive to the Regional Revolving Housing Fund. We will also 
help disseminate information about the program to our citizens. 

We are convinced that the proposal submitted by Wasco County and Columbia Cascade Housing 
Corporation offers the best hope for low and moderate income families to ensme their homes are 
safe, sanitary and decent. 

Thank you for your favorable consideration and we look forward to a positive outcome 

Sincerely 

A.A.A.'XXX 
Mayor 

NOTE: Please return this support Jetter to John Hutchison or Ruby Mason, Mid 
Columbia Housing Authority 312 Court Street Suite 419, The Dalles, Oregon 97058. 
Thanl{ you very much. 



Key Informant Needs Assessment 

The follovving are the most pressing needs of houses in our city (Check all that apply) 

Electl·ical 

Plumbing 

Roof 

Foundation 

S iding/Paint 

Handicapped Access 

Porches/Steps 

Windows/Doors 

Sagging Floors 

Heating Systems 

Insulation 

Not enough bedrooms 

Other: ----------------------------------------

Name of City: _ _ ____ _ 

City Official: _____ ____ ___ _ 



WASCO COUNTY PLANNING 
AND DEVELOPMENT 
Todd R. Cornett, Director 
2705 East Second Street 
The Dalles, Oregon 97058 

To: Wasco County Court 

Memo 

From: Todd R. Cornett, Wasco County Planning Director 

Date: 15 October 2008 

Phone: (541) 506-2560 
Fax: (541) 506-2561 

Web Address: co.wasco.or.us 

Re: New Wasco County/City of The Dalles Urban Growth Management Agreement 
(UGMA) Options 

During the next year Wasco County and the City of The Dalles should have discussions 
regarding County vs. City responsibilities within the new Urban Growth Area (UGA) as well 
as the sequencing of annexation. 

Option 1: If we continued with current Scenario 

Process 

-Comprehensive Plan designation changes to urban area after Urban Growth Boundary 
(UGB) expands. 
-Zoning of UGA changes from National Scenic Area zoning to city zoning. 
-Wasco County pays The City of The Dalles to administer UGA for Planning and County is 
responsible for additional costs as a result of urbanization. 
-City annexes properties over time. 

-Same was as we currently conduct business so it is known. 

-Planning 
-$20,000- $40,000 per year cost to the County for Planning services based on 
acreage in UGA. 

-Wasco County is charged the acreage that was in the UGA as of January prior to the 
beginning of the Fiscal Year. No acreage is discounted even if it is annexed during 
the 1 ~years between January and the end of the Fiscal Year. 

-Payment does not include code enforcement even though zoning ordinances are the 
city's and not the county's. 
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-City of The Dalles has changed ordinances applicable to UGA several times without 
taking them to the County Court which is a legal requirement according to the UGMA. 

-Road (This is really more neutral than being either a pro or a con) 

-Inside the existing UGB and inside a new UGA, the Wasco County Road Department 
is responsible for all"county roads" until they are formally transferred and accepted by 
the city. [They do not automatically become the cities when the road right-of-way is 
annexed]. 

-Wasco County Road Department has jurisdiction of "local access roads" inside the 
UGB and outside the city limits. [However, once annexed, they automatically become 
the jurisdiction of the city]. 

-New roads will be the responsibility of the developer. They are required to be built to 
city standards (urban level standards including sidewalks, underground storm 
systems, etc.). Once built to these standards and approved by the city, they become 
the cities responsibility. [the road department staff is involved in pre-application 
conferences, permitting, field inspections and final approval only if the development 
impacts a county road or a local access road in our jurisdiction]. 

-Improvements by developers to existing "county roads" are to be done to city 
standards (same standards as stated 3 above). All roads that make these 
improvements and have been approved by the city and the county should be formally 
transferred to the city. [the formal process needs to be done] and [the road department 
staff is involved in pre-application conferences, permitting, field inspections and final 
approval]. 

-Existing "county roads" that do not meet "current" city standards will not be accepted 
by the city if they are annexed. [city's current position]. 

-Sheriff 
-As land in the UGA is zoned for higher density development the demand on the 
Sheriff's Office to patrol and respond to calls will increase. This may not be as high as 
the current call load due to higher value homes being built with a less likelihood of 
frequent police calls. 

-Animal Control 
-As land in the UGA is zoned for higher density development the demand on Animal 
Control will increase in this area. If Wasco County pays its share of animal control 
based on its jurisdictional boundaries, Wasco County's share will increase. However, 
new homes built in this area will likely be higher value with more responsible pet 
owners resulting in fewer per capita required responses than the population in the 
current UGA. 
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-Piecemeal Annexation: The way the City of The Dalles is forced to do annexation under the 
current state rules creates very inconsistent boundaries that are confusing to citizens as well 
as County departments. I encourage you to look at the current boundaries to better 
understand their complexity. 

-Difficulties Associated with Annexation: If properties are in the UGA, zoned for city level 
development and also developed to that level, there is little incentive for them to come into 
the city boundary. This is why many citizens fight annexation. 

Option 2: Proposed Alternative 

Process 

-Comprehensive Plan designation changes to urban area after Urban Growth Boundary 
(UGB) expands. 
-Zoning of UGA changes from National Scenic Area zoning to County zoning (this is allowed 
under OAR 660-024-0050 listed below). 
-Wasco County retains authority over UGA and administers its own zoning ordinances. 
-Properties are rezoned to City zoning after they are annexed. 
-We also may want to discuss the sequence of which areas are annexed first. The City will 
have little incentive to annex areas already developed such as Murray's Addition. 

-Planning 

-Road 

-Wasco County retains $20,000 - $40,000 per year 
-Code Enforcement is clearly the responsibility of Wasco County who are able to 
enforce their own ordinances. Properties are zoned consistent with their current NSA 
zoning so density will not increase and become a burden on staff. 
-When City annexes they take complete responsibility of current and long range 
planning so there are no multi-jurisdictional responsibilities to coordinate. 

The same 5 bullet points as in Option 1 except there will be fewer incidences of new 
roads impacting County Roads or local access roads in the County's jurisdiction if 
land is left rural until annexed. This should result in fewer resource impacts to the 
Road Department. 

-Sheriff 
-Properties are zoned consistent with their current NSA zoning so density will not 
increase. The number of calls in this area should not increase nor should there be a 
higher demand for patrols. 
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-Animal Control 
-Properties are zoned consistent with their current NSA zoning so density will not 
increase. This will ensure the share Wasco County provides for Animal Control 
remains stable. 

-Piecemeal Annexation: Because the zoning will remain at the same density, annexation can 
occur while properties are still in larger acreages. This will allow annexation to occur in a 
more coordinated and less confusing way. 

-Difficulties Associated with Annexation: If properties cannot be developed to city level 
density until they are annexed, there will be an economic incentive for most property owners 
to be annexed. This should result in a more voluntary annexation process on the part of 
property owners within the UGA. 

-There are no apparent cons to Wasco County. Staff is unaware of how the City of The 
Dalles will react and what other issues may negatively impact them as a result of this option. 

OAR 660-024-0050 
Land Inventory and Response to Deficiency 
(5) When land is added to the UGB, the local government must assign appropriate urban plan 
designations to the added land, consistent with the need determination. The local government must 
also apply appropriate zoning to the added land consistent with the plan designation, or may 
maintain the land as urbanizable land either by retaining the zoning that was assigned prior to 
inclusion in the boundary or by applying other interim zoning that maintains the land's 
potential for planned urban development until the land is rezoned for the planned urban 
uses( emphasis added). The requirements of ORS 197.296 regarding planning and zoning also 
apply when local governments specified in that statute add land to the UGB 
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WASCO COUNTY COURT 
REGULAR SESSION 
JANUARY 14, 2009 

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

At 9:13a.m. Judge Ericksen called the Court to order. 

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL of awarding Contracts to various 
agencies to provide Ambulance Service Area coverage in Wasco County, 
Oregon. 

Commissioner Holliday noted that the applications currently submitted complied 
with the requirements. 

Wasco County Executive Assistant Kathy McBride stated that the Mutual Aid 
Agreement with Southern Wasco County Ambulance Service and Jefferson 
County Ambulance Service had not been received. 

Commissioner Holliday commented that there should be an Agreement with 
Warm Springs but Warm Springs was reluctant to do so. 

McBride noted that she had not received any bidders. 

Commissioner Holliday moved to accept the Ambulance Service Area Contracts 
with the following agencies: ASA-1 Mosier area; ASA-2 The Dalles area; ASA-3 
Dufur area; ASA-4 & ASA-7 Maupin and Southwest County area; and the ASA-5 
South County area. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then 
passed unanimously. 
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Commissioner Holliday informed the Court that a result of Pine Hollow's growing 
population was an increase of the number of calls for ambulance transport. She 
stated that Pine Hollow was being urged to upgrade their first responder training 
to EMT basic. Commissioner Holliday noted that Pine Hollow averaged 225 
transports per year. 

CONSIDERATION AND APPROVAL of the Regular Session Consent Calendar 
of January 14, 2009. (Attached as Exhibit A) 

The Court decided to consult with the Wasco County Roadmaster prior to 
considering #9 on the Consent Calendar. 

McBride reviewed the Regular Session Minutes of August 15, 2007 as amended. 

Commissioner Lennox moved to approve the Consent Calendar of January 14, 
2009, with the exception of Item #9. Commissioner Holliday seconded the 
motion; it was then passed unanimously. 

Other Business: 
Commissioner Holliday noted that she had attended the Library District Meeting 
on January 13, 2009. She stated that the Library would be lobbying the Court 
with a request to have $15,000.00 included into the District's budget for a Library 
District consolidation study. 

CONSIDERATION AND ADOPTION of the Wasco County Leave Without Pay 
Policy. 

Wasco County Employee and Administrative Services Director Tyler Stone 
reviewed the changes that were made to the Wasco County Leave Without Pay 
Policy. 

Commissioner Holliday moved to adopt the Wasco County Leave Without Pay 
Policy as presented. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then 
passed unanimously. 

CONSIDERATION of items listed on the Discussion List of January 14, 2009. 
(Attached as Exhibit B) 

Item #1- Commissioner Holliday stated that she would contact Y1 02 at the 
scheduled time on January 15, 2009. 
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Item #2- Judge Ericksen declared that he supported relocating the 911 Center to 
Klickitat County as long as Law Enforcement and Emergency Services had no 
issues with relocating across the river. 

Stone suggested that Wasco County conduct a technology analysis on data 
transport to make sure that information could cross the river successfully. 

Commissioner Lennox stated that there should be a meeting within Wasco 
County where a candid discussion could take place. 

Judge Ericksen requested that Commissioner Lennox meet with the interested 
parties within Wasco County. 

Commissioner Holliday expressed that Wasco County needed to reach out to all 
agencies that utilize the 911 Center; including smaller outlying districts. 

The Court directed staff to carry over item #2 to the following list for further 
discussion. The Court requested that staff reword the list item to read: "report on 
911 Center progress". 

At 10:01 a.m. the Court recessed. 

At 10:12 a.m. the Court reconvened. 

DISCUSSION on the proposed Rehab Home Repair Program for Wasco 
County, Oregon. 

The Court met with Mid-Columbia Senior Center Director Scott McKay, Mid
Columbia Housing Authority Employee John Hutchison, Housing Program 
Rehabilitating Manager David VanDerlip, and Executive Director for Mid
Columbia Housing Authority Ruby Mason regarding the proposed Rehab Home 
Repair Program for Wasco County. 

Mason noted that the application for the Rehab Home Repair Grant was due by 
March 1, 2009. 

Judge Ericksen stated that The City of The Dalles Manager Nolan Young was in 
attendance on behalf of the City of The Dalles. 

Mason informed the Court that the affected cities were invited to attend today's 
meeting. 
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VanDerlip reviewed every section of the Sherman County Housing Rehabilitation 
Loan Program Policy. (Attached as Exhibit C) He stated that the Policy was 
utilized in many counties. 

VanDerlip and Mason explained the process that is used to obtain money for 
approved projects. 

Young stated that the City was in support of the program. Young gave a report 
on how the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) had been to work with 
on some of the City's projects. He indicated that the process for CDBG had been 
overall satisfying. 

The Court made the following changes to the Policy: the real market value to be 
set at $175,000.00; rewording of Section 4.3 to say that it is suggested that a 
licensed contractor perform the work but this can be waived if demonstrated that 
the owner is qualified; the wording on the cover sheet to be made consistent with 
the idea that all loans that qualify would be accepted on a first come first serve 
basis. 

Hutchison noted that Mid-Columbia Housing needed to get approval and support 
for the program from three cities. 

Mason read aloud a sample letter of support that the cities would be provided to 
review. (Attached as Exhibit D) She stated the County would have to get 
approval from the State prior to making changes to the Policy once adopted. 
Mason noted that Mid-Columbia Housing was required to obtain a pool of 25 
applications by March 2, 2009 to be eligible for the Grant. 

It was the consensus of the County Court that Wasco County would incur the 
expense and distribute direct notification to affected homeowners throughout 
Wasco County regarding the Housing Rehabilitation Loan Program. 

At 12:05 p.m. the Court recessed. 

At 1:05 p.m. the Court reconvened . 

DISCUSSION with Todd Cornett, Wasco County Planning and Development 
Director, regarding Urban Growth Management Issues. 

Cornett stated that the Urban Growth Boundary expansion had been put on hold. 
He said that it would be a year before things began to move. Cornett stated that 
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he was not looking for a decision today and suggested that the Court discuss the 
potential expansion with the City of The Dalles. Cornett reviewed the options 
provided in the handout entitled New Wasco County/City of The Dalles Urban 
Growth Management Agreement (UGMA}. (Attached as Exhibit E) 

It was the consensus of the County Court to support Option 2 in the handout that 
Cornett provided entitled New Wasco County/City of The Dalles Urban Growth 
Management Agreement (UGMA}. 

Judge Ericksen stated that he anticipated a future meeting that would include 
City of The Dalles Community and Development Director Dan Durow, City of 
The Dalles Manager Nolan Young, and Wasco County Roadmaster Marty 
Matherly to discuss the potential impact on the Wasco County Road Department 
if an Urban Growth Boundary expansion were to happen. 

Commissioner Holliday commended Cornett for starting on the process early. 

McBride noted that Durow had indicated that a direct notice to property owners 
under Measure 56 was not required. 

Cornett stated that it had been Wasco County's policy to notify people who might 
be impacted upon a change in an Ordinance. 

Judge Ericksen declared that Wasco County would do a general property 
notification to impacted property owners within the expanded Urban Growth 
Boundary area. 

McBride stated that she would compose a request for the City of The Dalles to 
prepare and pay for the legal notices to the Department of Land Conservation 
and Development (DLCD) and The Dalles Chronicle regarding the scheduled 
Public Hearing. 

Other Business: 
Cornett expressed concern to the Court regarding the issue of the County's Code 
Compliance Officer providing services outside of Wasco County. 

Judge Ericksen noted that the Code Compliance Officer would be sending in 
monthly summaries of his work for the Court members to review. 

At 2:31 p.m. the Court recessed . 

At 2:35 the Court reconvened. 



WASCO COUNTY COURT 
REGULAR SESSION 
JANUARY 14, 2009 
PAGE 6 

Continued ... CONSIDERATION of items listed on the Discussion List of 
January 14, 2009. (Attached as Exhibit B) 

Item #3- Judge Ericksen noted that Leroy Booth would be ineligible for the 
Budget Committee position due to receiving payments from Wasco County for 
services. 

The Court directed staff to arrange interviews with the two Budget Committee 
applicants. The Court requested that they be scheduled on the Court date of 
January 21 , 2009. 

Item #4- Judge Ericksen stated that the Health Department was going through 
several staffing changes and Wasco County was not in a position to address the 
letter received from the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality. Judge 
Ericksen directed staff to contact the City of The Dalles to request that the City 
address this matter. 

Item #5- It was the consensus of the County Court to direct Department Heads to 
notify the County Court prior to the filling of any budgeted position. 

Item #6- Commissioner Lennox stated that he would search for clarification on 
the proposed contract with Milne & Associates. 

Item #8- It was the consensus of the County Court to give each employee of 
Wasco County a 3% wage adjustment. 

Item #1 0- It was the consensus of the County Court to deny the request from the 
Wasco Sherman Public Health Department Director Glenn Pierce in regard to 
granting a step increase to the Tri-County Hazardous Waste and Recycling 
Program Coordinator Cindy Brown. 

Item #11- Commissioner Lennox stated that he would discuss moving the 
Ambulance Service Area Coordinator position back to the Sheriff's Office with the 
Wasco County Sheriff. 

The Court directed staff to carry over Item's #12, 13, and 14 to the Discussion 
List of January 21, 2009. 
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Commissioner Holliday moved to make the execution date of the Collective 
Bargaining Agreement for the Wasco County Law Enforcement Association on 
February 1, 2009. Commissioner Lennox seconded the motion; it was then 
passed unanimously. 

At 3:35 p.m. the Court adjourned. 

WASCO COUNTY COURT 

Bill Lennox, County Commissioner 


