
 
 
 

WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
REGULAR SESSION / AGENDA   WEDNESDAY, JUNE 3, 2015 

LOCATION: Wasco County Courthouse, Room #302 
511 Washington Street, The Dalles, OR 97058 

Public Comment: Individuals wishing to address the Commission on items not already listed on the Agenda may do 
so during the first half-hour and at other times throughout the meeting; please wait for the current speaker to 
conclude and raise your hand to be recognized by the Chair for direction.  Speakers are required to give their name 
and address.  Please limit comments to five minutes, unless extended by the Chair. 

Departments:   Are encouraged to have their issue added to the Agenda in advance.  When that is not possible the 
Commission will attempt to make time to fit you in during the first half-hour or between listed Agenda items. 

NOTE:  With the exception of Public Hearings, the Agenda is subject to last minute changes; times are approximate 
– please arrive early.  Meetings are ADA accessible.  For special accommodations please contact the Commission 
Office in advance, (541) 506-2520.  TDD 1-800-735-2900.    
 

9:00 a.m.                                                          CALL TO ORDER 

Items without a designated appointment may be rearranged to make the best use of time. Other matters 
may be discussed as deemed appropriate by the Board. 

- Corrections or Additions to the Agenda 
- Administrative Officer - Tyler Stone:  Comments 
- Discussion Items  (Items of general Commission discussion, not otherwise listed on the Agenda) DHS IGA 

148554 
- Consent Agenda (Items of a routine nature: minutes, documents, items previously discussed.) Minutes: 

5.20.2015 Regular Session Minutes, 5.26.2015 Special Session Minutes, 5.27.2015 Town Hall Minutes 
 

9:00 a.m. Wasco County Policies – Kristen Campbell 
  
9:20 a.m. Public Comment/Commission Call 
 
Recess to District Hearings 
 
9:45 a.m. Wasco County Extension & 4-H Service District Budget Hearing  - Lynn Long 
 
10:00 a.m. Wasco County Library Service District Budget Hearing – Jeff Wavrunek 
 
10:15 a.m. Insurance Bond – Mike Courtney 
 
10:30 a.m. IGA 9770 Amendment – Molly Rogers 
 
10:40 a.m. Union Pacific MOU – Angie Brewer 
 
10:50 a.m.  Public Works Building RFPs – Arthur Smith/Angie Brewer 
 
11:20 a.m. Limmeroth Ranch Acquisition – Dean McAllister/Jeremy Thompson 
 
BREAK 
 
1:30 p.m. ODF Survey  – David Jacobs 
 
1:50 p.m. Executive Session Pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(i) Performance Evaluations of Public 

Officers and Employees 
 
 

NEW / OLD BUSINESS 
ADJOURN 
 
 

If necessary, an Executive Session may be held in accordance with: ORS 192.660(2)(a) – Employment of Public Officers, Employees & Agents, ORS 192.660(2)(b) – Discipline 
of Public Officers & Employees, ORS 192.660(2)(d) – Labor Negotiator Consultations, ORS 192.660(2)(e) – Real Property Transactions, ORS 192.660(2)(f) To consider 
information or records that are exempt by law from public inspection, ORS 192.660(2)(g) – Trade Negotiations, ORS 192.660(2)(h) - Conferring with Legal Counsel regarding 
litigation, ORS 192.660(2)(i) – Performance Evaluations of Public Officers & Employees, ORS 192.660(2)(j) – Public Investments, ORS 192.660(2)(m) –Security Programs, ORS 
192.660(2)(n) – Labor Negotiations 



WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

REGULAR SESSION 

JUNE 3, 2015 

PRESENT: Scott Hege, Commission Chair 
Rod Runyon, County Commissioner 
Steve Kramer, County Commissioner 

STAFF: Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer 

Kathy \Vhite, Executive Assistant 

At 9:00 a.m. Chair Hege opened the Regular Session of the Board of Commissioners 

with the Pledge of Allegiance. Additions to the Discussion I .ist: 

• Fort Dalles Museum Commission Appointment 

• Clerk's Position Update 

• Shredding services contract 

• Administrative Services Office Manager Position 

• South Wasco Alliance 503C Status 

Ms. White explained that the Union Pacific MOU was still being reviewed by counsel 

and would need to be removed from the agenda. 

I Agenda Item- Wasco County Policies 

County Counsel Kristen Campbell said that the staff and public comment has been 
incorporated into the revised legal access policy. She stated that it is simple and will be 

a way for the County and Counsel to move issues through efficiently and economically. 

The form should help eliminate redundancies and create a fluid path through 

administration to counsel. 
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Chair Hege said that the policy does not include email delivery and asked why. Mr. 

Stone responded that that it was for security. 

Chair Hege asked if the revisions had been vetted through the Management Team. Ms. 

Campbell replied that she had presented it to the Team and everyone is aware that the 

form is a work in progress; we will see how it works and make changes as necessary. 

Chair Hege said that he was referring to the policy itself- he wants to make sure it is 

simple. Ms. Campbell responded that what she really needs on the form is a name and a 

basic topic. 

Mr. Stone said that the recent work on the property issue has demonstrated the need 

for a process. The property issue had begun with f01mer Planning Director John 

Roberts and had involved current Planning Director Angie Brewer, County Surveyor 

Dan Boldt, County Assessor Jill Amery, Ms. Campbell and himself. He said that this 

policy will set the chain Ms. Campbell said that in the property issue she found that she 

was reviewing documents that had already been reviewed. She said that there will be 

additional feedback as the policy is put into practice. 

Chair Hege said that perhaps there could just be a phone call. Ms. Campbell said that 

that is where they ran into trouble. She said that the Surveyor had called and she had 

gotten to work on it. In the meantime it went to Planning and then she found that it 

had already been before the Board. She said that if the process had been in place, it 

would have caught that. Chair Hege said he just wants to make sure we are not creating 

bureaucracy. Mr. Stone replied that this is a layer of bureaucracy but as little as possible. 

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve the Wasco County Legal Access 

Policy as vetted through the Management Team and with the acknowledgement 
that it is a work-in-progress. Commissioner Kramer seconded the motion which 

passed unanimously.}}} 

Ms. Campbell stated that the Public Records Request Policy was revised taking in 

department concerns. She said that it is a similar policy as what has been adopted by 

otl1er public bodies and encompasses statutory requirements; it is simpler than the 

original. She said that the forms will help insure compliance with the law. She said that 

this policy gives discretion to departments to address day to day requests. This policy 

addresses the out-of-the-ordinary requests. 

Ms. Campbell said that to address the letters submitted by the media (attached) - the 
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fee was extracted from the County's fee ordinance; she suggested that a closer look at 

the bigget issues taised in tegatd to the media might be wammted. Commissioner 

Kramet pointed out that #5 in the policy could cover a waivet for the media. Ms. 

Campbell replied that she would assume that the majority of media requests ate in the 

public interest and covered undet #5. 

Commissioner Kramet asked if that covers the media's concerns. Rodger Nichols of 

Haystack Bwadcasting replied that it still makes it fully disctetionary and he would like 

to see an exemption for the media. He added that he is also concerned about the fee 

for electronic copies pointing out that it docs not cost the same amount of time or 

resoutces to pwvide an electronic copy that it docs a papet copy. 

Mr. Stone said that it seems simple on the surface but it becomes complex if you want 

a hist01y of emails - you get a mass amount of tcsponses to a search and those have to 

be furthet ftlteted and vetted. That is a lot of work that happens before the information 

can be sent electronically. 

Chair l-Iege stated that those costs could be .covered in the per-hour charge. He said 

that he does not want to be in the position of having to approve a waiver evety time 

there is a request. Ms. Campbell said that she is not comfortable with a blanket 

exemption. 

Chair l-Iege asked if the Board would be reviewing every request as that would cause a 

lot of delay. He asked if the authority for the waiver could be designated elsewhere. Mr. 

Stone replied that the Board could give that authority to the Administrative Officer or 

County Counsel. Chair Hege pointed out that the Administrative Officer would be the 

less expensive choice. Mr. Stone said that he can always come to the Board with any 

requests he is not comfortable with. 

Commissioner Runyon asked County Clerk Linda Brown to offer her opinion of the 

policy. Ms. Brown said that the City of Antelope had a lot of infighting following the 

2012 election and they refused to seat the elected candidate. She said that she got a 

request for any emails pertaining to the election - it took a lot of time. She reported 

that her office charged $3.75 for the search and 25¢ for each page for any documents 

requested. She said that under the new policy it would have to be determined if the 

request was in the public interest for those fees to be waived. 

Commissioner Kramer said that there needs to be a definition fot "copy." He 
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suggested that electronic and hard copies be segregated. Mr. Stone said he thinks that 

those issues need to be addressed in the fee schedule ordinance. 

Ms. Campbell said that she thinks the waiver addresses the media concern and the 

revised policy should make the process easier for day to day re<-1uests. 

Chair Hege stated that he thinks that Exhibit D should be removed; Section E has a 

link to the fee schedule. He said that he thinks the policy can remain the same and the 

media can request an exemption. He asked Mr. Nichols if that would work. Mr. 

Nichols replied that he is still concerned about the electronic fee. Chair Hcgc replied 

that the Administrative Officer can waive that fee and the Board will look at the fcc 

schedule later. 

{ { {Commissioner Kramer moved to approve the Public Records Request Policy 

with the addition of authority granted to the Administrative Officer and/ or the 

Board of Commissioners for review of requests for fee waivers in Section 5B, 

and the removal of Exhibit D . Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion 

which passed unanimously.}}} 

I Discussion Item- DHS IGA ) I 
DA Office Manager E lizabeth Osborne explained that this is a biennial grant contract 

that supports the Senior Deputy District Attorney's work on juvenile dependency 

when children arc placed in foster care or become wards of the court. Senior Deputy 

District Attorney Leslie Wolf reported that she is in court regularly these types of cases. 

She stated that her office has 24 hours in which to respond to a DHS notice. She said 

that funding also provides for expert witnesses and training. Ms. Osborne added that 

there is also a lot of work outside of the courtroom for these cases. 

Chair Hege asked how many of these types of cases they sec each year. Ms. Wolf last 

year there were close to 50 children removed; even if there are three or four children in 

a family, each is seen as a separate case. 

Commissioner Kramer asked about the claim form for the quarterly reimbursement 

noting that it exceeded the maximum payment. Ms. Osborne replied that the claim 

form is an example for her office to usc when filing out the form - the numbers are 

just used to illustrate how to complete the form and arc not the numbers they will use 

when submitting for the funds. 
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{ { {Commissioner Runyon moved to approve Oregon Department of Human 

Services Agreement #148554. Commissioner Kramer seconded the motion 

which passed unanimously.}}} 

Discussion Item- South Wasco Alliance 503C Status 

Commissioner Kramer announced that the South Wasco Alliance has been approved 

for the 503C tax exemption and he received a letter (attached) of announcement and 

thanks for the County's support. He said that it is remarkable that they were able to get 

that done in less than a year. 

I Commission Call 

Commissioner Kramer said that the Forest Collaborative will meet on June 1Oth to 

work on their charter and a steering committee. They hope to have that in place for 

July when funding will become available - it is a first-come-fu:st served process and 

they want to be ready. 

Chair Hege asked how much money will be available. Commissioner Kramer replied 

that the hope is for ODF to receive approximately $6 million statewide which is up 

from $2.8 million. Chair Hege asked how much the local collaborative wants. 

Commissioner Kramer replied it will be $50,000 to $60,000 for the two-year project. 

Commissioner Runyon announced that last week there was a NORCOR coordinating 

meeting, organized by Karen Joplin, for mental health issues and the associated costs. 

He stated that number of mental health agencies participated and there were federal 

agencies there to present information. He observed that mental health issues within the 

jails arc very costly to counties. 

Commissioner Runyon went on to say that the interviews for a NORCOR director 

have been completed and a selection made; they arc putting together an offer now. 

Commissioner Runyon noted that the recent 'fown Hall in Maupin was the most 

successful yet- the room was packed and the citizens were very interactive. He said the 

Board has made an effort to be active in the southern parts of the County. 

County Clerk Linda Brown reported that the position of County Clerk was posted in

house and in The Dalles Chronicle. She stated that they had received four applications 

but two applicants have withdrawn - she does not know why. She said she is not clear 
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about what the Board is seeking. Chair Hcgc replied that they arc looking for someone 

just Like Ms. Brown. She replied that the only way to do that is to get someone from 

another county; she has reached out to her colleagues but has not found a candidate. 

She pointed out that the first thing on the job description is knowledge of the law. She 

stated that the law can be taught and suggested that i f they can find a good manager, 

the rest can be taught. She said sh~ would be talking to the republican committee soon 

and can pitch the position. She added that another obstacle is that people don't want to 

have to run for the position. She said that she is looking for direction from the Board. 

Mr. Stone said that he had met with Ms. Brown and realized that there were only two 

candidates; he said that he would like to have more than two to consider as it is an 

important position. He said he thinks the search should continue; the Board would be 

instrumental in getting the word out. 

Commissioner Runyon asked about the residency requirements. Ms. Brown said that 

the Board cannot appoint someone who is not a resident but because the election is in 

2016, the Board can hire a Director who would have time to establish residency by 

November of 2016. She pointed out that it is a non-partisan position which until now 

has been appointed followed by an election: 

Chair Hege said that he agrees that someone can learn and asked if it has been 

advertised like that. Ms. Brown replied that it has not- the knowledge of the law is the 

first thing in the description. 

Commissioner Runyon noted that there is so much available on line for the law and 

suggested that knowledge of the law is less important than the ability to learn the law. 

Ms. Brown agreed saying that the knowledge requirement can be intimidating. 

***The Board was in consensus to continue to advertise for the Clerk's position 

and to revamp the job description to indicate that management skills are 

paramount and the specific knowledge of the law can be learned.*** 

Ms. Brown asked how far the Board wants to advertise; it is currently on the County 

website and in The Dalles Chronicle. Chair Hege replied that he thinks it should go out 

to adjoining counties. Juvenile Director Molly Brown said that there is also Workforce 

Oregon - the Employment Department. She said that they advertise on Craigslist and 

other electronic f01ums. She reported tl1at they were vet)' helpful to her department 

and can help with tl1e language. 
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Chair l-Iege stated that he thinks that would be great; people just h~ve to know that 

they would have to move here to accept the position. 

Chair Hegc recessed at 9:58a.m. to open hearings for the Service Districts. 

The Session reconvened at 10:05 a.m. 

I Discussion Item- Museum Appointment 

Ms. White explained that Susan Buce had resigned her position on the Wasco 

County/City ofThc Dalles Museum Commission. The Museum Commission had been 

in touch with the County regarding likely candidates for the position so that it could be 

brought before the Board of Commissioners as quickly as possible. The Museum 

Commission met last night and sent an email (attached) to l'vis. White recommending 

Heather Hopkins be appointed to fill the unexpired term. Ms. White went on to say 

that Ms. Hopkins is already a member of the Museum Commission as a City of'l'hc 

Dalles representative but has recently moved outside the City limits; she will be 

resigning d1at position to accept the County appointment. 

{ {{Commissioner Kramer moved to approve order #15-051 appointing Heather 

Hopkins to the Wasco County /The Dalles Museum Commission. 

Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}} 

Ms. White said that d1c Museum Commission had requested a letter of appreciation 

(attached) from the Board be sent to Ms. Buce for her years of service. 

***The Board was in consensus to send a letter of appreciation to Ms. Buce for 

her years of service.*** 

, ,Discussion Item- Shredding Services 

Mr. Stone reminded the Board that the County's current shredding contractor will no 

longer be able to provide d1at service. He said that Ms. Brown had done d1e legwork to 

locate another shredding service contractor. He noted that Ms. Brown had already 

returned to her office and the Board could wait for the next session to consider this. 

Commissioner Runyon asked if the cost will be lower or higher d1an the previous 

contractor. Mr. Stone said that it will be less- $54 per month for the first two bins and 

$15 for each additional bin; it had been $39 for one. Youth Services Director Molly 

Rogers asked if Youth Service~ can tic into the contract. Mr. Stone replied 
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affirmatively. 

Chair Hege asked if Juvenile Services has a bin that is included in the count indicated 

by the contract (attached). Ms. Rogers replied that her department is billed separately 

and pays full price; she was using the same contractor as the rest of the County. She 

said that they shred three times a year. 

Chair Hege asked if this contract is the staff recommendation. Mr. Stone replied that it 
lS. 

{ { {Commissioner Kramer moved to approve the Shred-it Customer Service 

Agreement for Regular Service. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion 

which passed unanimously.}}} 

j genda I tern - Insurance Bond = 11 

Insurance Agent Mike Courtney explained that the bond renewal is an annual 

occurrence but this year he wanted to bring it to the Board to make sure that $25,000 is 

still an adequate limit. He stated that the blanket bond covers the County for employee 

dishonesty. 

Chair Hegc said that a good rule of thumb for setting the limit is to ask how much 

someone can steal before they get caught. 

Commissioner Runyon asked if there was information available as to what other 

counties are doing. Mr. Courtney replied that some arc higher and some about the 

same. He added that he is not sure he would recommend a change in the limit. 

Commissioner Runyon said that he would like to know the cost for additional 

coverage. Mr. Courtney responded that he could get that information but he believes it 

will be expensive. 

Chair Hege asked if Wasco County has ever had a theft. Mr. Courtney said that to his 

knowledge there has not been a theft; he has been the County insurance agent since 

1971. Chair Hege asked the premium for tlus coverage. Mr. Courtney stated that it is 

$1,150 annually. Chair Hege asked if this is a typical policy. Mr. Stone said that it is and 

some of the provisions of the policy are required by law. 

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve the Wasco County application for a 

commercial crime policy for governmental entities. Commissioner Kramer 
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seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}} 

I !Agenda Item- IGA 9770 Amendment #5 

Ms. Rogers observed that for the last three years she has come to the Board with this 

agreement and said that it would be the last year the County would have the agreement. 

The transition at the State level has been slow and so the ag1'eement has continued to 

come to the County. She stated that this should be the last time and the IGJ\ should 

conclude in three months. She noted that there will be another similar contract for 

Medicaid match funds that will come before the Board at the June 171h session; like this 

one, the intention is for it to be short-term and move away from the County. She said 

both contracts are for pass-through funds and are in the budget for the next fiscal year. 

Chair Hege asked about thenew dollar amount. Ms. Rogers explained that the original 

amount was for the biennium; the additional amount is to extend the funding for 

another quarter. She said that she is not confident that the new agreements will be in 

place by September; these contracts could come back to the County again in August for 

another extension. 

{ { {Commissioner Kramer moved to approve Oregon Department of Education 

Early Learning Division 2013-2015 County Intergovernmental Agreement #9770 

Amendment #5. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed 

unanimously.}}} 

Chair Hege asked for the status of the Early Learning Hub. Ms. Rogers replied that in 

our region it is in the final phase of being acknowledged as an actual Hub. She said that 

J oella Dethman has been attending the coordinator meetings and the group has been 

acting like a Hub while waiting for the official designation. 

Chair Hege asked if Ms. Dethman will be the coordinator for our regional Hub. 

Commissioner Kramer replied that Ms. Dethman is retiring; her last clay is June 301h. 

He said that the hope is that we become designated as a Hub so that the position can 

be re-hired. He said that Sherman County will be the fiscal agent. Ms. Rogers reported 

that she will be back in the next couple of months to send a designee from Wasco 

County to the Early Learning Council. 

Ms. Rogers went on to say that the CCO had a presentation from the state on public 

and mental health. She reported that the work is really happening at the Community 

Advisory Council; they are doing the planning with a focus on nutrition. She said they 
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have developed a way to issue vouchers for fresh fruits and vegetables at farmer's 

markets which supports both healthy eating and local economics. 

lJliscussion Item- Administrative Services Office Manager 

Mr. Stone announced that the Administrative Services Office Manager Sue Stephens is 

leaving. He said that he would like a discussion about how to replace that position. He 

pointed out that Commissioner Kramer has asked for a grant writer. He stated that 

what Ms. Stephens does is accounts receivable and accounts payable. He said that this 

is an opportunity to do some restructuring. 

Commissioner Runyon said that i\Rj AP can move to Pinance but they would have to 

agree to that. He agreed that tlus is a good opportunity to look at what can be done. 

Chair Hcgc said that he would like a clear idea of what she does now. 

Chair Hcgc recessed the session at 10:35 a.m. 

~The session reconvened at 10:40 a.m. 

Chair l-Iege presented Ms. Stephens with a certificate of appreciation and thanked her 

for her work saying that she was always vety responsive to requests. Commissioner 

Kramer added that she always makes everyone feel special. ·Mr. Stone said everyone 

appreciates the work she has done. Ms. White said she will miss the good humor Ms. 

Stephens brings to the office. 

I !Agenda Item- Union Pacific Contract 

Planning Director Angie Brewer said that County Counsel had made a change to the 

Union Pacific Contract and she had not anticipated the Union Pacific attorney to 

respond quickly enough for it to be ready today. However, he got back to her 

approving the revision that allows County staff to do site visits. She said that tllis is an 

amendment to a previous MOU signed by tl1e Planning Department in 2014. She said 

that the project has changed since then and her department wanted to be more realistic 

regarding costs. She reported that tllis is an increase that accounts for more staff time 

and legal fees. She said the MOU has to be signed so the project can move forward. 

Maximum actual cost::? are now set at $30,000; they were set at $15,000. 

Chair l-Iege asked why tllis comes to the Board. Ms. Brewer said that historically the 

Planning Department has signed these agreements but there is not really the autl10rity 

for tl1em to do that; therefore, the contract should come to the Board. She said that she 
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would like to get something in place that would give d1e Planning Department d1e 

aud1ority to sign d1e contracts so that they do not all have to come before the Board as 

there are a lot of them. 

Commissioner Runyon asked who determined the cap amount. Ms. Brewer said that 

County Counsel had determined that amount. 

{ { {Commissioner Runyon moved to approve the Amended Reimbursement 

Agreement between Wasco County and Union Pacific Railroad Company. 

Commissioner Kramer seconded the motion which pass~d unanimously.}}} 

I !Agenda Item- Public Works Building RFPs 

Public Works Director Arthur Smith stated that as he and Ms. Brewer worked through 

the process they came to understand that d1e Board wanted more information 

regarding the process of modifying the Public Works building to be a one-stop shop. 

He said that he sent out a request for proposals to the current list of eight pre-qualified 

contractors. He reported d1at three came for site visits and two of d1ose submitted 

proposals. He observed d1at the proposals are vety different from each other and have 

very different costs. He said that he and Ms. Brewer arc here for feedback- does the 

Board want them to continue forward or go in a different direction? Ms. Brewer asked 

if two bids arc enough. She asked what outcome is sought. 

Ms. Brewer went on to say that the more expensive of the two spent more time on 

needs and wants while the other focused more attention on immediate function. 

Facilities Manager Fred Davis said that the more expensive one is the architect that did 

work on the courthouse cornice. Mr. Davis observed that the work was very 

meticulous; he spends a lot of time on detail, but it is not wasted time. 

Commissioner Runyon said that his goal is for d1e building to be more efficient and 

user friendly. 

Mr. Smid1 said that spending $50,000 will get a gold-standard product; spending less 

may not win any prizes but will function and may serve d1e need. 

Commissioner Runyon noted that spending more does not always mean better. He 

asked Mr. Stone for his opinion. 

Mr. Stone said that he just wants to make sure this is still a Board priority and is this the 

direction the Board wants to take. He said that the internal assessment yielded a 
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number of ways to make it a better work space. He said that the Board needs to 

determine the cost/ benefit of the project. He stated that it would be a more defined 

and better facility - right now they arc occupying a tractor dealership basically the way 

it was when purchased. This project would transform the space into an office building. 

Ms. Brewer said that they had budgeted $25,000 for this phr.sc of the project; one bid 

came in for less and one for more . 

.Mr. Stone said that he supports the concept both culturally and for efficiency. He said 

that the unknown is that this money could be spent only to find that the renovation 

will cost more than the County wants to spend . 

.Mr. Smith pointed out that what this phase will do is provide the County with options 

at varying costs. He said that if this is a priority, he thinks the County should move 

forward to at least have the plan on the shelf. He said that with other resources, he and 

Ms. Brewer would do their best but it would be without professional guidance. 

Chair Hege asked why the third party did not bid as he would like to have that third 

bid. Mr. Smith said that they were just not interested in the project. He said that most 

want to know how much is budgeted for the completion of the project as they are 

looking not just for the assessment but for the work to complete the project. 

Chair Hege said that he would like to have a design that fits the budget and hopes that 

the alternatives presented will offer something affordable. 

:Mr. Smith said that he wants concept designs with costs; there will be a partnership to 

work with staff to understand the departments' needs. Ms. Brewer commented that this 

is more than just beautification; it is for function. 

Chair Hege said that both Rl•'Ps suggest that there are no plans available. Mr. Davis 

said that there arc some. Nlr. Smith said he provided what we have but it is not modern 

CAD. Ms. Davis added that we don't know details - plumbing, conduit, etc. Mr. Smith 

said that those are the question marks. 

Commissioner Runyon asked if any of the others on the list were local. Nlr. Smith 

replied that Portland is the closest on the list; there are no prequalified in the local area. 

He said that he can go out for other bids, but these eight meet statutory requirements. 

He said if he goes out for bid statewide, he would have to determine if the submitting 

contractor meets the statutory requirements. Mr. Stone said that Mr. Smith has 

followed the established process for getting the bids. 
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Commissioner Runyon pointed out that only one of the bids is within the budgeted 

amount. Chair Hegc stated that the Board can allocate more money. He asked if the 

bids arc negotiable suggesting that some of the items could be negotiated out of the 

more expensive bid. Mr. Smith said that the scope is what would be negotiated. 

Mr. Davis asked if it would gut it too much to tell the firm what the budget will be. 

Commissioner Hcge said that if he were them he would not take the job without the 

budget. Mr. Smith said that his intent would be to start the negotiation with a budget. 

Chair Hege said that he would like to move fotward and he likes the more expensive 

proposal but thinks it is too much. He stated that while the other is more in line with 

the budgeted amount, it may not get us where we need to go. 

Commissioner Kramer said that he thinks a work session would be helpful. 

Chair Hcge said he thinks the Board needs to be able to give staff direction. Mr. Stone 

said he has an idea of what he would want to spend on the project, but it needs to be 

discussed. Chair Hegc agreed that a budget for the project will help define the 

direction. 

Ms. Brewer asked if the Board needs anything further from staff. Chair Hcgc replied 

that he thinks the Board members and Mr. Stone just need to review the proposals 

further. 

Consent Agenda - 5.20.2015, 5.26.2015, 5.27.2015 Minutes 

Chair Hege requested the following corrections to the 5.20.2015 minutes: 

• Page 4- City and County invested resources should say money and time rather 

than resources. 

• Page 4 last paragraph - QLife believes that there should be a business case 

should say that Chair Hege believes they need to build a business case . 

. Chair Hegc requested the following corrections to the 5.27.2015 minutes: 

• Page 4 - last paragraph - Lower Deschutes Group would like to sec BLM 

acquire that land should said that Chair Hcge would like to see them acquire 

that land. 

• Paragraph 3 - says that Chair Hcge attended both public hearings- it should say 
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that he attended parts of both public hearings. 

{ { {Commissioner Kramer moved to approve the consent agenda with 

corrections to the minutes. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which 

passed unanimously.}}} 

I !Agenda Item - Limmeroth Ranch Acquisition 

Chair Hege offered a sign-in sheet for those who wished to be heard but pointed out 

that this is not a public hearing. He explained that the Board had received some 

comments about this land sale and agreed to add it to the agenda for a public 

discussion. He said that Dean Me1\llister had brought the issue to him and the Board 

had invited ODFW' District Wildlife Biologist Jeremy Thompson to have a balanced 

discussion. 

Chair Hcge said that the Board took a tour of the property in 2013 and it has been on 

the agenda twice before; he said that ODFW sought a letter of support from the Board 

and that was provided. He pointed out that the Wasco County Board of 

Commissioners has essentially no role in the decisions that are made to acquire or not 

acquire this property. He said that he doesn't think the Board has much influence in 

Salem but they are happy to provide this forum for a discussion and to hear the 

positions. 

He asked Mr. McAllister to go first and to be brief to allow time for others to speak. 

Mr. McAllister said that he believes the letter of support from the Board has more 

influence that they might think. He stated that he found out about the letter of support 

about three weeks ago from Senator Hansell. He thanked the Board for this 

opportunity to speak today. He said that his family has farmed in the area since his 

great-grandparents. He said he is the Vice-President of Wasco County Fatm Bureau 

and serves on the Board of Directors for Oregon l•'arm Bureau. He said the policy at 

the Farm Bureau is that the government should not be acquiring additional land; 

between the State and Federal Government, they already own 54% of the land in 

Oregon. 

Mr. McAllister observed that the property can only be accessed by the river and on 

agriCl.Jltural casements. The proposed public use puts landowners at risk; the increased 

hunting pressure will drive the deer and elk onto private property causing damage to 

crops and fences; anc.l free hunting will compete with the fcc hunting that landowners 
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engage in. He said that the State recently purchased 17,000 acres on the John Day in 

Gilliam County; they have purchased other properties in recent years and arc rumored 

to be looking at another ranch property in Wasco County. They already own 40,000 

acres on the banks of the Deschutes. 

Mr. McAllister stated tl1at competition from tl1c State prices properties out tl1c reach of 

the local farmers and ranchers. He said he does not understand how ODFW can afford 

S3 million for this purchase when they are lobbying the State legislature for $30 million 

to offset a budget shortfall; they arc laying off employees. 

Mr. McAllister said that when talking to other area property owners he learned that 

they did not think they could resist this purchase. He reported tl1at.he explained to 

them tl1at they can resist and a number of them asked for help in doing so. He stated 

that there arc 110 Farm Bureau members in Wasco County. He said that in light of the 

negative impact to neighboring property and the fiscal issues at ODFW, on behalf of 

the landowners and as a taxpayer he asked tl1at the Board not support the ODFW 

acquisition of the Limmeroth Ranch. 

Chair Hcge said tl1at he understands that people do not follow what the Board is doing 

all the time but noted that no one came in opposition previously. He said he wants to 

get all the issues on tl1e table and have a good dialog about the facts. He asked ODl•'W 

Wildlife Biologist Jeremy Thompson to briefly present the facts of the proposed 

purchase. 

Mr. Thompson said that the ODFW is pursuing this acquisition to add to their current 

8,000 acres in the Deschutes. He stated that the ODF\V has three goals within their 

current lower Deschutes management plan: 

1) Maintenance of aquatic and riparian habitats - tlus is the primary goal with the 

initial acquisitions in the Deschutes which took place in the early and nlid-80s 

through two properties that were gifted to the ODFW. 

2) Manage upland habitats for the benefit of native and beneficial wildlife species. 

3) To provide public recreation as long as it doesn't conflict witl1 the first two 

goals. 

He said that this potential acquisition in the Deschutes is appealing because it is an 

intact habitat and is large enough to be managed on a landscape basis. He said tl1at it 

provides habitat to nesting birds such as the golden eagle and peregrine falcon and is 
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the only major private piece of property that has a bighorn sheep home range. He said 

that the bighorn sheep is a species they introduced 25 years ago and the Deschutes 

herd is probably the healthiest in the state; they usc it as a source herd for all the other 

transplants throughout the state. He said it can also be managed for game bird 

populations and mule deer. He stated that the ODl•'W can have direct benefit for these 

species and also provide a public recreational component. 

Mr. Thompson went on to say one of the flrst things ODPW noticed is that Oak 

Canyon is the eastern most stand of white oak in the state; white oak is a strategy 

habitat species and is one that is really in need. That is a key focus for the ODFW. He 

noted that the streams in Oak and Ferry Canyons arc documented spawning and 

rearing habitat for the listed mid-Columbia River stcelhead- having that in public 

ownership will spur more volunteer interest to get in and help with habitat restoration 

projects to benefit listed flsh species. 

He stated that if ODFW acquires the land they would be developing a management 

plan in collaboration with many of the people in the room here today. He said that they 

would try to build rules - looking at the current rules for the property ODFW owns in 

the area: 

• There are no open fires allowed any time of the year. 

• There is no camping allowed off the river any time of the year - the actual river 

gorge within the Deschutes has its own threefold management. 

• There are no motorized vehicles allowed on the property. 

He said that these rules address many of the concerns he has heard from adjacent 

landowners. He stated that he believes these rules would carry forward to any new 

acquisition in the Deschutes . 

.Mr. Thompson said that the C]Uestion has been asked as to how relevant it is for 

ODFW to be pursuing a purchase right now when part of the agency has budget issues. 

I Ie explained that all of the wildlife area lands are managed through Pittman Robertson 

Act funds which are derived from a federal excise tax on guns and ammunition and are 

allocated back out to the states specifically for wildlife management, wildlife research 

and land acquisition management. He said that Pittman Robertson Act funds cannot be 

used for the day to day management of the agency- it is a separate pot of money that 

cannot be used to fill the current budget gap. 
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He went on to say that ODFW, in partnership with the Ttust for Public Lands (l1JL), 

has been pursuing this acquisition for almost 2 Yz years and have been very open about 

it. He reported that they had several public meetings; he talked to local sports and other 

interest groups and reached out individually to most of the landowners in the room 

today. He said that it is ODFW's policy as well as TPL's policy to be very open-book 

about the purchase - they wanted the input upfront and until recently they had not 

received any negative feedback regarding the acquisition. He said that he understands 

the frustrations and regrets that they were not able to get those concerns out early 

enough to deal with them before this came to legislative session. 

Chair Hege asked Mr. Thompson to describe the process - where is it today and what 

will be the next steps. 

Mr. Thompson replied that the process for the last two years is that '11JL has taken the 

lead in partnership with ODPW to acquire grant funds to fulfill the purchase. He said 

that originally the purchase was looked at as a possible mitigation site for the Cascade 

Crossing power line. That is what stared this process in motion. He said that 2/3 of the 

price was obtained through outside grant funds; another third is coming from 

mitigation funds. Right now, ODPW has a policy option package in the ODFW budget 

which gives permission to spend the Pittman Robertson grant funds through Fish and 

Wildlife Service directly towards this acquisition. 

He continued by saying that it is going through all the different legislative committees 

as part of the budget negotiations. He reported that House Ways and Means seems to 

be somewhat supportive of the purchase and it is still moving forward. He said tl1at if it 

is approved as part of tl1e budget, then they will move forward to their commission 

which has already expressed support for the ac<.]uisition which is directly in line with 

the agency's mission statement. 

Chair Hege said it sounds like first tl1ey need legislative approval and then commission 

approval and then they could close on the deal. 

Mr. Thompson replied that TPL will close on the deal as they have a deadline 

determined through negotiations. He said that TPL will buy the property and hold it 

for ODFW for a final transaction to take place after commission approval. 

Chair Hege said that some of tl1e letters raised tl1e issue of public access which is only 

available by the river because the easements currently associated with that land are just 
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for agricultural use. 

Mr. Thompson said that they arc trying to clarify easements and are in negotiations 

right now. He said that the primary goal is wildlife management and the area is meant 

to be enjoyed from the bottom up; however, they would like to have a way for the 

public to enjoy it from the top down to diversify the experience - that is still a point of 

ncgo tia tion. 

Chair Hege commented that he has been involved and has not heard anyone voicing 

opposition. He asked Mr. McAllister why now. 

Mr. McAllister said that he learned of the acquisition only four months ago; he said he 

called everyone and told them but they all thought that it was a "done deal." He stated 

that the l•"arm Bureau can help but the people he called did not know that. He said that 

he understands the budget but it is still taxpayer dollars - the animals arc already 

gra7.ing on farm lands for free but if the cattle get on the other side of the fence, we're 

in trouble. He said tl1c Farm Bureau docs not clunk the state or government should 

own any more property tl1an they already do. 

Chair Hcge said to be clear, tl1ere are no tax dollars going toward tl1c purchase or 

towards the management of the land. Mr. Thompson said that is correct. He said tl1at 

funding for all of the wildlife and the majority of the wildlife areas - all of tl1e ones in 

eastern Oregon - arc from the Pittman Roberts act which is paid by hunters and 25% 

by license dollars which is again paid by hunters: 

Chair Hege asked if property taxes will be paid as tl1ey have been being paid in full and 

if they are paid with that same fund. 

Mr. Thompson replied that they will be and arc paid by sportsman dollars. 

Chair Hcge asked if anyone had comments in opposition to the acquisition . 

. Ma1-y Anne Nash with the !'arm Bureau said that they learned about the proposed 

acquisition in Februal)' and contacted landowners to hear tl1eir concerns - tl1cy did not 

think they had a voice. She said tl1at the Farm Bureau has talked to state ODl•"W which 

had contacted other groups but not the Farm Bureau. She said she has seen the 

negative impact that state owned lands can have on adjoining property owners -

livestock shot and butchered, water tanks shot, fences torn down, trespassing, fire; 

these arc all things that happen when it is open to the public. She said that the ODPW 
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should have contacted the Farm Bureau. She stated that private owners manage their 

properties more closely than the state is able to do - there is a big concern that ODF\V 

will build habitat for wildlife without planning for their sustenance; those animals will 

go into the farms to cat and drink with no compensation to the landowners. Agencies 

do not make the best neighbors. She added that the tax is a commitment, not a legal 

obligation. She stated that the Pittman Funds arc variable year to year; ODF\V docs not 

hire fulltime staff with those funds because of that. 

Linda May said that they have been working with ODFW for casement between their 

property and the Hammel's. She said that she and her husband thought they could 

work with ODFW but there was a fire and when they went to investigate they found 

surveyors on their land - they had driven all over the crops and made a mess of the 

field. She said that it is nesting season and even they arc not permitted to drive up there 

during nesting season. She said that ODF\V had committed to controlling that but tlus 

incident has raised doubts. Mr. May said tl1at they are now completely opposed to the 

purchase. 

Zipporah Underlull said that her family is one of the private landowners; tl1e casement 

they have is not a public easement and they will stand by that. She said she does not 

want the public going through that easement- they come in and out of the area with 

no regard for the landowners. She noted that Mr. Thompson said tl1ere would not be 

motorized vehlcles but that only means that the public will walk through. 

Mr. Thompson stated that there would be a parking lot and people would have to walk 

ln. 

Farm Bureau President Barry Bushuc said tl1at people who have public agencies as 

neighbors know that tl1ey do not make good neighbors. He said that farmers supply 

7 5% of wildlife habitat. He said that the Wasco County Board of Commissioner's voice 

is heard - Senator Hansell sites the Board's support as a reason that he is not sure what 

to do. He said that Bureau urges tl1e Board to withdraw their letter- the landowners 

arc concerned. He said that tl1c Bureau represents tl1c interests of tl1c growers and 

wlule Mr. '1 'hompson is doing tlus in good conscience; he docs not have the resources 

to support it. 

Chair Hegc said that he did not mean to suggest that his own legislators do not listen to 

the Board, but it is a large body in Salem and it is difficult to influence them. 
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Mike Filbin said his livestock has grazed that land for years. He said that although the 

ODFW may have a grazing plan, just last September he was told that there was an area 

he was to keep his catdc out of. He said d1at Mr. Thompson may allow grazing but he 

will not be d1cre forever; who knows what will happen? He said that he cannot afford 

the prices for grazing and he is opposed to the acquisition - the government needs to 

quit buying property. 

La V cllc Underhill said that if this sale goes through they will not be able to farm on the 

ridge because of d1c wildlife ODFW will build up. She said that the wildlife will go 

where it is green and will go into the wheat; it will impact everyone in the area. She said 

that it will run her family and their neighbors out of business. 

Chair Hege asked if there were any od1ers who wished to speak in opposition. There 

were none. He asked Mr. Thompson to address some of the concerns that were raised. 

Mr. Thompson said that he apologizes that we arc at this point, it is unfortunate. He 

said he tried to make contacts and do his due diligence. He said d1at he did meet wid1 

the Oregon Catdemen's Association's local president and met with most of the farmers 

in the room today. He said that in the future he will reach out to the political body 

dirccdy instead of just the local farmers. 

He said d1at regarding the grazing concerns, the ODl•'W changed their funding strategy 

because another funding agency they were working with might have hampered 

ODFW's ability to usc catde as a management tool. He pointed out d1at ODFW does 

graze most of their wildlife areas and has a very active grazing management program in 

eastern Oregon. He said that decision is really why they arc here today- had ODFW 

gone with the other funding, there would not be a policy option package; dus would 

have just been a land donation from the Trust to ODFW. 

Chair Hege asked to hear from those in support of the acquisition. 

Rocky \Vebb read the letter from the Limmeroths (included in packet) and provided a 

letter from Auction Sales in support of d1c acquisition. 

Realtor Ellie \'\febb-Timinsky commented that she is sorry that some of the people in 

the room were not aware of the sale. She noted d1at it has been listed on the internet 

for over two years and has received inquiries from Washington, Idaho and California. 

She said that as a realtor she cannot discriminate against anyone for any reason. She 

pointed out that the Limmeroths are friends of some of the people in the room and 
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asked if it were not a state agency purchasing the land, would the people be before the 

Board stating that they did no t like the people to whom the property was being sold. 

She asked them to consider how they would feel if they were selling their property and 

their neighbors went to the Board of Commissioners to protest to whom they were 

selling their property. She said that the Limmeroths own the property and it should be 

their decision to whom they want to sell. 

Realtor Jim Wilcox said that when the Zimwalt Prairie was purchased it was not 

allowed to be grazed for the first few years but they learned that that caused issues and 

now it is grazed and managed successfully. He said that generally he is not in favor of 

the government owning land but as a realtor he docs not discriminate and this land has 

been on the open market for two years and been appraised. He noted that large parcels 

of land rarely pay for themselves - it is appreciation that pays for it. He said that it is a 

problem when we start telling people to whom they can sell their property. He 

observed that he has also seen contractors behave unprofessionally and make him look 

bad - it happens and it is frustrating. He said that he is for the sale because the 

property was on the open market and available to the world. He added that he does not 

think a public body should be involved in who buys the property. 

Kristin Kovalik from the Trust for Public Land said that TPL has been working on this 

for the last two years and it is unfortunate that we are here today. She said tlus 

conversation should have taken place in a more productive space. She said that she 

wishes tl1e Lin1meroths were here so tl1at the people opposed could make those 

comments in their presence. She observed that TPL only works with willing buyers and 

willing sellers - there is never a hostile purchase. She noted that Zimwalt Prairie is a 

wonderful example of what.good management can do. She said she would encourage 

balance. 

Chair l-Iege asked Mr. Thompson if management of tl1e Lin1meroth property would 

include growing new wildlife that might impact the adjacent landowners. 

Nl.r. T hompson replied that if they had such a scenario, they would u:y to address it as 

they do with any of their other damage concerns. He stated that that is where he and 

hls staff spend a lot of their time. He pointed out that tlus is canyon country and he 

docs not expect to be able to double the deer population by taking possession. He said 

he is hoping that he can maintain the current population. He stated that the Limmcroth 

family has done a fantastic job in managing their lands. He said that one of ODFW's 

concerns is what the management plan would be in tl1e next owner's hands were 
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ODI'W not to purchase the land. He said that one of the entities that had expressed an 

interest in the property is the biggest oil producer in Washington State. Oil production 

has high levels of conflict with big horn sheep and their ownership would have meant 

the end of the herd. It was those concerns that really made ODF\V look at it as a 

potential acquisition to protect the habitat and integrity that is there. He said that he 

docs not believe the population will increase significantly but there may be some local 

conflicts. He pointed out that there arc very few in the room that ODFW has not 

worked with on local conflicts in the past- ODFW tries to address tl1ose concerns. 

Mr. McAllister thanked the Board for the public forum and thanked Mr. Thompson for 

being here to answer question. He said he would still like to see the Board withdraw 

tl1eir letter. 

Commissioner Runyon noted that it will be heard further through the media present in 

the room. 

Chair Hege said that he appreciates the civility of the discussion. He said that it is 

unfortunate that this discussion did not take place in the beginning. He asked his fellow 

Commissioners what they would like to do regarding the letter of support the Board 

issued from two years ago. 

Commissioner Runyon observed tl1at this has already been tl1rough a public process 

and the letter was issued following a tour of the site; there wasn't any opposition at the 

time. He said he is confident that there have been letters of support over the decades 

that could be revisited and repealed for whatever reason as things change. He said he 

tllinks they can consider that but he wants to give it some thought - he wants to look 

at the letters some more and read the minutes. It is not a decision he will make today. 

He said that in many ways he agrees with Mr. Mci\llistcr about the government 

ownership of land, but at the time it was presented tl1ere was no opposition and there 

had been public hearings held by ODl•'W. He said that it is up for consideration now, 

but he wants to take some time to review the testimony and read the letters. 

Commissioner Kramer stated that he agrees with Commissioner Runyon and would 

like to follow that plan. 

Commissioner Runyon said that the next meeting is June 17th and that is when he 

would think the Board would make a decision. He reminded everyone that the Board 

docs not have anything directly to do with the transaction- as a legislative body, how 
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often does the State Legislature listen to Wasco County? He said that he is not sure 

what impact the Wasco County Board of Commissioners has in this. 

Commissioner Kramer said he is looking at the extra two weeks to hear from those 

who did not speak today and any others out that that might want to have input. He said 

he is in support of waiting until the 17th before a decision is made. 

Chair Hcge said that he agrees that government ownership in Oregon is significant. He 

said that it impacts the County because the government land is not logged- that \~as at 

the top of his mind when he ftrst heard about this project. He said one of his biggest 

questions is the property taxes; it is a good point that they are not obligated. He said it 

is his expectation that they would pay taxes and it would be disappointing if they do 

not follow through with that. He said he was also concerned about the grazing and has 

been assured it would continue as long as it docs not impact riparian zones; it would 

not be allowed to impact riparian zones even if it were privately owned. 

Chair Hcge went on to say that it is always a concern of his that when the public buys 

land they should have access to it. He noted that Mr. Thompson thinks this land will 

probably not have a lot of people attracted to it because it is so vast but they should 

have access; he said he understands that it may have an impact. He said that had this 

discussion occurred two years ago he might not have expressed an opinion either way. 

He said this Board has heard them and is willing to hear from others. He said that he 

does not think that anything this Board docs or docs not do regarding this issue will 
have a significant impact on what happens. He said that if the people want to have a 

significant impact they might consider going to Salem.to talk to the decision makers or 

go to the Commission hearing at ODPW. He stated that he appreciates everyone 

coming and the Board will consider what, if anything, they will do on June 17th. 

Chair Hege called a recess at 12:18 p.m. 

The session reconvened at 1:31 p.m. 

Chair Hege said that he would like to correct the closing times for the two District 

Hearings; he may have said "recessed" or "move on" but his intent was to close the 4-
H & Extension Service District hearing at 10:01 a.m. and the Library Service District 

Hearing at 10:05 a.m. 



WASCO COUNTY BOARD OP COMMISSIONERS 
llliG ULAR SESSION 
JUNE 3, 2015 
P1\GE 24 

genda Item- ODF Survey 

Oregon Department of Forestry District Porester David Jacobs said that he is 

requesting that the Board complete the survey sent to them. He explained that the 

ODF had a budget not to reach out to counties to gauge their satisfaction with agency 

performance. He said that he needs to have it back to the State by June 17th. 

Mr. Jacobs said that the ODF interacts with most County agencies and has worked 

with each of the Commissioners on various issues. He said that this is likely to be a 

busy summer for ftre. 

Mr. Jacobs introduced Tracy \'V'rolson, ODP District Business Manager. Mr. Wrolson 

said that it is nice to get in front of the County to answer questions and facilitate a 

good relationship. He said that the last couple of years have been rough for ftres and he 

expects this one will be as well; it will depend on lightening. He said they arc more 

successful keeping the human caused fires at bay. Mr. Jacobs announced they will be 

bringing people in next week for training and they should be ready by the end of June. 

Chair Hege noted that the historic start for the burn ban is July 1st. Mr. Jacobs 

conftrmed saying that it good to have the date coordinated throughout the County. 

Chair Hege observed that 2/3 of Wasco County is not covered by the ODF or a fire 

district. 

Some discussion ensued as to how the survey would be completed - as a group or 

individually. Mr. Jacobs stated that most counties give d1e survey to someone who 

interacts wid1 ODF regularly. Chair Hege stated that he had already filled his out. He 

asked to have it by the 16th. Commissioner Runyon said he would like to talk to some 

of the other departments. Chair Hege suggested that if all three Commissioners fill out 

a survey, Ms. White can work out a collective score. 

Chair Hege said wid1 d1e early fire danger he would like to see the ban start earlier than 

July 1st. Mr. Jacobs replied that they will be having press releases issued throughout the 

month of June. Commissioner Kramer said he thinks that Harney County has already 

issued a ban. 

Mr. Jacobs stated that there are a lot of agencies between here and Hood River and the 

ODF overlaps them all and provides the glue that keeps it consistent. He said it was a 

struggle to determine a date and d1e decision was made to pick a date and stick wid1 it. 
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He said that they had originally chosen and ending date, but that didn't work. He said 

the ban goes until the fall rains arrive. He said they arc urging people to be cautious. He 

announced that there is an arsonist in the area that started a flre in Rowena. Chair l-Iege 

asked if the ODF believes that fire was intentional. Mr. Jacobs said they do; they can 

find no other cause for it. 

Mr. Wrolson added that the unintentional human ftrcs cause a lot of damage as well. 

The White River fire was human-caused but unintentional - someone left a campftre 

burning. 

Chair Hcgc asked if they know how the certification returns for the SB360 effort arc 

going in Wasco Co~nty. Mr. Jacobs said he would check on that. 

Chair Hege recessed the regular session at 1:50 p.m. and opened and Executive Session 

pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(i) to review and evaluate the employment related 

performance of the Chief Executive Officer of any public body, a public officer, 

employee of staff member who does not re<.1uest and open hearing. 

The regular session reconvened at 2:23 p.m. 

I Commission Call 

Chair Hege said that yesterday there was a meeting to talk about the Community 

Wildfire Protection Plan which is on the County website and in need of updating. He 

explained that it gives direction to federal and state agencies. He said that he has 

encouraged Emergency Manager Kristy Beachamp to take the lead on the update and 

help facilitate that process. He said it an exhaustive document but very good. 

Chair Hege adjourned the meeting at 2:25p.m. 

Motions Passed 

• To approve the Wasco County Legal Access Policy as vetted through the 
Management Team and with the acknowledgement that it is a work-in
progress. 

• To approve the Public Records Request Policy with the addition of 
authority granted to the Administrative Officer and/ or the Board of 
Commissioners for review of requests for fee waivers in Section 5B, and 
the removal of Exhibit D . 
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• To approve Oregon Department of Human Services Agreement #148554. 

• To approve order #15-051 appointing Heather Hopkins to the Wasco 
County /The Dalles Museum Commission. 

• To approve the Shred-it Customer Service Agreement for Regular 
Service. 

• To approve the Wasco County application for a commercial crime policy 
for governmental entities. 

• To approve Oregon Department of Education Early Learning Division 
2013-2015 County Intergovernmental Agreement #9770 Amendment #5. 

• To approve the Amended Reimbursement Agreement between Wasco 
County and Union Pacific Railroad Company. 

• To approv~ the consent agenda with corrections to the minutes. 

Consensus 

• To continue to advertise for the Clerk's position and to revamp the job 
description to indicate that management skills are paramount and the 
specific knowledge of the law can be learned. 

• To send a letter of appreciation to Ms. Buce for her years of service. 



WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
REGULAR SESSION 

JUNE 3, 2015 
 

DISCUSSION LIST 
 
 
ACTION AND DISCUSSION ITEMS: 
 

1. IGA 148554 – Elizabeth Osborne 
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Discussion List Item 
IGA 148554 

 
• Processing Form 

• IGA 148554 
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Wasco County Contract Processing Form 
To be completed prior to submission to the Board of Commissioners 

Date: 5/27/2015 Title of Contract/ Agreement: Juvenille Dependency IGA with OHA 

Department: District Attorney Responsible Staff_: Elizabeth Osborne 

Information Systems 

Will computer rotation be necessary? 0 Yes 0 No 

Will this include 0 Software Purchase 0 Installation 0 Maintenance Agreement? 

Will this include a licensing fee? 0 Yes 0 No 0 One-time 0 Recurring 

0 Information Systems has reviewed this agreement rgj N/A 

Notes: 

Facilities 

Notes: 

Will this agreement require any 0 maintenance work 0 new construction? 

0 Facilities has reviewed this agreement. [g) N/ A 

Finance 

Is this 0 a new service or 0 increasing an existing service? [g) maintaining an existing service 

Dollar Value of Agreement: $15,000 each year 

Is there a match requirement? 0 Yes rgj No 0 Cash 0 In-kind 

Are these funds [g) already budgeted 0 need a budget adjustment? 0 Other- Explain below 

Can this agreement be altered as work progresses? [g) Yes 0 No 

Beginning date of agreement: 07/01/2015 

Ending date of agreement: 06/30/2017 

Notes:!.. 

rgj REVIEWED BY FINANCE 
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CONFIDENTIAL 
Contractor Tax Identification Information 

For Accounting Purposes Only 

April 29, 2015 

Wasco County District Attorney 

Re: Document #: 148554 

The State of Oregon requires contractors to provide their Federal Employer Identification 
Number (FEIN) or Social Security Number {SSN). This information is requested pursuant to ORS 
305.385 and OAR 125-246-0330{2). Social Security numbers provided pursuant to this section 
will be used for the administration of state, federal and local tax laws. The State of Oregon may 
report this information to the Internal Revenue Service {IRS). Contractors must keep this 
information current at all times. Contractors are required to notify the State of Oregon contract 
administrator within 10 business days if this information changes. The State of Oregon reserves 
the right to ask contractors to update this information at any time during the document term. 

Business Name (tax filing) : . ~ ~ 'IAJAf£.£) 

Billing Address: 5\\ LJO.S~ St . ~ d 01 

cityj.hp ~S state: OY<.. Zip: '110S8 

Phone: ---------------------------
FEIN: q3 - &C0).3J5 

SSN: ______ _ 

Please return this completed form to: 

Tami Goertzen 
Department of Human Services 
Office of Contracts and Procurement 
250 Winter St NE 
Sa lem, OR 97301 
tami.j.goertzen@state.or.us 
Phone: {503) 945-6940 
Fax: {503) 373-7365 

CP 385: CTII Form, Rev. 11/ 11 
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)(Q.t;!~rtm•ol 
of Human Services 

Kate Brown, Governor 

DHS SHARED SERVICES 
Office of Contracts and Procurement 

DOCUMENT RETURN STATEMENT 

April 29, 2015 

250 Winter St NE, Room 306 
Salem, OR 97301 

Voice: (503) 945-5818 

FAX: (503) 373-7365 

Re: Document#: 148554, hereinafter referred to as "Document." 

Please complete the following statement and return it along with the completed 

signature page and the Contractor Data and Certification page and/or 

Contractor Tax Identification Information form (if applicable). 

Important: If you have any questions or find errors in the above referenced Document, 

please contact the contract specialist, Jewelee Bell at (503) 947-5257. 

(Name) (Title) 

received a copy of the ·above referenced Document, between the State of Oregon, 

acting by and through the Department of Human Services, the Oregon Health Authority, 

and Wasco County District Attorney, by e-mail from Tami Goertzen on April 29, 2015. 

On _______ , I signed the electronically transmitted Document without 
(Date) 

change. I am returning the completed signature page and Contractor Data and 

Certification page and/or Contractor Tax Identification Information form (if applicable) 

with this Document Return Statement. 

(Authorizing Signature) (Date) 
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Agreement Number 148554 
 

 

 
 

STATE OF OREGON 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 

 
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, this document is available in alternate formats 
such as Braille, large print, audio recordings, Web-based communications and other electronic formats. 
To request an alternate format, please send an e-mail to  dhs-oha.publicationrequest@state.or.us or call 
503-378-3486 (voice) or 503-378-3523 (TTY) to arrange for the alternative format. 

 
This Agreement is between the State of Oregon, acting by and through its Department of Human 
Services, hereinafter referred to as "DHS" and 

 
Wasco County 

Scott C. Hege, Chairman 
511 Washington Street, Suite 302 

The Dalles, Oregon  97058 
Telephone: 541-506-2520 
Facsimile: 541-506-2551 

Email: scotth·@co.wasco.or.us 
 

hereinafter referred to as "County." 
 

Wasco County District Attorney 
Eric J. Nisley 

533 ·Washington Street, Suite 304 
The Dalles, Oregon 97058 
Telephone: 541-506-2680 
Facsimile: 541-506-2681 

Email:  ericn@co.wasco.or.us 
 

hereinafter referred to as "District Attorney." 
 

Work to be performed under this Agreement relates p1incipally to DHS' 
 

Office of Child Welfare Programs 
500 Summer Street NE, E16 

Salem, Oregon 97301 
Agreement Administrator: Elizabeth Lair or delegate 

Telephone: (503) 569-3815 
Facsimile: (503) 373-7492 

E-mail address: elizabeth.lair@state.or.us 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I 48554 jmb 
DHS JGA County 
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1. Effectiye Date and Duration. 

This Agreement shall become effective on the date this Agreement bas been fully executed by 
every party and, when required, approved by Department of Justice or on July 1, 2015, 
whichever date is later. Unless extended or te1minated earlier in accordance with its tem1s, this 
Agreement shall expire on June 30, 2017. Agreement termination or expiration shall not 
extinguish or prejudice any party's right to enforce this Agreement with respect to any default 
by any other party that has not been cured. 

2. Agreement Documents. 

a. This Agreement consists of this document and includes the following listed exhibits which 
are incorporated into this Agreement 

Exhibit A, Pmt I: 
Exhibit A, Part 2: 
Exhibit A, Part 3: 
Exhibit B: 
Exhibit C: 
Exhibit D: 
Attachment I : 

Statement ofWork 
Payment and Financial Reporting 
Special Terms and Conditions 
Standard Terms and Conditions 
Subcontractor Insurance Requirements 
Required Federal Tem1s and Conditions 
Example Title N-E Claim Form and Instructions 

This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the pmties on the subject 
matter in it; there are no understandings, agreements, or representations, oral or written, 
regarding this Agreement that are not specified herein. 

b. In the event of a conflict between two or more of the documents comprising this 
Agreement, tbe language in the document with the highest precedence shall control. The 
precedence of each of the documents comprising this Agreement is as follows, listed 
from highest precedence to lowest precedence: this Agreement without Exhibits, 
Exhibits D, A, B, and C . 

c. For purposes of this Agreement, "Work" means specific work to be performed or 
services to be delivered by County and District Attorney as set forth in Exhibit A. 

3. Consideration. 

a. The maximum not-to-exceed amount payable to County and District Attorney under this 
Agreement, which includes any allowable expenses, is $30,000. DHS will not pay 
County or District Attorney any amount in excess of the not-to-exceed amount for 
completing the Work, and will not pay for Work until this Agreement has been signed 
by all parties. 

b. DHS will pay only for completed Work under this Agreement, and may make interim 
payments as provided for in Exhibit A. 

4. Vendor or Sub-Recipient Determination. 

In accordance with the State Controller's Oregon Accounting Manual, policy 30.40.00.1 02, DHS' 
determination is that: 

0 County is a sub-recipient C8J County and District Attorney are vendors 

Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) #(s) of federal funds to be paid through this 
Agreement: 93.658 

148554 jmb 
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5. County Data and Certification. 

a. County Information. County shall provide information set forth below. This 
information is requested pursuant to ORS 305.385 and OAR 125-246-0330(1). 

PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE THE FOLLO~'ING INFORMATION: 

County Name (exactly as filed with tbe IRS): 

Street address: 5 I\ E. . 1It-\.(..1 reo\ 
City, state, zip code: J11e UO lie'>, Q(L 9105~ 
Email address : 

Telephone: (SLit ) SDI.o ~ Z? 7 S Facsimile: (5'41 ) SD<o - '2 f7'1 I 
Federal Employer Identifi~ation Number: _q~3L----'CO""""",_?.J......:,_l,..L..L.II0_,~.-'------------
Proof of Insu..ance: 

Workers' Compensation Insurance Company: ---'~:;_A__,_l..t=-,...'---------------
Policy #: tl3 2 gq 2.. Expiration Date: (Q • 30 • t 5 
The above information must be provided prior to Agreement approval. County shall provide proof of 
Insurance upon request by DHS or DRS designee. 

b. District Attorney Information. District Anorney shall provide information set forth 
below. This information is requested pursuant to ORS 305.385 and OAR 125-246-
0330(1 ). 

PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE THE FOLLO~'ING INFORMATION: 

Street address: ~-Jl W Rl4{;,~ ftA ~ tJ -fj 3Ql( 

City, state, zip code: :(L1.L V J: (Lt? . 7J f< :T:ZP61 
Email address: e Cl L {\ Q /0 '-<{ (D .. or (...( s 
Telephone: (5L.f l ) §t?~ s:-1lo8v Facsimile: (S'-1 J) ,{'tJv - d-u f/ 

Federal Employer Identification Number: 

Proof of Insurance: 

Workers ' Compensation Insurance Company: _ _ _ ___ ________ __ _ 

Policy#: Expiration Date: 

The above infommtion must be provided prior to Agreement approval. Distiict Attorney shall provide 
proof oflnsurance upon request by DHS or DHS designee. 

148554 j mb 
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c. Certification. Tbe County and District Attorney acknowledge that the Oregon False 
Claims Act, ORS 180.750 to 180.785, applies to any "claim" (as defined by ORS 
180.750) that is made by (or caused by) the County or District Attorney and that pertains 
to tbis Agreement or to the project for which the Agreement work is being performed. 
The County and District Attorney ce11ify that no claim described in the previous 
sentence is or will be a "false claim" (as defmed by ORS J 80. 750) or an act prohibited 
by ORS 180.755. County and District Attorney further aclmowledges that in addition to 
the remedies under this Agreement, if either makes (or causes to be made) a false claim 
or performs (or causes to be perfom1ed) an act prohibited under the Oregon False 
Claims Act, the Oregon A ttorney General may enforce the liabilities and penalties 
provided by the Oregon False Claims Act against the County or District Attorney. 
Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, by signature on this Agreement, the 
County and District Attorney hereby ce1tify that: 

(1) The infonnation shown in this Section 5., County Data and Certification and 
District Attorney Data and Ce1tification, is County and District Attorney's true, 
accurate and correct information; 

(2) To tbe best of the undersigned' s knowledge, County and District Attorney have 
not discriminated against and wi ll not discriminate against minority, women or 
emerging small business enterprises certified under ORS 200.055 in obtaining 
any required subcontracts; 

(3) County, County's employees and agents, District Attorney, and District 
Attorney's employees and agents are not included on the list titled "Specially 
Designated Nationals and Blocked Persons" maintained by the Office ofForeign 
Assets Control of the United States DepaJtment of tbe Treasury and currently 
found at: htlp:l/www.treas.gov/omceslenforcementlo(ad scl111tll sclnpcl[; 

(4) County and District Attorney are not listed on the non-procurement portion of 
the General Service Administration ' s "List ofPa1tics Excluded from Federal 
procurement or Non-procurement Programs" found at: 
hllps:l/www.sam.gov/portal/publiciSAMI; and 

(5) County and District Attorney are not subject to backup withholding because: 

(a) County and District Attorney are exempt from backup withholding; 

(b) County and District Attorney have not been notified by the IRS that 
County or District Attorney are subject to backup withholding as a result 
of a failure to rep01t all interest or dividends; or 

(c) The IRS has notified County or District Attorney that County or District 
Attorney are no longer subject to backup withholding. 

d. County and Dist1ict Attorney are required to provide their Federal Employer 
Identification Numbers (FEIN). By signature on this Agreement, County and District 
Attorney hereby certify that the FEIN provided to DI-IS is true and accurate. If this 
information changes, County and District Attorney are also required to provide DHS 
with the new FEIN within 1 0 days. 

EACH PARTY, BY EXECUTION OF THlS AGREEMENT, HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGES 
THAT IT HAS READ THlS AGREEMENT, UNDERSTANDS IT, AND AGREES TO BE 
BOUND BY ITS TERMS AND CONDITIONS. 

148554 jmb 
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COUNTY AND DISTRICT ATTORNEY: YOU ·WILL NOT BE PAID FOR  
WORK PERFORMED PRIOR TO  NECESSARY STATE APPROVALS 

 
6.  Signatures. 

 
Wasco County 
By: 

 
 
 
    Chair, Wasco County Board of Commissioners June 3, 2015 

Scott C. Hege  Title  Date 
 
 
 
\Vasco County District Attorney 

 
 
 
 

Eric J. Nisley Date 
 

 
State of Oregon, acting by and through its Department of Human Services 
By: 

 
 
 

Authorized Signature  Title  Date 
 

 
Approved by the Department of Administrative Services 
Not required  per OAR  1 25-246-01 70(2)(d)(E) and OAR  1 25-247-0288(2) 

 
 
 
 

Approved for Legal Sufficiency 
Not required  p e r  OAR  137-045-0030(1)(a) 

 
 
 
 

Office  of Contracts  and Procurement 
 
 
 

Jewelee Bell,  Contract Specialist Date 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   148554   jmb 
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Kristen Campbell 
Wasco County Counsel 
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EXHIBIT A 

Part 1 
Statement of Work 

The District Attorney's (DA) will provide the following services in accordance with the necessary 
requirements to obtain Title IV-E reimbursement for allowable legal services for Child Welfare 
dependency cases. 

Legal Sen,ices 

For the purpose of this Agreement, legal services include the following: 

a. Initial disposition and extension or revision of Jurisdictional orders; 
b. Placement of children in out-of-home care, including-temporary physical custody, change of 

placement, revision, and extension orders; 
c. Voluntary placements of children into out-of-home care and conversion of voluntary 

placements to comt-ordered placements; 
d. Establish guardianship for children in out-of-home care. 

Legal Services may be performed by attorneys, paralegals, investigators, and clerical or other staff. 
Within the broad types of legal services identified above, specific legal senrices may include: 

a. Consulting with Child Welfare case workers; 
b. Detetmining potential cases for court action; 
c. Receiving and organizing information about cases; 
d. Petitioning the court; 
e. Preparation for comt hearings (Shelter, Jurisdictional, Dispositional, Petmanency or Review); 
f. Patticipation in court hearings; 
g. Providing legal notice of bearings; 
h. Issuing subpoenas; 
1. Preparing legal briefs and orders; 
J. Obtailling signed court orders; and 
k. Appellate Activities; and related legal support of county Child Welfare agency. 

Legal services related to the follo"ving DO NOT qualify for Title IV-E Reimbursement: 

a. . Delinquency cases, juvenile probation, restitution, and placement of children in security 
detention or juvenile corrections; and 

b. Criminal prosecution of persons charged with child abuse and neglect. 

148554 jmb 
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EXHIBIT A 

Part 2 
Payment and Financial Reporting 

Oregon District Attorney's (DAs) may claim Title IV-E reimbursement for dependency legal 
services. The biennial amounts are based on projected expenditures and may be revised based on 
actual allowable Title IV -E expenditures throughout the biennium. To claim each quarterly payment, 
the county must submit a "Title IV -E Claim Form" for the quarter in which services were 
performed. 

Allowable Expenses 

The allowable expenses that may be considered for Title IV -e reimbursement: 

a. Salary and fringe benefit costs for attorneys and paralegals in DA offices wbo work on Child 
Welfare cases. 

b. Salary and fringe benefits for investigators, witness coordinators, and related staff who work 
on Child W elfare cases. 

c. Salary and fringe benefits for clerical support staff preparing petitions, court orders, and other 
documents for Child Welfare cases. 

d. Costs associated with legal actions for Child Welfare cases including filing fees, costs for 
expert witnesses, and transcription costs. 

e. Costs for travel and training for legal staff who work on Child Welfare cases, including 
participating in Child Welfare training. 

f. Services and supplies necessary for legal staff working on Child Welfare cases. 
g. Genetic testing to determine paternity to expedite a com1 case. 

The Title IV -E reimbursement DOES NOT apply to the costs of judges, clerks of cout1s, 
guardian 's ad litem, public defenders, or other court-related staff who may be involved in Chi ld 
\Velfare legal proceedings for legal services to a child or parent. Court operating expenses and 
overhead (such as rental of computers, other equipment or vehicles) cannot be claimed under the 
Title IV -E legal services reimbursement. 

Amount of Title JV-E Reimbursement 

The amount of reimbursement is based on the actual amount of reimbursable costs and percentage 
of time staff spent on Child Welfare dependency cases. Therefore, the actual amount ofTitle IV-E 
reimbursement that aDA's office can receive will not be projected, but will be based on actual 
expenditures. 

The net amount of Title f\1-E reimbursement for legal services is based on the federal Title JV-E 
administrative cost reimbursement rate of 50% multiplied by the percentage of Title N-E eligible 
ch ildren in out-of-home care in Oregon. This eligibility ratio is also known as the Title IV-E 
"eligibility rate" and varies from quarter to quarter. When the Average Daily Population Report 
becomes available, DHS will notify the DAs of the current eligibility rate. 

148554 jmb 
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Allocation of Legal Staff Time 

Attorneys and other legal staff must be ejthcr dedicated full-time to Child Welfare cases or the 
specific portion of time for legal staff working part-time on Child Welfare cases must be identified. 
DAs must ensure that the amount of legal staff time and other expenses reported for Title IV -E 
reimbursement corresponds with the amount oflegal services petformed for Child Welfare 
dependency cases. 

DAs may detem1ine the specific method used to allocate legal staff time and other expenses to the 
legal services reimbursement. DHS must approve the time repmting methodology used by the DAs 
office. DHS is responsible for ensuring that the legal staff time allocation method used meets 
single state audit requirements and other applicable audit requirements. 

In order to determine the amount of time spent on allowable legal services, it is recommended that 
some form of time tracking on DHS cases be completed. The chosen tracking methodology used 
must be consistent witb cost allocation methods used by the DA for other funding sources (i.e. 
federal grants, time funds and other funds). If legal staff are providing dependency services 100% 
of their work hours, no time tracking js necessary if a letter from the District Attorney stating such 
is on file with DHS. 

Som·ces of Matcb 

The matcl1 expenses used to claim Title IV-E reimbursement must be from non-federal public 
funds and be based on expenditures by a public agency from those public funds. Expenses used to 
claim Title TV-E reimbursement for legal services cannot be used as match for otber federal 
funding sources. 

Audits 
Title TV-E is audited routinely by tbe Secretary of State. Documentation must be maintained to 
support the reimbursement claims. DA is responsible for reimbursing JV -E funds if any negative 
finding is made. 

The cohtact for the Oregon Department of Human Services for processing Title JV-E Claim Forms 
IS: 

Oregon Department of Human Services 
Office of Child Welfare Program 
Attn: Liz Lair 
500 Summer Street NE E- 16 
Salem, OR 97301-1097 
Elizabeth.lair@state.or.us 
Pbonc: 503-569-3815 

148554 jmb 
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EXIITBIT A 

Part 3 
Special Terms and Conditions 

1. Confidentiality of Client Information. 

a. All information as to personal facts and circumstances obtained by the County and 
District Attorney on the client shall be treated as privileged conuuunications, shall be 
held confidential, and shall not be divulged without the written consent of the client, his 
or her guardian, or the responsible parent when the client is a minor child, or except as 
required by other terms of this Agreement. Nothing prohibits the disclosw-e of 
infom1ation in summaries, statistical, or other form, which does not identify particular 
individuals. 

b. The use or disclosure of information concerning clients shall be limited to persons 
directly connected with the administration of this Agreement. Confidentiality policies 
shall be applied to all requests from outside sources. 

c. DHS, County, District Attorney, and any subcontractor will share informa6on as 
necessary to effectively serve DHS clients. 

2. Amendments. 

a. DHS reserves the right to amend or extend the Agreement under the following general 
circumstances: 

(J) DRS may extend the Agreement for additional periods of time up to a total 
Agreement period of 5 years, and for additional money associated with the 
extended period(s) of time. The detem1ination for any extension for time may be 
based on DHS' satisfaction with performance of the work or services provided 
by the County and District Attorney under this Agreement. 

(2) DHS may periodically amend any payment rates throughout the life of the 
Agreement proportionate to jncreases in Pmtland Metropolitan Consumer Price 
Index; and to provide Cost Of Living Adjustments (COLA) ifDHS so chooses. 
Any negotiation of increases in rates to implement a COLA will be as directed 
by the Oregon State Legislature. 

b. DHS further reserves the right to amend the Statement of Work and Payment and 
Financial Reporting for the following: 

c. 

148554 jmb 
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( I) Programmatic changes/additions or modifications deemed necessary to 
accurately reflect the original scope of work that may not have been expressed in 
the original Agreement or previous amendments to the Agreement; 

(2) Implement additional phases ofthe Work; or 

(3) As necessitated by changes in Code of Federal Regulations, Oregon Revised 
Statutes, or Oregon Administrative Rules which, in pmt or in combination, 
govern the provision of services provided under this Agreement. 

Upon identification, by any party to this Agreement, of any circumstance which may 
require an amendment to this Agreement, the pmties may enter into negotiations 
regarding the proposed modifications. Any resulting amendment must be in writing and 
be signed by all parties to the Agreement before the modified or additional provisions 
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are binding on all parties. All amendments must comply with Exhibit B, Section 22 
"Amendments" of this Agreement. 

3. County and District Attorney Requirements to Report Abuse of Certain Classes of 
Persons. 

a. County and District Attorney shall comply with, and cause all employees to comply 
with, the applicable laws for mandatory reporting of abuse for certain classes of persons 
in Oregon, including Children (ORS 419B.005 through 419B.045). 

b. County and District Attorney shall make repmts of suspected abuse of persons who are 
members oftbe classes established in Scction3.a. above to Oregon's Statewide Abuse 
Reporting Hotline: 1-855-503-SAFE (7233), as a requirement of this Agreement. 

c. County and District Attorney shall immediately report suspected child abuse, neglect or 
threat of harm to DHS' Child Protective Services or law enforcement officials in full 
accordance with the mandatory Child Abuse Reporting law (ORS 4 I 9B.005 through 
419B.045). If law enforcement is notified, the County or District Attorney shall notify 
the referring DHS caseworker within 24 hours. County or District Attorney shall 
immediately contact the local DHS Child Protective Services office if questions arise as 
to whether or not an incident meets the definition of child abuse or neglect. 

d. If known, the abuse report should contain the following: 

( l ) The name and address of the abused person and any people responsible for their 
care; 

(2) The abused person's age; 

(3) The nature and the extent of the abuse, including any evidence of previous 
abuse; 

( 4) The explanation given for the abuse; 

(5) The date of the incident; and 

(6) Any other information that might be helpful in establishing the cause of the 
abuse and the identity of the abuser. 

4. Background Checks. 

a. The County or DA shall verity that any County or District Attorney employee working 
with children who arc the subject of a dependency petition that is covered by this 
Agreement has not been convicted of any of the following crimes: child abuse, offenses 
against persons, sexual offenses, child neglect, or any other offense bearing a substantial 
relation to the qualifications, functions or duties of an employee scheduled to work with 
such children. The County or District Attomey shall establish verification by: 

148554 jmb 
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(1) For applicants for employment, having the applicant, as a condition of 
employment, apply for and receive a criminal history check from a local Oregon 
State Police (OSP) office, which shall be shared with tbc County or District 
Attorney, 

(2) For applicants and employees, obtaining from the OSP for an "Oregon only" 
criminal history check on the applicant or employee. The County or District 
Attorney shall give OSP the applicant's or employee's name, birth date and social 
security number, or 
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(3) Any other process by which the County or District Attorney obtains the 
employee's or applicant's ciiminal history. 

b. The County or District Attorney shall determine, after receiving the applicant's or 
employee's criminal history, whether the applicant or employee bas been convicted of 
any crime listed above, and whether these convictions pose a risk to working safely with 
such children. If the County or District Attorney learns of a conviction of any of the 
above listed crimes from the applicant or employee's record, and the County or District 
Attorney chooses to hire the employee or applicant, the County or District Attorney 
shall confirm in writing the reasons for hiring the individual. These reasons shall 
address bow the applicant/employee is presently suitable or able to work with such 
children in a safe and trustworthy manner. The County or District Attomey shall place 
this information, along with the applicant's or employee's criminal history check, in the 
employee's personnel file , and make it available upon request in a review or audit. 

5. Equal Access to Services. County and District Attomey shall provide equal access to covered 
services for both males and females under 18 years of age, including access to approptiate 
facilities , services and treatment, to achieve the policy in ORS 417.270. 

6. Media Disclosure. The County and District Attorney will not provide infom1ation to the media 
regarding a recipient of services purchased under this Agreement without first consulting the 
DHS office that refeiTed the child or family. The County and District Attorney will make 
immediate contact with the DHS office when media contact occurs. The DRS office will assist 
the County and District Attorney with an appropriate follow-up response for the media. 

7. Nondiscrimination. The County and District Attorney must provide services to DHS clients 
without regard to race, rei igion, national origin, sex, age, mruital status, sexual orientation or 
disability (as defined under the Americans with Disabilities Act). Contracted services must 
reasonably accommodate the cultural, language and other special needs of clients. 

148554 jrnb 
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EXIITBITB 

Standard Terms and Conditions 

1. Governing Law, Consent to Jurisdiction. This Agreement shall be governed by and 
construed in accordance with the laws of the State of Oregon without regard to principles of 
conflicts oflaw. Any claim, action, suit or proceeding (collectively, "Claim") between the 
parties that arises from or relates to this Agreement shall be brought and conducted so lely and 
exclusively within a circuit court for the State of Oregon of proper jurisdiction. THE PARTIES, 
BY EXECUTION OF TillS AGREEMENT, HEREBY CONSENT TO THE IN PERSONAM 
JURISDICTJON OF SAID COURTS. Except as provided in this section, neither party waives 
any form of defense or immun ity, whether sovereign immunity, govermnental immunity, 
immunity based on the eleventh amendment to the Constitution ofthe United States or 
otherwise, from any Claim or from the jurisdiction of any court. The parties acknowledge that 
this is a binding and enforceable agreement and, to the extent permitted by law, expressly waive 
any defense alleging that either patty does not have the right to seek judicial enforcement of this 
Agreement. 

2. Compliance with Law. All parties shall comply with laws, regulations, and executive orders to 
which they are subject and which are applicable to the Agreement or to the Work. Without 
limiting the generality of the foregoing, both parties expressly agree to comply with the 
following la'.vs, regulations and executive orders to the extent they are applicable to the 
Agreement: (a) all applicable requirements of state civil rights and rehabilitation statures, rules 
and regulations: (b) all state laws requiring reporting of client abuse; (c) ORS 659A.400 to 
659A.409, ORS 659A. I 45 and all rer:,•1llations and admin istrative rules established pursuant to 
those laws in the construction, remodeling maintenance and operati on of any structures and 
facilities, and in the conduct of all programs, services and training associated with tbe Work. 
These laws, regulations and executive orders are inco1porated by reference herein to the extent 
tbat they arc applicable to the Agreement and required by law to be so incorporated. All 
cmployers, -including County, District Attorney and DHS, that employ subject workers who 
provide services in the State of Oregon shall comply with ORS 656.01 7 and prov ide the 
required \\'orkers' Compensation coverage, unless such employers are exempt under ORS 
656.126. Nothing in this Agreement shall require County, District Attorney or DHS to act in 
violation of state or federal law or the Const itution of the State of Oregon. 

3. Independent Contractors. The parties agree and acknowledge that their relationship is that of 
independent contracting parties and that County and District Attorney are not officers, 
employees, or agents of the State of Oregon as those terms are used in ORS 30.265 or 
otberv.'ise. 

4. Representations and Warranties. 

a. County and District Attorney represents and warrants as follows: 

J 48554 jmb 
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(1) 

(2) 

Organization and Authority. County and District Attorney are political 
subdivisions of the State of Oregon duly organized and validly existing under the 
laws of the State of Oregon. County and District Attorney have fuJI power, 
authority and legal right to make this Agreement and to incur and perform the 
obligations hereunder. 

Due Authorization. The making and performance by County and District 
Attorney of this Agreement (a) have been duly authorized by all necessary action 
by County and District Attorney and (b) do not and will not violate any 
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provision of any applicable law, rule, regulation, or order of any cou1t, 
regulatory commission, board, or other administrative agency or any provision of 
County or District Attorney's charter or other organizational document and (c) 
do not and will not result in the breach of, or constitute a default or require any 
consent under any other agreement or instrument to which County or District 
Attorney are a party or by which County or District Attorney may be bound or 
affected. No authorization, consent, license, approval of, filing or registration 
with or notification to any governmental body or regulatmy or supcrvismy 
authority is required for the execution, delivery or performance by County or 
District Attorney of this Agreement. 

(3) Binding Obligation. This Agreement bas been duly executed and delivered by 
County and District Attorney and constitutes a legal, valid and binding 
obligation of County and District Attorney, enforceable in accordance with its 
tenus subject to the laws of bankruptcy, insolvency, or other similar laws 
affecting tbe enforcement of creditors ' rights generally. 

(4) County and District Attorney have the skill and knowledge possessed by well
informed members of its industry, trade or profession and County and District 
Attorney will apply that skill and knowledge with care and diligence to pcrfom1 
the Work in a professional manner and in accordance with standards prevalent in 
County and District Attorney's industry, trade or profession; 

(5) County and District Attorney shall, at all times during the term of this 
Agreement, be qualif1ed, professionally competent, and duly licensed to perform 
the Work; and 

(6) County and District Attomey prepared its proposal related to this Agreement, if 
any, independently from all other proposers, and without collusion, fraud, or 
other dishonesty. 

b. DHS represents and warrants as follows: 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

Organization and Authority. DHS has full power, authority, and legal right to 
make this Agreement and to incur and perfonn its obligations hereunder. 

Due Authorization. The making and performance by DHS of this Agreement (a) 
have been duly authorized by all necessary action by DHS and (b) do not and 
will not violate any provision of any applicable law, rule, regulation, or order of 
any court, regulatory commission, board, or other administrative agency and (c) 
do not and will not result in the breach of, or constitute a default or require any 
consent under any other agreement or instmment to which DHS is a party or by 
which DHS may be bound or affected. No authorization, consent, license, 
approval of, filing or registration with or notification to any govemmental body 
or regulatory or supervisory authority is required for the execution, delivery or 
performance by DHS ofthis Agreement, other than approval by the Department 
of.lustice if required by law. 

Bindiug Obligation. This Agreement has been duly executed and delivered by 
DHS and constitutes a legal , valid and binding obligation of DHS, enforceable in 
accordance with its tem1s subject to the laws ofbankruptcy, insolvency, or other 
similar laws affecting the enforcement of creditors' rights generally. 
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c. Warrarlties Cumulative. The warranties set forth in this section arc in addition to, and 
not in lieu of, any other warranties provided. 

5. Funds Available and Authorized Clause. 

a. The State of Oregon 's payment obligations under this Agreement are conditioned upon 
DHS receiving funding, appropJiations, limitations, allotment, or other expenditure 
authority sufficient to allow DHS, in the exercise of its reasonable administrative 
discretion, to meet its payment obligations under this Agreement. Couuty and Disflict 
Attorney are not entitled to receive payment under this A&rreement from any part of 
Oregon state government other than DRS. Nothing in thi s Agreement is to be construed 
as petmitting any violation of Article XI, Section 7 of the Oregon Constitution or any 
other law regulating liabilities or monetary obligations of the State of Oregon. DHS 
represents that as of the date it executes this Agreement, it has sufficient appropriations 
and limitation for the current bicrmium to make payments under this Agreement. 

b. Payment Method. Payments under this Agreement will be made by Electronic Funds 
Transfer (EFT) and shall be processed in accordance with the provisions of OAR 407-
120-0100 through 407-120-0380 or OAR 410-120-1260 through OAR 410-120-1460, as 
applicable, and any other Oregon Administrative Rules that arc program-specific to the 
billings and payments. Upon request, County and District Attorney shall provide its 
taxpayer identification numbers (TIN) and other necessary banking information to 
receive EFT payment. County and District Attorney shall maintain at its own expense a 
single financial institution or authorized payment agent capable of receiving and 
processing EFT using the Automated Clearing House (ACH) transfer method. The most 
current designation and EFT infom1ation will be used for all payments under this 
Agreement. County and District Attorney shall provide this designation and information 
on a form provided by DHS. ln the event that EFT inf01mation changes or the County or 
District Attorney elects to dcsi!:,'llate a different financial institution for the receipt of any 
payment made using EFT procedmes, the County or District Attorney shaH provide tbe 
changed information or designation to DHS on a DRS-approved form. DHS is not 
required to make any payment under this Agreement until receipt of the coJTect EFT 
designation and payment information from the County or District Attorney. 

6. Recovery of Overpayments. If billings under this Agreement, or under any other Agreement 
between County, District Attorney and DHS, result in payments to County or District Attorney 
to which County or District Attorney is not entitled, DHS, after giving to County and District 
Attorney written notification and an opportunity to object, may withhold from payments due to 
County or District Attorney such amounts, over such periods of time, as are necessary to 
recover the amount of the overpayment, subject to Section 7 below. Prior to withholding, if 
County or District Attorney object to the withholding or the amount proposed to be withheld, 
County or District Attorney shall notify DHS that it wishes to engage in dispute resolution in 
accordance with Section 19 of this Agreement. 

7. Reserved. 

8. Ownership of Intellectua] Property. 

a. Definitions. As used in this Section 8 and elsewhere in this Agreement, the following 
terms have the meanings set forth below: 
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( I) "County Intellectual Property" and "District Attorney Intellectual Property'' 
means any intellectual property owned by County or Distiict Attorney and 
developed independently from the Work. 
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(2) "Third Party Intellectual Property" means any intellectual property owned by 
parties other than DRS, County or District Attorney. 

b. Except as otherwise expressly provided herein, or as otherwise required by state or 
federal law, DHS will not own the right, title and interest in any intellectual property 
created or delivered by County, District Attorney or a subcontractor in connection with 
the Work. WHb respect to that pmtion of the intellectual property that the County or 
District Attorney owns, County and District Attorney grant to DRS a perpetual, 
worldwide, non-exclusive, royalty-free and irrevocable license, subject to any provisions 
in the Agreement that restrict or prohibit dissemination or disclosure of information, to 
(1) use, reproduce, prepare derivative works based upon distribute copies of, perform 
and display the intellectual property, (2) authorize third parties to exercise the rights set 
forth in Section 8.b.(J) on DRS ' behalf, and (3) sublicense to third parties the rights set 
forth in Section 8.b.(l ) . 

c. Jf state or federal law requires that DHS County or District Attorney grant to the United 
States a license to any intellectual property, or if state or federal law requires that DHS 
or the United States own the intellectual property, then County or District Attorney shall 
execute such further documents and instruments as DHS may reasonably request in 
order to make any such grant or to assign ownership in the intellectual property to the 
United States or DRS. To the extent that DRS becomes the owner of any intellectual 
property created or delivered by County or District Attorney in connection with the 
\Vork DHS will grant a perpetual, worldwide, non-exclusive, royalty-free and 
inevocablc license, subject to any provisions in the Agreement that resh·ict or prohibit 
dissemination or disclosure of information, to County or District Attorney to use, copy, 
distribute, display, build upon and improve the intellectual property. 

d. County and District Attorney shall include in its subcontracts terms and conditions 
necessary to require that subcontractors execute such further documents and instruments 
as DHS may reasonably request in order to make any grant oflicense or assignment of 
ownership that may be required by federal or state law. 

9. County or District Attorney Default. County or District Attorney shall be in default under 
this Agreement upon the occurrence of any oftbe following events: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

148554 jmb 

County or District Attorney fails to perform observe or discharge any of its covenants, 
agreements or obligations set forth herein; 

Ally representation, warranty or statement made by County or District Attomey herein 
or in any documents or reports relied upon· by DHS to measure the delivery of Work, the 
expenditure of payments or the performance by County or District Attorney is untrue in 
any material respect when made; 

County or District Attorney (1) applies for or consents to the appointment of, or taking 
of possessi011 by, a receiver, custodian, trustee, or liquidator of itself or all of its 
property, (2) admits in writing its inability, or is generally unable, to pay its debts as 
they become due, (3) makes a general assiglllllent for the benefit of its creditors, ( 4) is 
adjudicated a bankmpt or insolvent, (5) commences a voluntary case under the Federal 
Bankruptcy Code (as now or hereafter in effect), (6) files a petition seeking to take 
advantage of any other law relating to bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, winding
up, or composition or adjustment of debts, (7) fails to controveJi in a timely and 
appropriate manner, or acquiesces in writing to, any petition filed against it in an 

DHS IGA County 
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involuntary case under the Bankruptcy Code, or (8) takes any action for the purpose of 
effecting any of the foregoing; or 

d. A proceeding or case is commenced, without the application or consent of County or 
District Attorney, in any court of competent jurisdiction, seeking ( I) the liquidation, 
dissolution or winding-up, or the composition or readjustment of debts, of County or 
District Attorney, (2) the appointment of a tmstee, receiver, custodian, liquidator, or the 
like of County or District Attorney or of all or any substantial part of its assets, or (3) 
similar relief in respect to County District Attorney under any law relating to 
bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, winding-up, or composition or adjustment of 
debts, and such proceeding or case continues undismissed, or an order, judgment, or 
decree approving or ordering any oftbe foregoing is entered and continues unstayed and 
in effect for a period of sixty consecutive days, or an order for relief against County or 
District Attorney is entered in an involuntary case under the Federal Bankruptcy Code 
(as now or hereafter in effect) . 

I 0. DRS Default. DHS shall be in defau lt under this Agreement upon the occurrence of any of the 
following events : 

a. DHS fails to perform, observe or discharge any of its covenants, agreements, or 
obligations set forth herein; or 

b. Any representation, waJTanty or statement made by DHS herein or in any documents or 
reports relied upon by County or District Attorney to measure performance by DHS is 
untrue in any material respect when made. 

11. Termination. 

a. County or District Attorney Termination. County or District Attorney may terminate 
tbi s Agreement: 

( I) For its convenience, upon at least 30 days advance written notice to DRS; 

(2) Upon 45 days advance written notice to DHS, if County or District Attorney 
does not obtain funding, appropriations and other expenditure authorizations 
from County or District Attorney' s governing body, federal, state or other 
sources sufficient to permit County or District Attorney to satisfy its 
perfom1ance obligations under this Agreement, as detennined by County or 
District Attomey in the reasonable exercise of its administrative discretion; 

(3) Upon 30 days advance written notice to DHS, ifDHS is in default under this 
Agreement and such default remains uncured at the end of said 30 day period or 
such longer petiod, if any, as County or Distric t Attorney may specify in the 
notice; or 

( 4) Immediately upon written notice to DRS, if Oregon statutes or federal Jaws, 
regulations or guidelines are modified, changed or interpreted by the Oregon 
Legislative Assembly, the federal government or a court in such a way that 
County or District Attorney no longer bas the authority to meet its obligations 
under this Agreement. 

b. DHS Termination. DHS may terminate this Agreement: 

148554 jmb 
DHS JGA County 

(I) For its convenience, upon at least 30 days advance written notice to County and 
District Attorney; 
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(2) Upon 45 days advance written notice to County and District Attomey, ifDHS 
does not obtain funding, appropriations and other expendi ture authorizations 
from federal , state or o ther sources sufficient to meet the payment obligations of 
DHS under this Agreement, as detenuined by DHS in the reasonab le exercise of 
its administrative discretion. Notwithstanding the preceding sentence, DHS may 
terminate this Agreement, immediately upon written notice to County and 
District Attorney or at such other time as it may dete1mine if action by the 
Oregon Legislative Assembly or Emergency Board reduces DHS ' legislative 
authoriza6on for expenditure of funds to such a degree that DHS will no longer 
have sufficien t expenditure authority to meet its payment obligations under this 
Agreement, as detennincd by DHS in the reasonable exercise of its 
administrative discretion, and the effective date for such reduction in 
expenditure authorization is less than 45 days from the date the action is taken; 

(3) Immediately upon w1itten notice to County and District Attorney if Oregon 
statutes or federal laws, regulations or guidelines are modified, changed or 
interpreted by the Oregon Legislative Assembly, tbe federal govemment or a 
court in such a way that DHS no longer bas tbe authority to meet its obligations 
under this Agreement or no longer has the authority to provide payment from the 
funding source it had planned to use; 

(4) Upon 30 days advance written notice to County and District Attorney, if County 
or District Attorney is in default under this Agreement and such default remains 
uncured at the end of said 30 day period or such longer pe1iod, if any, as DHS 
may specify in the notice; 

(5) Immediately upon written notice to County and District Attorney, if any license 
or certificate required by law or regulation to be held by County or District 
Attorney or a subcontractor to perfonn tbe Work is for any reason denied, 
revoked, suspended, not renewed or changed in such a way that County or 
District Attorney or a subcontractor no longer meets requirements to perform the 
Work. This termination right may only be exercised with respect to the particular 
part of the Work impacted by Joss of necessary licensure or certification; or 

(6) Immediately upon written notice to County and Distrjct Attomcy, ifDHS 
detennioes that County or District Attorney or any of its subcontractors have 
endangered or are endangering the health or safety of a client or others in 
perfonning work covered by this Agreement. 

c. Mutual Termination. The Agreement may be terminated immediately upon mutual 
written consent of the parties or at such time as the parties may agree in tbe written 
consent. 

12. Effect o( Termination. 

a. Entire Ag•·eement. 
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(1) 

(2) 

Upon termination of this Agreement, DHS shall have no fu1iher obligation to 
pay County or District Attorney under this Agreement. 

Upon te1mination of this Agreement, County shall have no further obligation to 
perforn1 Work under this Agreement. 
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b. ObJigations and Liabilities. Notwithstanding Section 12.a., any termination of this 
Agreement shall not prejudice any obligations or liabilities of any party accrued prior to 
such tennination. 

13. Limitation of LiabiLities. EACH PARTY SHALL BE LIABLE TO THE OTHER FOR ANY 
INCIDENTAL OR CONSEQUENTIAL DAMAGES ARISING OUT OF OR RELATED TO 
THlS AGREEMENT. EACH PARTY SHALL BE LIABLE FOR ANY DAMAGES OF ANY 
SORT ARISING SOLELY FROM THE TERMINATION OF THlS AGREEMENT OR ANY 
PART HEREOF IN ACCORDANCE WITH ITS TERMS. 

14. Insurance. County and District Attorney shall require subcontractors to maintain insurance as 
set forth in Exhibit C, wl1ich is attached hereto. 

15. Records Maintenance; Access. County and District Attorney shall maintain all financial 
records relating to this Agreement in accordance with geuerally accepted accounting principles. 
In addition, County and District Attorney shall maiutain any other records, books, documents, 
papers, plans, records of shipments and payments and writings of County and District Attorney, 
whether in paper, electronic or other form, that are pet1inent to this Agreement in such a manner 
as to clearly document County and District Attorney's perfonnance. All financial records, other 
records, books, documents, papers, plans, records of shipments and payments and writings of 
County and District Attorney whether in paper, electronic or other f01m, that are pertinent to 
this Agreement, are collectively referred to as "Records." County and District Attomey 
acknowledges aud agrees that DHS and the Oregon Secreta1y of State's Office and the federal 
government and their duly authorized representatives shall have access to aU Records to 
perfomJ examinations and audits and make excerpts and transcripts. County and District 
Attorney shall retain and keep accessible all Records for a minimum of six years, or such longer 
petiod as may be required by applicable law, followiug final payment and tem1ination of this 
Agreement, or until the conclusion of any audit, controversy or litigati on arising out of or 
related to this Agreement, whichever date is later. County and District Attorney shall maintain 
Records in accordance with the records retention schedules set forth in OAR Chapter 166. 

16. Information Privacy/Security/Access. lftbe Work performed under this Agreement requires 
County, District Attomey or its subcontractor(s) to have access to or use of any DHS computer 
system or other DRS information Asset for which DRS imposes security requirements, and 
DHS grants Count, District Attorney or its subcontractor(s) access to such DHS Information 
Assets or Network and Infom1ation Systems, County and District Attorney shall comply and 
require a!J subcontractor(s) to which such access has been grauted to comply with OAR 407-
014-0300 through OAR 407-014-0320, as such rules may be revised from time to time. For 
purposes of this section, "Jnfom1ation Asset" and "Network and Information System" have the 
meaning set forth in OAR 407-014-0305, as such rule may be revised from time to time. 

17. Force Majeure. DHS, County and District Attorney shall be held responsible for delay or 
default caused by fire, civil unrest, labor umest, natural causes, or war which is beyond the 
reasonable control ofDHS, County or District Attorney, respectively. Each party shall, 
however, make all reasonable efforts to remove or eliminate such cause of delay or default and 
shall upon the cessation of the cause, diligently pursue performance of its obligations under 
this Agreement. DHS may terminate this Agreement upon written notice to the other parties 
after reasonably determining that the delay or breach will likely prevent successful performance 
of this Agreement. 

18. Assignment of Agreement, Successors in lntcr·est. 
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a. County or District Attorney shall not assign or transfer their interest in this Agreement 
without prior written approval ofDHS. Any such assignment or transfer, if approved, is 
subject to such conditions and provisions as DHS may deem necessary. No approval by 
DHS of any assignment or transfer of interest shall be deemed to create any obligation 
of DRS in addition to those set forth in the Agreement. 

b. The provisions of this Agreement shall be binding upon and shall inure to the benefit of 
the parties hereto, and their respective successors and petmitted assigns. 

19. Alternative Dispute Resolution. The parties should attempt in good faith to resolve any 
dispute arising out of this agreement. This may be done at any management level, including at a 
level higher than persons directly responsible for administration of the agreement. In addition, 
the patties may agree to utilize a jointly selected mediator or arbitrator (for non-binding 
arbitration) to resolve the dispute short of litigation. 

20. Subcontracts. County and District Attorney shall not enter into any subcontracts for any of the 
Workrequired by this A6>Teement without DHS' prior written consent. In addition to any other 
provisions DHS may require, County and District Attorney shall include in any pe1mitted 
subcontract under this Agreement provisions to require that DRS will receive the benefit of 
subcontractor perfmmance as if the subcontractor were the County or District Attorney with 
respect to Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 8, 15, 16, 18, 21, and 23 of this Exhibit B. DHS' consent to any 
subcontract shall not relieve County or District Attorney of any of its duties or obligations 
under this Agreement. 

21. No Third Party Beneficiaries. DHS, County and District Attorney are the only patties to this 
Agreement and are the only pmties entitled to enforce its tem1s. The patties agree that County 
and District Attorney's performance under this Agreement is solely for the benefit ofDHS to 
assist and enable DHS to accomplish its statutory mission. Nothing in this Agreement gives, is 
intended to give, or shall be construed to give or provide any benefit or right, whether directly, 
indirectly or otherwise, to third persons any greater than the rights and benefits enjoyed by tbe 
general public unless such third persons are individually identified by name herein and 
expressly described as intended beneficiaries of the terms oftbis Agreement. 

22. Amendments. No amendment, modification or change of terms of this Agreement shall bind 
either party unless in writing and signed by both pa1ties and, when required, the Department of 
Justice. Such amendment, modification, or change, if made, shall be effective only in the 
specific instance and for the specific ptupose given. 

23. Severability. The parties agree that if any teru1 or provision of this Agreement is declared by a 
cowt of competent jurisdiction to be illegal or in conflict with any law, the validity of the 
remaining terms and provisions shall not be affected, and the rights and obligations of the 
parties shall be construed and enforced as if the Agre~mcnt did not contain the patticular term 
or provision held to be invalid. 

24. Survival. Sections 1, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30 and 
3 1 of this Exhibit B shall survive Agreement expiration or tennination as well as those the 
provisions of this Agreement that by their context are meant to survive. Agreement expiration 
or termination shall not extinguish or prejudice each party's right to enforce this Agreement 
with respect to any default by the other patties that bas not been cured. 

25. Notice. Except as otherwise expressly provided in this Agreement any communications 
between the parties hereto or notices to be given hereunder shall be given in writing by personal 
delivery, facsimile, or mailing the same, postage prepaid to County, District Attorney or DHS at 
the address or number set forth in this Agreement, or to such other addresses or numbers as 
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either party may indicate pursuant to this section. Any communication or notice so addJ"essed 
and mailed by regular mail shall be deemed received and effective five days after the date of 
mailing. Any communication or notice delivered by facsimile shall be deemed received and 
effective on the day the transmitting machine generates a receipt of the successful transmission, 
if transmission was during normal business hours ofthe recipient, or on the next business day if 
transmission was outside nonual business hours of the recipient. Not\<vitbstanding the forgoing, 
to be effective against the other parties, any notice transmitted by facsimile must be confm11ed 
by telephone notice to the other parties. Any communication or notice given by personal 
delivery shall be deemed effective when actually delivered to the addressee. 

DRS: Office of Contracts and Procmement 
250 Winter Street NE, Room 306 
Sal em, Oregon 9730 I 
Telephone: 503-945-5818 
Facsimile: 503-378-4324 

26. Headings. The beadings and captions to secti ons of this Agreement have been inserted for 
identification and reference purposes only and shall not be used to construe the meaning or to 
interpret this Agreement. 

27. Couoterpar·ts. This Agreement and any subsequent amendments may be executed in several 
counterparts, all of which when taken together shall constitute one agreement binding on all 
parties, notv.'ithstanding that a ll parties are not signatories to the same counterpart. Each copy 
of thi s Agreement and any amendments so executed shall constitute an original. 

28. ·waiver. The failure of the parties to enforce any provision of this Agreement shall not 
constitute a waiver by that party of that or any other provision. No waiver or consent shall be 
effective unless in writing and signed by the parties against whom it is asserted. 

29. Resel'ved. 

30. Contribution . If any third party makes any claim or brings any action, suit or proceeding 
alleging a tort as now or hereafter defmcd in ORS 30.260 ("Third Party Claim") against a party 
(the "Notified Party") with respect to which the other party ("Other Party") may have liability, 
the Notified Party must promptly notify the Other Party in writing of the Third Party Claim and 
deliver to the Other Party a copy of the claim, process, and all legal pleadings with respect to 
the Third Party Claim. Either party is entitled to participate in the defense of a Third Party 
Claim, and to defend a Third Party Claim with counsel of its own choosing. Receipt by the 
Other Party of the notice and copies required in this paragraph and meaningful opportunity for 
the Other Party to participate in the investigation, defense and settlement of the Third Party 
Claim with counsel of its own choosing are conditions precedent to the Other Party ' s liability 
with respect to the Third Party Claim. 

With respect to a Third Party Claim for which the State is jointly liable with the County or 
District Attorney (or would be if joined in the Third Party Claim ), the State shall contribute to 
the amount of expenses (including attorneys' fees), judgments, fines and amounts paid in 
settlement actually and reasonabl y incurred and paid or payable by the County in such 
proportion as is appropriate to reflect the relative faul t of the State on the one hand and of the 
County or District Attorney on the other band in connection with the events which resulted in 
such expenses, judgments, fines or settlement amounts, as well as any other relevant equitable 
considerations. The relative fault of the State on the one band and of the County or District 
Attorney on the other hand shall be detennined by reference to, among other things, the parties' 
relative intent, knowledge, access to infonnation and opp011unity to coJTect or prevent the 
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circumstances .resulting in such expenses, judgments, fines or settlement amounts. The State's 
contribution amount in any instance is capped to the same extent it would have been capped 
under Oregon law if the State had sole liability in the proceeding. 

With respect to a Third Party Claim for whkh the County or District Attorney is jointly liable 
with the State (or would be if joined in the Third Party Claim), the County or District Attomey 
shall contribute to the amount of expenses (including attorneys' fees), judgments, fines and 
amounts paid in settlement actually and reasonably incurred and paid or payable by the State in 
such proportion as is appropriate to reflect the relative fault of the County or District Attorney 
on the one hand and of the State on the other band in connection with the events which resulted 
in such expenses, judgments, fines or settlement amounts, as well as any other relevant 
equitable considerations. The relative fault of the County or District Attorney on the one band 
and of the State on the other hand shall be determined by reference to, among other things, the 
parties' relative intent, knowledge, access to information and opportunity to correct or prevent 
the circumstances resulting in such expenses, judgments, fines or settlement amounts. The 
County' s and District Attorney 's contribution amount in any instance is capped to the same 
extent it would have been capped under Oregon law if it had sole liability in the proceeding. 

31. Indemnification by Subcontractors. County and Dish·ict Attorney shall take all reasonable 
steps to cause its contractor(s) that are not units of local government as defined in ORS 
190.003, if any, to indemnify, defend, save and hold harmless the State of Oregon and its 
officers, employees and agents ("Indemnitee") from and against any and all claims, actions, 
liabilities, damages, losses, or expenses (including attorneys' fees) atising fi·om a tort (as now 
or hereafter defined in ORS 30.260) caused, or alleged to be caused, in whole or in part, by the 
negligent or willful acts or omissions of County's or District Attorney' s contractor or any of the _ 
officers, agents, employees or subcontractors of the contractor ("Claims"). It is the specific 
intention of the pa1ties that the lndcnmitee shaH, in all instances, except for Claims arising 
solely from the negligent or willful acts or omissions of the Indemnitee, be indemnified by the 
contractor from and against any and all Claims. 

32. Stop-Work Order. DHS may, at any time, by written notice to the County and District 
Attorney, require the County or District Attorney to stop all , or any part of the work required by 
this Agreement for a peliod of up to 90 days after the date of tbe notice, or for any further 
period to which tbc parties may agree through a duly executed amendment. Upon receipt of the 
notice, County and District Attorney shall immediately comply with the Stop-Work Order terms 
and take all necessaJ)' steps to minimize the incurrence of costs allocable to the work affected 
by the stop work order notice. ~Within a period of 90 days after issuance of tbe written notice, or 
within any extension of that period to which the parties have agreed, DHS shall either: 

a. Cancel or modify the stop work order by a supplemcntaty written notice; or 

b. Terminate the work as permitted by either the Default or the Convenience provisions of 
Section 11. Termination. 

If the Stop Work Order is canceled, DHS may, after receiving and evaluating a request by tbc 
County or District Attomey, make an adjustment in the time required to complete this 
Agreement and the Agreement price by a duly executed amendment. 
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EXHIBITC 

Insurance Requirements 
Agencies shall a&rree to maintain insurance levels or self-insurance in accordance with ORS 30.282, for 
the duration of this Agreement at levels necessary to protect against public body liability as specified in 
ORS 30.270. 
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EXIITBJT D 

Required Federal Terms and Conditions 

General Applicability and Compliance. Unless exempt under 45 CFR Part 87 for Faith-Based 
Organizations (Federal Register, July 16, 2004, Volume 69, #136), or other federal provisions, County 
and District Attorney shall comply and, as indicated, require all subcontractors to comply with the 
following federal requirements to tbe extent that they are applicable to this Agreement, to County and 
District Attomey, or to the Work, or to any combination of the foregoing. For purposes of this 
Agreement, all references to federal and state laws are references to federal and state taws as tbey may 
be amended from time to time. 

1. Miscellaneous Federal Provisions. County and District Anorney shaH comply and require all 
subcontractors to comply with all federal laws, rebrulations, and executive orders applicable to 
the Agreement or to the delivery of Work. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, 
County and District Attomey expressly agree to comply and require all subcontractors to 
comply with the following laws, regulations and executive orders to the extent they arc 
applicable to the Agreement: (a) Title Vl and Vll of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 
(b) Sections 503 and 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as amended, (c) the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990, as amended, (d) Executive Order 1 J 246, as amended, (e) the Health 
Insurance Portability and Accountability Act of 1996, as amended, (f) the Age Discrimination 
in Employment Act of 1967, as amended, and the Age Discrimination Act of J 975, as amended, 
(g) the Vietnam Era Veterans' Readjustment Assistance Act of 1974, as amended, (h) all 
regulations and administrative rules established pursuant to the foregoing laws, (i) all other 
applicable requirements of federa l civil rights and rehabilitation statutes, rules and regulations, 
and U) aU federal laws requiring reporting of client abuse. These laws, regulations and 
executive orders are incorporated by reference herein to the ex tent that they arc applicable to 
the Agreement and required by law to be so incorporated. No federal funds may be used to 
provide Work in violation of 42 U.S.C. 14402. 

2. Equal Employment Opportunity. If this Agreement, including amendments, is for more than 
$10,000, then County and District Attorney shall comply and require all subcontractors to 
comply with Executive Order 11 246, entitled "Equal Employment Opportunity," as amended 
by Executive Order 11375, and as supplemented in Department of Labor regulations ( 41 CFR 
Part 60). 

3. Clean Air, Clean Water, EPA R egulations. If this Agreement, including amendments, 
exceeds $100,000 then County and District Attorney shall comply and require all 
subcontractors to comply with all applicable standards, orders, or requirements issued under 
Section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 7606), the Federal Water Pollution Control Act as 
amended (commonly known as the Clean Water Act) (33 U.S .C. 1251 to 1387), specifically 
including, but not limited to Section 508 (33 U.S.C. 1368), Executive Order 11738, and 
Environmental Protection Agency regulations (2 CFR Part 1532), which prohibit the usc under 
non-exempt Federal contracts, grants or loans of facilities included on the EPA List of 
Violating Facilities. Violations shall be reported to DHS, United States Department of Health 
and Human Services and the appropriate Regional Office of the Environmental Protection 
Agency. County shall include and require all subcontractors to include in all contracts with 
subcontractors receiving more than $100,000, language requiring the subcontractor to comply 
with the federal laws identified in this section. 
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4. Energy Efficiency. County and District Attorney shall comply and require all subcontractors to 
comply with applicable mandatory standards and policies relating to energy efficiency that are 
contained in the Oregon energy conservation plan issued in compliance with the Energy Policy 
and Conservation Act 42 U.S.C. 6201 ct. seq. (Pub. L. 94-163). 

5. Truth in Lobbying. By signing this Agreement, tbe County and District Attorney certify, to the 
best of the County and District Attorney's knowledge and belief that 

a. No federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of County 
or District Attomcy, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer 
or employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, 
or an employee of a Member of Congress in coruJection with the awarding of any 
federal contract, the making of any federal grant, the making of any federal loan, the 
entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal , 
amendment or modification of any federal contract, grant, loan or cooperative 
agreement. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 
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lf any funds other than federal approp1iated funds have been paid or will be paid to any 
person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of any agency, 
a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an employee of a 
Member of Congress in connection with this federal contract, grant, loan or cooperative 
agreement, the County and District Attorney shall complete and submit Standard Fom1 
LLL, "Disclosure Fonn to Report Lobbying" in accordance with its instmctions. 

The County and District Attorney shall require that the language of this certification be 
included in the award documents for all su.bawards at all tiers (including subcontracts, 
subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and that all 
subrecipients and subcontractors shall certify and disclose accordingly. 

This certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed 
when this Agreement was made or entered into. Submission of this certification is a 
prerequisite for making or entering into this Agreement imposed by section I 352, Title 
31 of the U.S . Code. Any person who fails to file the required certification shall be 
subject to a civil penalty of not less than $ 1 0,000 and not more than $100,000 for each 
such failure. 

No part of any federal funds paid to County or District Attomey under this Agreement 
shall be used other than for normal and recognized executive legislative relationships, 
for publicity or propaganda purposes, for tbe preparation, distribution, or use of any kit, 
pamphlet, bookJet, publication, electronic conununication, radio, television, or video 
presentation designed to support or defeat the enactment of legislation before the United 
States Congress or any State or local legislature itself, or designed to suppmt or defeat 
any proposed or pending regulation, administrative action, or order issued by the 
executive branch of any State or local government itself. 

No part of any federal funds paid to County or District Attorney under this Agreement 
shall be used to pay the salary or expenses of any grant or contract recipient, or agent 
acting for such recipient, related to any activity designed to influence the enactment of 
legislation, appropriations, regulation, administrative action, or Executive order 
proposed or pending before the United States Congress or any State government, State 
legislature or local legislature or legislative body, other than for normal and recognized 
executive-legislative relationships or participation by an agency or officer of a State, 
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local or tribal government in policymaking and administrative processes within the 
executive branch of that govemment. 

g. The prohibitions in subsections (e) and (f) of this section shall include any activity to 
advocate or promote any proposed, pending or future Federal, State or local tax 
increase, or any proposed, pending, or future requirement or restriction an any legal 
consumer product including its sale or marketing, including but not limited to the 
advocacy or promotion of gun controL 

h. No part of any federal funds paid to County or Dishict Attorney under this Agreement 
may be used for any activity that promotes the legalization of any drug or other 
substance included in schedule I of tbe schedules of controlled substances establi shed 
under section 202 oftbe Controlled Substances Act except for normal and recognized 
executive congressional communications. This limitation shall not apply when there is 
significant medical evidence of a therapeutic advantage to the use of such drug or other 
substance of that federally sponsored clinical trials are being conducted to determine 
therapeutic advantage. 

6. Resout·ce Conservation and Recovery. County and Disttict Attorney shall comply and 
require all subcontractors to comply with all mandatory standards and policies that relate to 
resource conservation and recovery pursuant to the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(codified at 42 U.S.C. 690 I et. seq.). Section 6002 of that Act (codified at 42 U.S.C. 6962) 
requires that preference be given in procurement programs to the purchase of specific products 
containing recycled materials identified in guidelines developed by the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Current guidelines are set f01tb in 40 CFR Pa1t 247. 

7. Audits. 

a. County and Distl'ict Attorney shall comply, and require any subcontractor to comply, 
· with applicable audit requirements and responsibilities set forth in this Agreement and 
applicable state or federal law. 

b. Sub-recipients shall also comply ·with applicable Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 
and OMB Circulars goveming expenditure of federal funds including, but not limited, to 
OMB A-133 Audits of States, Local Governments and Non-Profit Organizations. 

8. Debarment and Suspension. County and District Attorney shall not pennit any person or 
entity to be a subcontractor if the person or entity is listed on the non -procurement portion of 
the General Service Administration 's "List of Parties Excluded from Federal Procurement or 
Non-procurement Programs" in accordance with Executive Orders No. 12549 and No. 12689, 
"Debarment and Suspension". (See 2 CFR Pa11 180.) This list contains the names of parties 
deban·ed, suspended, or otherwise excluded by agencies, and contractors declared ineligible 
under statutory authority other than Executive Order No. 12549. Subcontractors with awards 
that exceed the simplified acquisition threshold shall provide tbe required certification 
regarding their exch1sion status and that of their principals prior to award, 

9. Dmg~Free Workplace. County and District Attorney shall comply and require all 
. subcontt·actors to comply with the following provisions to maintain a drug-free workplace: (i) 
County certifies that it will provide a drug-free workplace by publishing a statement notifying 
its employees that the unlawful manufacture, distribution. dispensation, possession or use of a 
controlled substance, except as may be present in lawfully prescribed or over-the-counter 
medications, is prohibited in County and District Attorney' s workplace or while providing 
services to DHS clients. County and District Attorney's notice shall specify the actions that will 
be taken by County or District Attorney against its employees for violation of such prohibitions; 

148554 jmb Page 25 of32 
DHS IGA County Updated: 02.03.15 

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



(ii) Establish a drug-free awareness program to inform its employees about: The dangers of 
drug abuse in the workplace, County and District Attomey's policy of maintaining a drug-free 
workplace, any available drug counseling, rehabilitation, and employee assistance programs, 
and the penalties that may be imposed upon employees for drug abuse violations; (iii) Provide 
each employee to be engaged in the perfonnance of services under this Agreement a copy of the 
statement mentioned in paragraph (i) above; (iv) Notify each employee in the statement 
required by paragraph (i) above that, as a condition of employment to provide services under 
this Agreement, the employee will: abide by the tenus of the statement, and notify the employer 
of any criminal drug statute conviction for a violation occurring in the workplace no later than 
five (5) days after such conviction; (v) Notify DHS within ten (1 0) days after receiving notice 
under subparagraph (iv) above from an employee or othen\rise receiving actual notice of such 
conviction; (vi) Impose a sanction on, or require the satisfactory participation in a drug abuse 
assistance or rehabilitation program by any employee who is so convicted as required by 
Section 5154 of the Drug-Free \Vork.-place Act of J 988; (vii) Make a good-faith effOJt to 
continue a drug-free workplace through implementation of subparagraphs (i) through (vi) 
above; (viii) Require any subcontractor to comply with subparagraphs (i) through (vii) above; 
(ix) Neither County, District Attorney, or any of County's or DistTict Attorney's employees, 
officers, agents or subcontractors may provide any service required under this Agreement while 
under the influence of drugs. For purposes of this provision , "under the influence'' means: 
observed abnonnal behavior or impairments in mental or physical performance leading a 
reasonable person to believe the County, District Attorney or County's or District Attorney's 
employee, officer, agent or subcontractor bas used a controlled substance, prescription or non
prescription medication that impair·s the County, District Attorney or County's or District 
Attorney's employee, officer, agent or subcontractor's pezformance of essential job function or 
creates a direct threat to DHS clients or others. Examples of abnormal behavior include, but are 
not limited to: hallucinations, paranoia or violent outbursts. Examples of impairments in 
physical or mental performance include, but are not limited to: slun·ed speech, difficulty 
walking or perfom1ing job activities ; and (x) Violation of any provision of this subsection may 
result in termination of this Agreement. 

10. Pr·o-Children Act. County and District Attorney shall comply and require all subcontractors to 
comply with the Pro-Children Act of 1994 (codified at 20 U.S.C. Section 6081 et. seq.). 

ll. Medicaid Senices. County and Distlict Attorney shall comply with all applicable federal and 
state laws and regulation pertaining to the provision of Medicaid Services under the Medicaid 
Act, Title XIX, 42 U.S.C. Section 1396 et. seq., including without limitation: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 
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Keep such records as are necessary to fully disclose the extent of the sen,ices provided 
to individuals receiving Medicaid assistance and shall furnish such infonnation to any 
state or federal agency responsible for administering the Medicaid program regarding 
any payments claimed by such person or institution for providing Medicaid Services as 
the state or federal agency may from time to time request. 42 U.S.C. Section 
1396a(a)(27); 42 CFRPart 431.107(b)( l) & (2). 

Comply ·with all disclosure requirerp.ents of 42 CFR Part 1002.3(a) and 42 CFR Part 455 
Subpart (B). 

Maintain wri tten notices and procedures respecting advance directives in compliance 
with 42 U.S.C. Section 1396(a)(57) and (w), 42 CFR Part 431.1 07(b)(4), and 42 CFR 
Part 489 subpart I. 

Certify -.vben submitting any claim for the provision of Medicaid Services that the 
information submitted is true, accurate and complete. County and District Attorney shall 
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acknowledge County and District Attorney's understanding that payment of the claim 
will be from federal and state funds and that any falsification or concealment of a 
material fact may be prosecuted under federal and state laws. 

c. Entities receiving $5 million or more annually (under this Agreement and any other 
Medicaid contract) for furnishing Medicaid health care items or services shall, as a 
condition of receiving such payments, adopt written fraud, waste and abuse policies and 
procedures and inform employees, contractors and agents about the policies and 
procedures in compliance with Section 6032 of the Deficit Reduction Act of 2005, 42 
U.S.C. § 1396a(a)(68). 

12. Agency-based Voter Registration. If applicable, County and District Attomey shall comply 
with the Agency-based Voter Registration sections of the National Voter Registration Act of 
1993 that require voter regi stration opportunities be offered where an individual may apply for 
or receive an application for public assistance. 

13. Disclosure. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 
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42 CFR Part 455.104 requires the State Medicaid agency to obtaiD the following 
information from any provider of Medicaid or CHIP services, including fiscal agents of 
providers and managed care entities: (1) tbe name and address (i ncluding the primary 
business address, every business location and P.O. Box address) of any person 
(individual or corporation) v,rith an ownership or control interest in the provider, fiscal 
agent or managed care entity ; (2) in the case of an individual, the date of birth and 
Social Security Number, or, in the case of a corporation, the tax identification number of 
the entity, with an ownership interest in the provider, fiscal agent or managed care entity 
or of any subcontractor in which the provider, fiscal agent or managed care entity bas a 
5% or more interest; (3) whether the person (individual or corporation) with an 
ownership or control interest in the provider, fiscal agent or managed care entity is 
related to another person \Vitb ownership or control interest in the provider, fiscal agent 
or managed care entity as a spouse, parent, child or sibling, or whether the person 
(individual or corporation) with an ownership or control interest in any subcontractor in 
which the provider, fiscal agent or managed care entity has a 5% or more interest is 
related to another person with ownership or control interest in the provider, fiscal agent 
or managed care entity as a spouse, parent, child or sibling; ( 4) the name of any other 
provider, fiscal agent or managed care entity in which an owner of the provider, fiscal 
agent or managed care entity bas an ownership or control interest; and, (5) the name, 
address, date ofbiltb and Social Security Number of any managing employee of the 
provider, fiscal agent or managed care entity. 

42 CFR Part 455.434 requires as a condition of enrollment as a Medicaid or CHIP 
provider, to consent to criminal background checks, including fingerprinting wben 
required to do so under state law, or by the category of the provider based on risk of 
fraud , waste and abuse under federal law. 

As such, a provider must disclose any person with a 5% or greater direct or indirect 
ownership interest in the provider whom bas been convicted of a criminal offense 
related to that person's involvement with the Medicare, Medicaid, or title XXI program 
in the last 10 years. 

County and District Attorney shall make the disclosures required by this Section 13. to 
DRS. DHS reserves the right to take such action required by law, or where DHS bas 

Page 27 of32 
Updated: 02.03.15 

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



discretion, it deems appropriate, based on the information received (or the failure to 
receive information) from the provider, fiscal agent or managed care entity. 

14. FederalluteUectual Property Rights Notice. The federal funding agency, as the awarding 
agency of the funds used, at least in part, for the Work under this Agreement, may have certain 
ri.ghts as set forth in the federal requirements pertinent to these funds. For pw·poscs of this 
subsection, the terms "grant" and ''award" refer to funding issued by the federal funding agency 
to the State of Oregon. The County and District Attorney agree that they have been provided 
the following notice: 

a. The federal funding agency reserves a royalty-free, nonexclusive and irrevocable right to 
reproduce, publish, or otherwise use the y1.,r ork, and to authorize others to do so, for 
Federal Government purposes with respect to: 

b. 

c. 
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(1) The copyright in any Work developed under a grant, subgrant or agreement 
under a grant or subgrant; and 

(2) Any rights of copyright to which a grantee, subgrantee or a contractor purchases 
ownership with grant support. 

The parties are subject to applicable federal regulations governing patents and 
inventions, including govenunent-wide regulations issued by the Department of 
Commerce at 37 CFR Patt 401 , "Rights to Inventions Made by Nonprofit Organizations 
and Small Business Fitms Under Government Grants, Contracts and Cooperative 
Agreements." 

The parties are subject to applicable requirements and regulations of the federal funding 
agency regarding rights in data first produced under a grant, subgrant or agreement 
under a grant or subgrant. 
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Attachment 1 
Example THJe IV-E Reimbursement Form and Instructions 

Instructions for Department of Human Services Juvenile Dependency "Title IV-E Claim 
Form": 

The claim fonn has been developed in Excel and should be completed electronically, then printed 
for signature and submitted via email/electronically. Please submit the completed claim form to 
DRS to the email address listed on the last page of these instructions. Each claim form must include 
an identifying number assigned by your accounting office to ensure the funds are routed to tbe 
appropriate deparhnent (invoice, grant or fund). DRS will provide coufmnation of receipt of claim 
fom1 and the date the form is submitted for payment. TheDA must maintain documentation to 
support the infonnation reported on the form. The supporting documentation is subject to review, 
upon request by DHS, and is subject to audit by state and federal auditors (does not have to be 
attached to quarterly claim form). DHS may update and modify the claim fom1 as needed for 
accounting and federal compliance. 

The methodology for tracking the percentage of time staff spent on Child Welfare dependency cases 
must be approved by DHS. A daily time tracking methodology is recommended, but must be no 
less than one random five consecutive day period per quarter. A time tracking methodol0!:,7Y bas 
been developed in Excel and is available for use. TheDA must maintain this documentation in 
support of claim all forms submitted. 

Please complete the blue shaded sections of the claim form as follows: 

A. County Identification and Amount Claimed. Record tbe county name and mailing address. 
Include the date the fom1 is completed, the quarter for which the claim is being submitted, and 
the amount of the quarterly claim. The first quarter of the Federal Fiscal Year is the month of 
October. The Total Quarterly Reimbursement amount is calculated automatically after all data 
has been input 

B. Qualifying children 's cases worked. For each Qualified Child wbo bad Work performed on 
the Child 's case during the reporting quarter, record the Child' s name and birth date. A 
Qualifying Child is a child who, at the time Work was performed on the child's case, was at 
any point in the juvenile dependency process between the filing of a dependency petition and 
entry of a disposition order on the merits on all allegations in that petition. 

Worl< includes any of the acts to be performed and requirements to be fulfilled by the District 
Attorney as desc1ibed in the Agreement. List a Qualified Child only once each quarter, 
regardless of the number of time Work was performed on the Child's case. lfwork is 
perfom1ed on a case involving multiple Qualified Children, list all children on the form. lftbe 
District Attorney' s office prefers, a separate list of Qualified Children and their birth dates may 
be attached as long as reference to it is made on the claim form. 

C. Eligible personnel costs. Record the name of eacb staff member who worked on the qualifying 
cases. Record their "Salary and Fringe Benefits" for the qua1ter and the "Percentage of Time 
Spent on CW Cases" worked for the quarter on the qualifying cases. The "Eligible Cost" field 
will automatically calculate. 

148554 jmb 
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Personnel costs include the salary (including any overtime or otbeJ differential) and other 
personnel expenses such as health insurance, retirement, and other employee benefits paid for 
the qumter to, or on behalf of, the staff member listed. 

Enter the number of staff members listed to calculate the average percentage of time spent 
working on CW Cases during the quarter. 

D . Other Operating Expenses. Record tbe amount of "Other Operating Expenses" for the quarter 
for each staff person reported in section C above. 

Other operating expenses includes: 
a. Service and supplies necessary for legal staff working on Child Welfare cases. 
b. Costs associated with legal actions for Child Welfare cases incJuding filing fees, costs 

for expert witnesses, and transc1iption costs. 
c. Costs for travel and training for legal staff who ·work on Child Welfare cases, including 

participating in Child Welfare training. 
d. Genetic testing to determine paternity to expedite a court case. 

Note: The eligible cost for Other Operating Expenses (averaged) is automatically calculated by 
the total average percentage of time spent on child welfare cases multiplied by the Operating 
Expenses reported. The eligible cost is 100% for Other Operating Expenses (traceable, such as 
Witness Expenses) before requiTed federal calculations. 

E. Total Reimbursable Costs. The field represents the total costs that will be used to calculate the 
Title IV -E reimbursement for the qumter. 

F. DHS Foster Care lY-E Eligibility Rate. The "Eligibility Rate'' is automatically multiplied by 
the "Total Reimbursable Costs" which is then multiplied by the Federal IV-E Administrative 
Reimbursement Rate. 

G. Federal IV-E Administrative Reimbursement Rate. Tbe federal reimbursement rate for Title 
IV -E administrative costs is 50%. Tbe federal reimbursement rate of 50% is automatically 
multiplied by the results of the "Eligibility Rate" multiplied by the "Total Reimbursable Costs". 
The result of this calculation will be the total Title IV -E reimbursement for the quarter. 

H. Total Reimbursement for Quarter. This total will also automatically fill the cell at the top 
right pmtion oftbe fom1 named "Total Qua11erly Reimbursement". 

I. Certification. The District Attorney must sign the certification and submit the claim fonn to 
DHS after the close of each calendar quarter. The first quarter for which a claim can be 
submitted will be tbe qumter ending September 30, 2015. Claim forms should be submitted 
within 30 days of the end of the qua1ter. Include the name oftbc person responsible for 
preparing the repmt and their contact phone number. Federal Compliance utilizes the Federal 
Fiscal Year beginning October 151

• 

J. DHS Validation. For DHS use only. 
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DHS will ve1ify the county claim fom1s, request the funds from the federal government, and retain 
the official claim documentation submitted by the counties. Upon approval of the claims, DBS will 
then make the appropriate payments to the participating counties. 

The contact for the Oregon Department of Human Services for processing Title IV-E Claim Forms 
IS: 

Oregon Department of Human Services 
Office of Child Welfare Program 
Attn: Liz Lair 
500 Summer Street NE E-16 
Salem, OR 97301-1097 
Elizabetb.lair@state.or.us 
Phone: 503-569-3815 
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A. 

B. 

r--

County: 

Mailing Addr~ss: 

City, State. Zip: 

Your County 

Your Address 

DEPARTMENT OF HUMAN SERVICES 
JUVENILE DEPENDENCY 
TITLE IV-E CLAIM FORM 

Repon Date: 

Quaner Ended: 

Your City, State, Zip Total Qu:u1en~ Heimbur-semcnl 

Qualifying Childnm's cases w01·ked chuing ctnnrter: 

See nnnchccl: 

I Quartert~· Sal:uies 
and Fringe %of Time Spent 

Sample 

s 8.659.81 

c. Employee Nnm<' Benefits on CW Cases Eligible Cusl 

Person l s 35.000.00 25~• s 8.750.00 

Person 2 s 35.000.00 25% s !::.750.00 

Person.3 s 35,000.00 25'}0 s 8.750.00 

s -
s 
s 
s 

# Emplo~·ees Listed 3 Average % in Qtr 25% s 26.250.00 

D. Other Opcmting Expense~ (11\'CI"flgc·d) 100 s 25.00 

F,;~:pert Witn~ Exprnsrs (lmrked) lQ()(J s 1.000.00 

E. Totalll.<·imbursablc Costs s 27,275.00 

F. DRS Fosler Cart> JY-EEUI!ihility n:m· 63.50% s 17.319.63 

G. Fedeml JY-E Adm.in.instntth•c· ltt>imburscment Rate 50% s 8,659.81 

R. Total Ueimbursemrnt for Qunrter (Titlt n· -E) s 8.659.81 

1. Certification: 

The District Attomey perfonned all work for which mimlmrscment i~ sought in accordance with T1tle 1\' -E lntergovemmental 
Agrl!ement 

Signature: Dist rict Allomey 

Typed Name: District Attorney 

Title: Dist.rict Allomcv 

K. DllS Validation 

Sign: 

CalculaJ ion correct: 

Amount claimed correct: 

Date paid to County: 

Prepared by: 

Name: 

Contact Phone: 

Dale: 

Oflice Mnuager 

Office M:ufagcr 

5411999-9999 
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WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
REGULAR SESSION 

MAY 20, 2015 
 
 
  PRESENT: Scott Hege, Commission Chair 

Rod Runyon, County Commissioner  
    Steve Kramer, County Commissioner  
  STAFF: Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer 
     Kathy White, Executive Assistant  
  
 
At 1:00 p.m. Chair Hege opened the Regular Session of the Board of Commissioners 
with the Pledge of Allegiance. Ms. White asked to add a letter of support for the Wasco 
County Soil and Water District to the Discussion List. 
 
 
At 1:02 p.m. Chair Hege opened an Executive Session pursuant to ORS 192.660(2)(h) 
to consult with counsel concerning the legal rights and duties of a public body with 
regard to current litigation or litigation likely to be filed. He instructed members of the 
news media that they are specifically directed not to report on any of the deliberations 
during the executive session, except to state the general subject of the session as 
previously announced. All other members of the audience, except designated staff, 
were asked to exit the room until the conclusion of the session. 
 

At 1:50 p.m. the Board came out of Executive Session. 
 

{{{Commissioner Kramer moved to authorize Administrative Officer Tyler 
Stone to authorize County Counsel to file a motion with the Court to quash the 
subpoena from the District Attorney which directed the Wasco County IT 
Director to provide to the District Attorney a broadly defined set of County 

Executive Session – Consulting with Legal Counsel 
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communications. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed 
unanimously.}}} 
 
 
Emergency Manager Kristy Beachamp reported that the Wasco County letter 
requesting a State drought declaration for the County was considered at last week’s 
meeting of the Water Availability Committee Drought Council. The Council approved 
the request but a declaration from the County is necessary to move the process 
forward to the Governor’s Office.  
 

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to approve Resolution 15-003 in the matter of 
a declaration and request to declare a state drought emergency for Wasco 
County, Oregon. Commissioner Kramer seconded the motion which passed 
unanimously.}}} 
 
 
Russ Hargrave, Planning Commission Chair, introduced other members of the 
Planning Commission: Vickie Ashley, Mike Davis, Taner Eliot, and Andrew Myers. 
He thanked Planning Director Angie Brewer for all her help and support of the work 
being done by the Planning Commission. 
 

Mr. Hargrave stated that the Planning Commission proposes a prioritized update of 
the Comprehensive Plan. It has been decades since the last complete update; the 
patchwork of updates that have been done for expediency have created conflicts and 
confusion within the plan. The Planning Commission’s goal is to create a plan that is 
understandable to reduce public frustration and increase efficiency for both the 
Planning Department and the Planning Commission. He observed that the current 
plan is not aligned with the needs and circumstances that exist today; a new plan will 
support more quality work. He noted that the entire Plan does not need to be revised; 
that is why they propose a prioritized update.  
 

Mr. Hargrave went on to say that they want to use the process the State has in place 
for this work. It is complicated and they hope to get some help from the State – 
technical support is available and perhaps some resources. He said they can also learn 
from other counties. He explained that the State process well help them bring about 
public engagement in a meaningful and managed way. He introduced Mike Davis to 
explain how they plan to move through the update. 

Discussion Item – Drought Resolution 

Agenda Item – Strategic Planning 
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Mr. Davis reviewed the chart included in the Board Packet. He stated that Phase I is a 
self-assessment. They will evaluate the plan, staff and their ability to do some research 
and look for grants. Once that is complete, they will report to the Board to engage 
them and the public in the process. He said that engaging the public and the Board is 
critical to the plan and they will continue to do so throughout the process.  
 

Phase II will define goals and give the process direction. Phase III will take all the 
information and begin to design the program. Phase IV is the actual creation. At the 
end of each Phase, the Planning Commission will return to the Board for direction 
and feedback. He said he was pleased that the Budget Committee had approved funds 
for Planning Department that will help them get started on the process.  
 

Commissioner Runyon said that it is important to him that they examine where the 
County is more restrictive than the State. If the more restrictive rules are not 
necessary, they should be eliminated – it is costly to the County and frustrating to both 
staff and the public. Mr. Davis replied it is a priority for the Planning Commission as 
well.  
 

Commissioner Kramer said that he appreciates all the work the Planning Commission 
is doing and their willingness to take this on.  
 

***The Board was in consensus for the Planning Commission to move forward 
with Phase I of a prioritized update of the Comprehensive Plan.***  
 

Commissioner Runyon suggested that if the Planning Commission has issues that 
need to be addressed before they return to the Board, they should take those to Ms. 
Brewer who can bring them to the Administrative Officer. Mr. Hargrave replied that 
they would; they understand that this is an institutional process. Commissioner 
Runyon added that they can come to Board members individually as well.  
 

Chair Hege said that members of the Board can also lobby on their behalf at the State 
level. Commissioner Runyon agreed, saying that he sits on a Lands Committee and 
would be glad to help in any way he can. 
 

Ms. Ashley said that she has served on the Planning Commission for 20 years and 
been there for the piecemeal fixes applied to the Plan. She said she has seen hearings 
that could have been eliminated had the plan been updated.  
 

Ms. Brewer thanked everyone for their support – both the Planning Commission and 

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
REGULAR SESSION 
MAY 20, 2015 
PAGE 4 
 
the Board of Commissioners. She said that the timing is right for this update – it is an 
exciting time. This will have long-term benefits. Chair Hege said that her first step is 
to get staffed up. 
 

Mr. Stone commended the Board on the bold decisions they have recently made that 
will allow this process to move forward. Commissioner Kramer noted that it is all 
about teamwork. 
 

Ms. Brewer announced that she is on her way to inspect for the SOAK event 
occurring this weekend and would let the Board know how it goes. 
 
 
Daniel Hunter, Administrative Fellow for the City of The Dalles, stated that the 
budget being presented today has been approved by both the QLife Board and the 
City of The Dalles. He said the operating budget is $919,782 with $504,140 transferred 
to the capital fund. He stated that there is $180,000 for expansion with $110,000 of 
that for upgrades. There is $471,717 in capital reserves. He explained that QLife is an 
intergovernmental agency for high-speed internet wholesale to providers. 
 

Chair Hege said that QLife was formed under ORS 190 and is owned entirely by the 
City of The Dalles and Wasco County. He stated that the County has two 
representatives – Chair Hege and Brian Ahier, the City has two representatives – City 
Councilman Taner Eliot and Dan Spatz, and an at-large position that is filled by Eric 
Larson.  
 

Mr. Hunter said that the City Manager Nolan Young sends a staff report regarding the 
budget to the City Council and then provides that same report to the County. He said 
that QLife has a budget committee made up of their Board and five citizens. The 
budget also has to be approved by the City and the County. Chair Hege observed that 
Mr. Young staffs the QLife Board so it makes sense to use his report at both the City 
and the County. 
 

Mr. Hunter reported that the QLife Budget Committee approved the budget on April 
23rd; the City approved it on April 28th.  
 

Commissioner Hege said that it is a very positive financial picture with projections of 
$2.9 million in reserve by 2025/2026. He said that QLife is in the black and generates 
money; reserves can be used for a capital project for economic development but, he 

Agenda Item – QLife Budget 
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pointed out, it is a business and can put some money back into the City and County – 
both invested funds to start and keep it operating. He said that he brings this up at 
every budget session and will continue to push for it as he believes some of the money 
should come back. Mr. Hunter suggested that could also be part of the discussion for 
strategic planning. 
 

Commissioner Runyon asked what the boundaries are for QLife. Chair Hege said that 
while it is not defined, it is owned by the City of The Dalles and Wasco County so 
theoretically it would be anywhere within those boundaries. He said that QLife is 
participating in south county’s broadband efforts, but you have to build a business 
case to make large investments. He said that QLife is looking at Maupin and other 
users in that area to justify the cost. 
 

{{{Commissioner Kramer moved to approve the QLife Budget as presented. 
Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}} 
 
 
MCEDD Project Manager Carrie Pipinich reviewed her report, included in the Board 
Packet. She said that the EDC has been evaluating their role in response to the 
changes directed by the Board of County Commissioners. She said that at a working 
session in March, the EDC worked on how to implement their new role – they want 
to address significant needs for accessing funding to move projects forward. She said 
there are three areas of focus: 
 

1. The Dufur water system needs assessment. Mary Kramer has already met with 
Mayor Wallace to determine progress and identify needs and resources. 

2. Mosier has a lot of projects and they met with leaders to prioritize and 
determine where they could use support. They also have issues with their water 
system. The EDC will support grant applications and help with work on the 
Historic Hwy. Terry Moore and Gary Grossman are engaged with Mosier. 

3. Wamic water system – EDC has been talking to Wamic’s Board Secretary and 
they are interested in help with their aging structure. 

 

Ms. Pipinich continued to review her report saying that broadband is a county-wide 
issue and they are working with QLife to facilitate expansion. She reported that last 
week MCEDD hosted the Gorge Economic Symposium for a state and regional look 
at the economy. She said it was a good session; presentations are available on the 
MCEDD website. 

Agenda Item – Economic Development Commission Quarterly Report 
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Commissioner Runyon said that he thinks the new focus on specific projects is good. 
Commissioner Kramer noted that he has had difficulties making in-roads in Wamic 
and is pleased to see that they are open to working with the EDC. 
 
 
Ms. Pipinich explained that through the update process, the EDC created a new 
position on the Commission. She said the Commission felt the addition of a 
Commissioner would support their new, more active role and have the added benefit 
of creating an odd number of Commissioners. She reported that they interviewed 
three good candidates and selected Stan Kelsay based on how his skills fit with the 
planned projects and the amount of time he had available to devote to EDC work. 
She said that he lives in the area and is semi-retired.  
 

Commissioner Runyon said that in his experience, Mr. Kelsay is not only quick to 
volunteer but comes with great ideas and the willingness to do the work to implement 
them. He said Mr. Kelsay will be a great addition to the EDC. Chair Hege said that he 
is impressed by the quality of applicants and the talent coming forward to serve.  
 

{{{Commissioner Kramer moved to approve Order #15-049 appointing Stan 
Kelsay to the Wasco County Economic Development Commission in Position 
#11. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed 
unanimously.}}} 
 
 
Commissioner Runyon reported: 
 

• The MCCOG Director is transition out as the Board searches for a new 
Director. He has agreed to remain for up to 120 days. 

• He attended the Cascadia Earthquake Workshop. The anticipated earthquake 
could happen tomorrow or in 50 years; it will cut off the Gorge region for 
ground travel. 

• He spoke to the MCEDD Board regarding the County’s appointment of a 
cities representative. That representative is currently Mayor Lawrence but he is 
a representative of all the cities in Wasco County. MCEDD is not willing to 
add another spot just for the City of The Dalles as there are other participating 
counties and they do not want to make an exception here. He will make sure 
Mayor Lawrence has all the contact information he needs to communicate with 

Agenda Item – EDC Position #11 Appointment 

Commission Call 
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the cities he is charged with representing as a County appointee to MCEDD. 
• The NORCOR Board narrowed a list of approximately 30 applicants to a list 

of 6 to be considered for the position of Administrator to fill the vacancy that 
will be created with the retirement of current Administrator Jim Weed. That list 
was further pared to 4 candidates who will be interviewed. 

 
 
Finance Director Monica Morris said that at an October Commission meeting the 
Board discussed the purchase of robotic survey equipment with the cost coming from 
Contingency. She reported that Public Works Director Arthur Smith is ready to move 
forward with the project.  
 

{{{Commissioner Kramer moved to approve Order #15-050 transferring #24,200 
from Contingency to Equipment Engineering in Public Works Fund. 
Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}} 
 
 
Ms. Morris stated that currently the County has 5 accounts for which she is seeking 
direction from the Board as to signing authority.  
 

There are three accounts at US Bank with the same signers: current signers are 
Finance Director Monica Morris, current County Treasurer Chad Krause and former 
County Treasurer Patty Latham. A fourth account is for the MINT Team on which 
only the current Treasurer is a signer; it is an account with Treasurer trust funds that 
holds pass through monies for the MINT Team. She has worked with the Sheriff’s 
Department to determine the appropriate signers for that account – Monica Morris, 
Chief Deputy Magill and Sgt. Williams.  
 

Ms. Morris said that there is also a Local Government Investment Pool account. The 
signers on that account are Monica Morris, Patty Latham and former Commissioner 
Dan Erickson – Mr. Krause is not a signer on that account and apparently has been 
making deposits under someone else’s name. Ms. Morris said that the signers on all 
the accounts should be reviewed periodically.  
 

Chair Hege asked for Ms. Morris’ recommendation. Ms. Morris replied that it is 
sensible and best practice to have the Finance Director, the Administrative Officer 
and a Commissioner as signer on each account for a 2-year period before review.  

Agenda Item – Budget Adjustment 

Agenda Item – Banking Authority 
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Commissioner Runyon asked if transactions will require all three signatures. Ms. 
Morris replied that it would not. She said that if she is gone, one of the other signers 
will be able to do the banking. 
 

Commissioner Kramer asked if the Commissioner could be one-year rotating as a 
signer. Ms. Morris replied that it could. Commissioner Kramer suggested that the 
Commissioner designated as a signer should be the Chair and that authority should 
move each time a new Chair is elected.  
 

Chair Hege asked if Ms. Morris would have the other names removed. Ms. Morris 
replied that she would be sending a required letter telling them who is authorized. He 
asked if she is looking for this authorization today and should the signers be the same 
for all accounts. Ms. Morris replied affirmatively except that the MINT account will 
have different signers.  
 

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to update the appropriate banking signature 
cards to be Monica Morris, Tyler Stone and current Board Chair Scott Hege to 
be reviewed no later than two years from now. Commissioner Kramer seconded 
the motion which passed unanimously.}}}  
 
 
Ms. White stated that this is the final step in the Community Dispute Resolution 
Grant biennial process. She said that there was only one applicant which is historically 
true. Once that applicant is deemed eligible it is up to the County to make that 
selection and notify the University of Oregon who then contracts with the selected 
agency to provide those services in the County. 
 

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to sign the Community Dispute Resolution 
letter notifying the University of Oregon of Wasco County’s selection of Six 
Rivers Mediation to provide services in Wasco County. Commissioner Kramer 
seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}} 
 
 
Commissioner Kramer stated that there was a unanimous vote of the Board of Health 
to move Household Hazardous Waste beginning with fiscal year 2015-2016 to Wasco 
County as lead agency. This is just an acknowledgment of that transfer. 
 

{{{Commissioner Runyon moved to accept the NCPHD Household 

Discussion Item – Community Dispute Resolution Selection Letter 

Discussion List – NCPHD Household Hazardous Waste Resolution 
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Hazardous Waste Resolution transferring HHW to Wasco County as lead 
agency. Commissioner Kramer seconded the motion which passed 
unanimously.}}} 
 
 
 
 
Ms. White noted that the Board had received an email (attached) from SWC 
requesting their support for a language change to the OAR that would allow grant 
funding through Oregon Water Resources Department for the repair or replacement 
of private irrigation and domestic wells. This is to address the issue of Mosier’s 
commingling wells which have seriously impacted the ground water levels in that area. 
Ms. White said that she had prepared a letter of support (attached) for their 
consideration. 
 

***The Board was in consensus to sign the letter of support to be sent to to 
OWRD commenting on the OAR 690-093-0030(1)(a)(A) governing grant 
funding.*** 
 
 
Commissioner Hege said that he received a call today from Stephen Strousky with 
NOVA who is pursuing a wind project on Summit Ridge along the Deschutes. They 
had an approved order for their project and a 2-year extension. He was calling to say 
that an organization is going to request that the Energy Siting Facility not approve it; 
he wants to make the Board aware that NOVA has a potential purchaser for the 
power and if they are not able to move forward on Summit Ridge they would want to 
come through the County for a smaller project.  He thinks they will be approved, but 
it is a process. 
 
 
{{{Commissioner Kramer moved to approve the Consent Agenda. 
Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}} 
 
 
Chair Hege asked Widge Johnson if she had been able to connect to the system and is 
getting information. She replied that she had.  

Discussion Item – Letter of Support for Soil & Water Conservation 
District 

Commission Call 

Consent Agenda – 5.6.2015 Minutes 

Agenda Item – NCPHD Quarterly Report 
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Mike Smith, NCPHD Board of Health Chair and Sherman County Commissioner, 
said that they worked with Kathy Schwartz to come up with a digestible format for the 
report. He said that the spread sheet is a working draft and they will provide updates 
as they become available.  
 

NCPHD Business Manager Kathi Hall reviewed the spread sheet included in the 
Board Packet.  
 

Chair Hege said that county funding is not mandated. Ms. Hall replied that the 
mandate is for the County to insure the services are being provided. Chair Hege noted 
that some counties do not provide any funding. He said that it might be helpful if the 
applicable ORS’s were included in the spread sheet.  
 

Ms. Hall said that the spread sheet covers quarters 1 through 3.  
 

Chair Hege asked what the mandate is for communicable disease testing. Nurse Jane 
Palmer replied that if someone tests positive for a communicable disease, Public 
Health follows up; there is a list of diseases each with its own follow-up protocol. 
Chair Hege noted that the testing does not have to be done by Public Health but must 
be reported to Public Health. Ms. Palmer confirmed.  
 

Chair Hege asked how they determined that it took .59 FTE to oversee that program. 
Ms. Hall replied that it is tracked on time sheets; this is an average over 6 months. 
There was some discussion about how much of the funding for that program comes 
from the state and how much from fees.  
 

Chair Hege asked if Environmental Health is a State responsibility unless the county 
takes it on. Commissioner Kramer replied that it is one of the five mandated services; 
the county is the local authority and it can be housed elsewhere. Mr. Stone stated that 
DEQ can do septic inspections. Mr. Smith observed that DEQ can do those but they 
are not doing them. 
 

Chair Hege asked if the immunization special payment represents the total effort for 
immunizations. Ms. Hall said that it just for education and the enforcement of school 
immunization – it is managing providers and making sure children are immunized in 
the schools. Chair Hege asked where in the budget administering immunizations could 
be found. Ms. Hall replied that it is under maternal and child health.  
 

Chair Hege asked if the Tobacco Prevention Program is fully funded. Ms. Hall replied 

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
REGULAR SESSION 
MAY 20, 2015 
PAGE 11 
 
that it is except that the Director manages that person. Mr. Smith noted that it is 
equally funded among the counties which is unusual. 
 

Chair Hege asked about the “other revenue” for school nursing. Ms. Palmer replied 
that it is really a contract for rural schools. Ms. Hall said the funding comes from the 
schools.  
 

Ms. Palmer said that one benchmark they are trying to meet is to screen all women 
under 25 for chlamydia; morbidity rates for that are in future reproductive ability as it 
is one of the leading causes of infertility. Chair Hege observed that not every woman 
under 25 is being seen at Public Health; he said he would like to see the demographics 
of those who are coming in and being tested. Ms. Palmer said she will look at that. 
Chair Hege said that part of the larger discussion is to figure out what is happening in 
Health Care; if they are only seeing 2% of the population it may not be an effective 
use of the program.  
 

Ms. Palmer said another State funded program is C-Care which allows those of 
reproductive age access to birth control; the fee is a sliding scale based on income. The 
purpose is to eliminate barriers to birth control. Ms. Palmer said we always ask people 
if they can contribute something even if they cannot afford the fee. 
 

Chair Hege asked how close Environmental Health is to being self-sustaining. Ms. 
Hall said that there is no program carrying over funds. Chair Hege said that his 
comment for Environmental Health is that it is different from other programs in that 
it oversees business activities and they should be paying for the services; they should 
pay enough that the program is self-sustaining and not need to be subsidized. Ms. Hall 
replied that they can raise fees but there are limits. Mr. Smith added that there have 
been some changes to that program as a result of the incident at the Oregon Zoo.  
 

Ms. Hall provided a handout (attached) to outline the County contribution 
distribution. Mr. Stone said looking at general salary and materials and services he 
wonders why program support is not included. Ms. Hall said that it is in the other 
division and she has not yet broken it out – that is coming.  
 

Chair Hege asked if the estimated revenue for home visiting is based on the match 
funding. Ms. Hall said that it is. Chair Hege asked her to explain the connection she is 
making with this set of figures. Ms. Hall replied that she is demonstrating that the 
match funds generate revenue. Ms. Palmer added that it a convoluted system intended 
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to help people access services.  
 

Mr. Stone pointed out that the Director is shown as 1.0 FTE indicating that she is not 
being paid for work in other programs. Ms. Hall replied that that is work she has not 
yet done – it will be coming. Mr. Smith pointed out that this is a working draft; more 
work will be done.  
 

Chair Hege stated that the Board is not trying to make this painful; they just want to 
have an accurate picture of the costs so they can figure out the impact of funding 
reductions or increases.  
 

Ms. Palmer stated that the upstream approach of preventative care doesn’t really show 
– someone doesn’t get a sore throat, etc. She said that the Lund Report shows that 
building resilience will decrease recidivism and increase the likelihood of mothers 
being employed, more graduations, etc. She said that there is some data on the ROI – 
anywhere from $3-$5 for every $1 invested.  
 

Chair Hege thanked Ms. Palmer for all her input; he appreciates the education. He said 
that this report is a good start but there is little sense of what Wasco County gets for 
their dollars. Ms. Hall said they are getting there.  
 

Mr. Smith said that when you look at the budget amounts of $344,000 and $376,000, 
Ms. Morris had thought more dollars might come in for Public Health but they have 
not. He said that with the changes in the funding, they will need those dollars to 
maintain current service levels. He said that the standard was a demonstrated need and 
Public Health is running short and asking for the full $376,000.  
 

Mr. Smith said that the total request was $376,000; it went to $344,000 with $32,000 
held back contingent on meeting goals. The remaining amount would be a request 
based on demonstrated need. He said they will not be able to continue at current 
service levels without it. 
 
Commissioner Runyon said that $314,000 was the base. Ms. Hall said they have been 
invoicing at a rate for the $344,000 but Ms. Morris stopped paying at $314,000; she 
wanted to get approval from the Commission to make sure Public Health had fulfilled 
the agreement to get to $344,000. Commissioner Runyon asked for clarification that 
the base was $314,000. Mr. Stone replied that it was $314,000 with up to $344,000 
with demonstration that Public Health had met certain goals. 
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Commissioner Kramer said he thinks it can be brought up to the $344,000 level now.  
 

{{{Commissioner Kramer moved to release the additional $30,000 in Public 
Health funding. Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed 
unanimously.}}} 
 
Commissioner Runyon noted that Mr. Smith still appears confused. He restated that 
the base amount budgeted was $314,000 with an additional $30,000 available 
contingent on Public Health meeting certain goals. Commissioner Kramer noted that 
Public Health has indicated that there will be more information provided that may 
help them in considering the request for additional funding. Commissioner Runyon 
said that he wants to make sure that it is clear that the base Wasco County budget 
number was $314,000, not $344,000. 
 

Mr. Smith stated that their budgeted amount from Wasco County was $376,000; they 
tried to meet the $344,000 budget but have not been able to with the current income 
stream. He said NCPHD is requesting the additional $32,000 to maintain services.  
 

Mr. Stone asked for their beginning fund balance and contingency balance. Ms. Hall 
said she does not have those figures but will look at the March report which she has 
with her.  
 

Chair Hege noted that Mr. Smith mentioned Ms. Morris’ projection that more funds 
might come in for Public Health. He said that would be interesting to detail. Mr. 
Smith said that it was their first time budgeting for Public Health and they relied on 
Ms. Morris’ experience to set numbers. Chair Hege said that they might want to certify 
with Ms. Morris what fees she expected compared to what they received – that would 
be a good place to start.  
 
Mr. Smith said that when they talked about it they decided to budget $376,000 and 
shoot for $344,000. Commissioner Runyon asked Mr. Smith to clarify if he was talking 
about the Public Health budget rather than the Wasco County budget for the 
$376,000. Mr. Smith said that it was the Public Health budget amount. Chair Hege 
said that since the discussion had originally been with Ms. Morris, that would be a 
good place to begin now. 
 

Mr. Smith stated that the Wasco County Budget Committee had allocated $314,000 
for the 2015-2016 fiscal year. He said that the Public Health staff has looked at what 
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that will mean and the answer they came up with is that the clinic will have to go from 
5 days a week to 1 day a week – that is what the managers saw as the most responsible 
way to shrink as the clinic has the most flexibility. He said that discussion would have 
to go to the Board of Health. He said that last year they averted 180 unplanned 
pregnancies; 60% of the pregnancies in Wasco County are unplanned. He stated that 
some of the clinics may be able to absorb part of that; the Board of Health would 
have to evaluate it.  
 

Mr. Stone pointed out that that they are talking about an 80% reduction in service but 
it is not an 80% reduction in funding. Mr. Smith stated that they cannot realistically 
cut every program equally. He said this is the staff recommendation, but it would be 
the Board of Health’s decision. Chair Hege responded that he would hope they could 
be a part of that discussion. 
 

Ms. Hall asked what information the Board would need to consider the $376,000 
budget amount. Chair Hege asked that they start by talking to Ms. Morris. He said he 
is interested to hear about the fees that did not come in – what those are exactly. Mr. 
Smith said they would also get the beginning fund and contingency balances. 
Commissioner Runyon asked that they fill out the remainder of information in the 
document they presented today. Chair Hege stated that the Board wants to have a 
good understanding. 
 

Mr. Stone said that he thinks the County will also provide some more questions based 
on the information they received today.  
 

Chair Hege asked for any other comments. Rodger Nichols, reporter for Haystack 
Broadcasting, said he would like to salute retiring County Clerk Linda Brown who had 
her last elections last night. He said she is one of the good people who has kept this 
County going.  
 

Mr. Smith announced that Public Health Director Teri Thalhofer received the Public 
Health Nursing Leadership Award from the Oregon Public Health Association. 
 

Chair Hege adjourned the meeting at 4:19 p.m. 
 

Motions Passed 
 

• To authorize Administrative Officer Tyler Stone to authorize County 
Counsel to file a motion with the Court to quash the subpoena from the 
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District Attorney which directed the Wasco County IT Director to 
provide to the District Attorney a broadly defined set of County 
communications. 

• To approve Resolution 15-003 in the matter of a declaration and request 
to declare a state drought emergency for Wasco County, Oregon. 

• To approve the QLife Budget as presented. 
• To approve Order #15-049 appointing Stan Kelsay to the Wasco County 

Economic Development Commission in Position #11. 
• To approve Order #15-050 transferring #24,200 from Contingency to 

Equipment Engineering in Public Works Fund. 
• To update the banking signature cards to be Monica Morris, Tyler Stone 

and current Board Chair Scott Hege to be reviewed no later than two 
years from now. 

• To sign the Community Dispute Resolution letter notifying the 
University of Oregon of Wasco County’s selection of Six Rivers 
Mediation to provide services in Wasco County. 

• To accept the NCPHD Household Hazardous Waste Resolution 
transferring HHW to Wasco County as lead agency. 

• To approve the Consent Agenda – 5.6.2015 Regular Session Minutes. 
• To release the additional $30,000 in Public Health funding 

 
Consensus 
 

• For the Planning Commission to move forward with Phase I of a 
prioritized update of the Comprehensive Plan. 

• To sign the letter of support to be sent to OWRD commenting on the 
OAR 690-093-0030(1)(a)(A) governing grant funding. 

 
WASCO COUNTY BOARD 
OF COMMISSIONERS 

 
 
 

Scott Hege, Commission Chair 
 
 
 

Rod Runyon, County Commissioner 
 
 
 

Steve Kramer, County Commissioner 
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WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
SPECIAL SESSION 

MAY 26, 2015 
 
 
  PRESENT: Scott Hege, Commission Chair 

Rod Runyon, County Commissioner  
    Steve Kramer, County Commissioner  
  STAFF: Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer 
     Kathy White, Executive Assistant  
  
 
At 3:30 p.m. Chair Hege opened the Special Session of the Board of Commissioners 
with the Pledge of Allegiance. Ms. White asked to add: 

• 10th Street Rental Property 
• Karpel Contract Payment 
• Process for appointing County Clerk 

to the Discussion List. 
 
 
Facilities Manager Fred Davis said that the County’s rental property on 10th Street is 
now vacant. He explained that the house and property had been purchased to 
complete the block of county property on 10th Street; the house was rented to pay for 
the purchase of the property which has been accomplished. He said that the house is 
in need of paint and other repairs; it will need to be brought up to rental standards or 
demolished. He asked the Board what information they would like for him to gather 
facilitate their decision.  
 
Commissioner Runyon asked what it was renting for. Mr. Davis replied that it had 
rented for approximately $500. Commissioner Runyon asked what the price range for 

Discussion List Item – 10th Street Rental Property 
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similar rentals are. Mr. Davis pointed out that the three large power structures on the 
property reduce the rental value of the house.  
 
Commissioner Hege wanted to make sure that a sale is not being considered. Mr. 
Davis replied that it is not. He said that in 1998 or 1999 the County Court thought 
that if the County ever wanted to do anything with the 10th Street property they would 
want to have that piece and decided to purchase it when it became available.  
 
Commissioner Runyon observed that the house still has potential income value. Mr. 
Davis pointed out that it would cost $10,000 and $15,000 to bring up to standards. 
Mr. Stone said that the question is whether to invest funds in the house or raze it.  
 
Commissioner Runyon said that Mid-Columbia Housing might be interested in doing 
the work and using it as a rental. Mr. Stone said he would not want them to invest too 
much if the County is going to tear it down. Commissioner Runyon said that that 
would have to be part of the discussion; he said that he would like to explore the 
alternatives. Mr. Stone said that he can look into it; he said he can look into a property 
management company as well.  
 
Commissioner Runyon said that he would like to have some specifics on what work 
needs to be done and then he can take that to MCH or connect Mr. Stone or Mr. 
Davis to them.  
 
Commissioner Kramer suggested that some of the work could be done through the 
TOOLS program. Mr. Davis agreed saying that he has already used them for some 
work. Commissioner Runyon said he would also like to know the cost of demolition.  
 
Commissioner Hege said it seems that it was purchased with the intention of 
demolishing it. Mr. Stone replied that it was the eventual goal.  
 
 

County Assessor Jill Amery said that this amendment is a result of the budget 
decisions to add staff to her office. The amendment recognizes the additional staff and 
will support an increase in funding to the County as the funding is apportioned to the 
counties based on need.  
 

Agenda Item – CAFFA Grant Amendment 
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{{{Commissioner Kramer moved to approve the Grant Application Resolution 
Amendment for funding for counties to help them come into compliance or 
remain in compliance with ORS 308.232, 308.234, Chapters 309-312 and other 
laws requiring equity and uniformity in the system of property taxation. 
Commissioner Runyon seconded the motion which passed unanimously.}}} 
 
 
 

IT Director Paul Ferguson reminded the Board that when this contract was originally 
approved it was decided that before paying the final bill a review would be done to 
make sure all the contracted services had been provided. He said that he is here to 
confirm for the Board that those requirements have been met.  
 
Commissioner Runyon asked if they were at or below contracted costs. Mr. Ferguson 
replied that they are at cost. He reported that their travel costs exceeded he contracted 
amount but they did not charge the County for the overage. He said that the data 
conversion went smoothly and the implementation is complete.  
 
Commissioner Runyon observed that at budget they had talked about when this 
implementation was complete the additional hours in the DAs office would be 
reduced to previous levels. Mr. Stone said that last year at budget the DAs office was 
approved for their .8 secretary to go to 1.0 until implantation was done; the argument 
is that they still have records to convert. 
 
Mr. Ferguson explained that Karpel’s portion of the conversion is complete but the 
DAs office is still bringing live paper documents into the system. 
 

Chair Hege asked what is meant by “live.” Mr. Ferguson replied that what he means is 
active files. He said that old cases will not be converted, only those that are still being 
worked – all the supporting documentation for those cases will be entered. He said he 
is reporting to the Board today so the bill can be paid. Mr. Stone said that one of the 
Commissioners can approve it in the system. 
 
 

Mr. Stone reported that there are four applicants for the Clerk position. He asked how 
the Board would like to handle the interview process; would they like to have the full 
Board or just one commissioner along with the Administrative Officer and the current 
County Clerk.  

Discussion List Item – Karpel Contract Final Payment 

Discussion List Item – Process for Hiring Interim Clerk 
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Commissioner Runyon asked what was done when the Treasurer was hired. Mr. Stone 
replied that he was not sure but he did remember it being the full Board for the 
Planning Director.  
 
Chair Hege said that he thinks it was a full Board for both. He said that this is a 
unique circumstance and he thinks it should be the full board and a public process 
since it is a public position. He said that he would be concerned if someone was 
reluctant to go through the public process.  
 
Mr. Stone said that we would need to be sensitive to applicants’ privacy. 
 
Commissioner Runyon said that he believes it was a public process when the Planning 
Director was hired; he said that there was a list of questions that kept the interview 
within certain parameters.  
 
Chair Hege said that he would like all three Commissioners to participate if possible 
and asked that it be vetted. He asked if some of the interviews can be done in 
executive session to insure privacy. Radio reporter Rodger Nichols had a public 
meetings law reference guide and reported that an elected office position would not 
qualify for an executive session. 
 

Chair Hege said that if it cannot be the full board, he wants to make sure the current 
Clerk is involved in the process. Mr. Stone said he would approach HR with the 
questions. Chair Hege suggested that there might be a first round with an interview 
committee with the final applicants coming before the Board. 
 

 
 
 

Commissioner Runyon reported that he had just come from MCCOG where the 
Board is deciding how to hire a new Director by September. They are considering a 
search firm. He said that Mid-Willamette Council of Governments offers that service 
for much less but he is not sure they even need to do that. He said he thinks they can 
run the resumes through AOC. He said that the MCCOG Board has voted to give 
their Executive Committee $10,000 if they decide to use a search firm. He said that 
the County may want to weigh in on that decision. He observed that the County is a 
bigger organization and does not spend that kind of money for recruitment. 

Commission Call 
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Chair Hege said that he and Commissioner Runyon had been at the SWA in Shaniko 
last week. He said that at the meeting they heard that the Shaniko Hotel pays $1,000 
per month in taxes – he said he checked and it is close to that. The Hotel has been 
closed for a long time. Commissioner Runyon said that they are looking at putting in a 
gas station there; they are working with MCEDD. 
 
Commissioner Kramer said that it appears Dufur will be getting fuel; they haven’t had 
gas for three years. 
 
Chair Hege adjourned the session at 4:11 p.m. 
 

Motions Passed 
 

• To approve the Grant Application Resolution Amendment for funding 
for counties to help them come into compliance or remain in compliance 
with ORS 308.232, 308.234, Chapters 309-312 and other laws requiring 
equity and uniformity in the system of property taxation. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

WASCO COUNTY BOARD 
OF COMMISSIONERS 

 
 
 

Scott Hege, Commission Chair 
 
 
 

Rod Runyon, County Commissioner 
 
 
 

Steve Kramer, County Commissioner 
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WASCO COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS  
TOWN HALL 
MAY 27, 2015 

 
 
  PRESENT: Scott Hege, Commission Chair 

Rod Runyon, County Commissioner  
    Steve Kramer, County Commissioner  
  STAFF: Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer 
     Kathy White, Executive Assistant  
  
 
At 5:30 p.m. Maupin Mayor Frank Kay opened the Town Hall and introduced the 
Board of Commissioners to the group. 
 
Chair Hege welcomed the attendees and said that the Commissioners represent all of 
the areas outside of the cities and they try to get out to various parts of the County to 
make that connection. He introduced Administrative Officer Tyler Stone and 
Executive Assistant Kathy White. 
 
Commissioner Runyon suggested that each Commissioner outline some of the 
committees on which they serve.  
 
Commissioner Kramer said that he serves on the Household Hazardous Waste 
Committee and is happy to report that with the addition of Kathie Richey as the 
representative from Maupin the Committee is complete; the group includes 
representatives from three counties and six cities.  
 
Commissioner Kramer went on to say that he serves on: 
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• The Wolf Depredation Committee – Wolf OR25 is now in Klamath County 
• The North Central Public Health District Board of Health  
• The Early Learning Council – Took the place of the Commission system 
• The Forest Collaborative – looking at fuel reductions 
• WyEast RC&D – a big piece for the farming community 

 
Commissioner Runyon said that he just came from Salem where he attended a meeting 
of the Oregon Consortium – a workforce group that has a lot to do with training 
people for jobs in rural areas. He said that he is the Governor’s appointee to the 
Consortium. He explained that it was a large statewide board and is now going to be 
regional; Commissioner Kramer will be taking that on. 
 
Commissioner Runyon went on to say that he serves: 
 

• As Governor’s appointee to Regional Solutions Advisory Board 
• Broadband Committee 
• Attends SWA  
• As Chair of Mid-Columbia Housing – there is a project in the Maupin area now.  
• On MCEDD Loan Advisory Board – they help business who have not been 

able to secure a traditional loan. They helped the Maupin Market. 
• MCCOG Board – they have AAA and Senior Services. MCCOG serves five 

counties with programs that the counties would not otherwise be able to afford.  
• Board of NORCOR which serves 4 counties. 
• AOC – Public Lands Committee, Legislative Committee and Veterans 

Committee 
 
He concluded by saying that when he goes to Salem he tries to meet with our State 
representatives on issues that come from the citizens. He encouraged people to contact 
their Commissioners. 
 
Chair Hege agreed saying that he often has people say that they don’t want to bother 
their Commissioner; that is what the Commissioners are here to do – listen to the 
citizens. He said that he serves on some of the same committees/boards as the others 
but some that he serves on uniquely are: 
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• Mid-Columbia Center for Living – mental health services 
• QLife – Fiber network organization in The Dalles area and they are currently 

working on a project in the Maupin area; working with others to see if they can 
provide some broadband services here. 

• Lower Deschutes Management Group/“Working” Group – this group makes 
most of the decisions about the management of operations on the Lower 
Deschutes River. Right now the BLM is talking about changing their fee 
structure from $2 per day weekdays and $8 per day weekends to $5 per day 
every day. He said that he wants to hear from the local residents to make sure 
that they have input. 

 
Chair Hege opened the floor for questions. 
 
Ron Walp asked what the Board’s concerns are regarding oil products being hauled 
along the Deschutes River. He asked if there is an emergency plan in case of an 
accident. He reported that there was an article in the Oregonian that there are 29 
incidents a month throughout the US. He stated that he guides there – railroad has 
replaced wooden ties with cement and are using longer pieces of steel. He said he has 
also seen some survey work being done. Last summer was the first time he had seen 
tanker cars. 
 
Commissioner Runyon replied that he and Chair Hege had attended a meeting with 
Union Pacific in Hood River last month. He said that Union Pacific is very concerned 
with this corridor. He said that the County does not have a lot to say as interstate 
commerce is controlled by the federal government. He said that if he receives input 
from local residents he sends them to the decision makers. He said that his impression 
is that Union Pacific is doing all that they can to be safe.  
 
Mr. Walp asked if there is an emergency plan. Commissioner Runyon responded that 
Union Pacific did talk about that. They offer a training school – free of charge – for fire 
departments. Local volunteer fire personnel can attend those schools. He said that one 
thing he took away from the meeting was that they have employees that live along 
these lines with their families – they are concerned with their welfare as well.  
 
A Maupin City Councilman added that the City of Maupin has an emergency action 
plan that needed to be updated. He said that the County has a good plan so the City 
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has dovetailed into that. He said that the County’s Emergency Manager Kristy 
Beachamp does a great job.  
 
Chair Hege said that the Lower Deschutes Group has also talked about this issue. He 
noted that Union Pacific sent their CEO and Chairman of their Board to the Hood 
River meeting. He said that he thinks part of the reason is that Mosier has been very 
vocal with their frustrations over time and have gotten through to Union Pacific. He 
told the group to not be shy about asking to meet with railroad officials. 
 
The Councilman said that they did have one exercise here a few years ago where they 
brought in the bags of foam to catch the oil and talked about storing those supplies in 
Maupin but he does not think that ever happened. He reported that it took almost a 
full day to get the equipment strung across the river and even with that, the process 
only traps between 10 and 15% of the oil.  
 
Carroll White said that he thinks they built a couple of catch basins where eventually 
any oil that spills would settle.  
 
Mr. Walp asked about the Limmeroth Ranch which is becoming public land. 
Commissioner Runyon said that in 2013 the ODFW hosted a tour of the Ranch. He 
said that he had been able to attend part of that tour. He said that they had made a 
presentation at a public meeting asking for a letter of support for the acquisition. He 
said that no one came out in opposition of the purchase and since that time, until 
recently, he has heard nothing pro or con regarding the purchase. 
 
Chair Hege said that the ranch is 10,000 acres off the Deschutes and is in a family trust; 
the family has decided to sell the land which has been on the market for a while. He 
observed that there is a lot of government ownership in the area and ODFW has plans 
for the property. He stated that it is not very productive farmland but ODFW will 
continue to allow it to be grazed, will continue to pay property taxes on it and will allow 
public access to it. He said that they will be coming to the Board in June to talk about 
it. He said that there will also be people there who would like for the Board to 
withdraw support. He explained that it is not being purchased with State money but it 
is money that the State has control over. He said that the Board is also concerned 
about taking land off the tax rolls. 
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Mayor Kay asked what Mr. Walp’s interests are regarding the land. Mr. Walp replied 
that his is a big game hunter and it is a great piece of land for that.  
 
Mayor Kay noted that the Trust for Public Lands is putting up the money for the 
purchase. The owners have not had any legitimate offers and are willing sellers; they 
like that it will be accessible to the public and that grazing will be allowed. He added 
that ODFW will also protect this wild and scenic asset. He said he sees it as a win for 
everyone. 
 
Chair Hege said that there were two public hearings for the purchase. He stated that he 
had attended both and there was no opposition at either. He noted that the Farm 
Bureau does not like government-owned land and does not want to see any more. 
 
Tammara Webber said that sometime different trusts can work together – for instance 
there is the Columbia Land Trust and the Nature Conservancy. Mayor Kay said that he 
believes those two trusts are working together with The Trust for Public Lands acting 
as the lead for this purchase.  
 
A City Councilman said that last week there was a meeting that included the BLM and 
fishing guides; one of the major complaints was that every time they have a meeting 
suggestions that come out of the meeting are never acted on. He asked Chair Hege if 
he gets input from the guide community. 
 
Chair Hege said that he does and was disappointed that he could not attend that 
meeting. He said that it is supposed to be an annual meeting and he hopes that it will 
continue. He said that there was a big issue about marijuana at the meeting. The 
Councilman said that the guides wanted to know about enforcement. He said that there 
was also talk about riparian damage at the free landing sites and they are considering 
closing them which will force people to go where there is a charge. 
 
Chair Hege said that the Lower Deschutes Group would like to see BLM acquire that 
land – either by purchase or lease – so that there would not be a put-in fee. He said that 
the Tribes can be fairly protective. He observed that he has found it to be a challenging 
group in which he is the only local government representative – it is made up of federal 
agency representatives and tribal representatives. He said he tries to make a case for the 
local economy. 
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Commissioner Runyon pointed out that citizens do not have to attend a town hall to 
ask a question. He said that if someone sees them at any time they can approach and 
ask a question or they can call – phone numbers are on the County website. 
 
A citizen asked about the road maintenance issue. Commissioner Kramer replied that 
the County will receive a federal band-aid for roads this year and will set that aside for 
special projects. He reported that they are in the final stages of getting the 18 miles of 
County roads that are located in the City of The Dalles turned over to the City. He said 
that hopefully with the one-year extension of the SRS money, the federal government 
will have time to arrive a solution for the roads funding issue. He said that the County 
continues to work at the local level and noted that Administrative Officer Tyler Stone 
along with Public Works Director Arthur Smith have done some good work on that. 
 
Chair Hege added that there had been a road district plan but through the public 
hearings process the Board clearly heard the public when they said they did not want 
the district. He said that at the State level there is a transportation bill that is 
floundering due to politics around a clean fuel tax. He said that he hopes they will be 
able to work something out by the end of the session. He stated that the Public Works 
Director has a different perspective with roads and thinks he can do more with less – it 
may no longer be the $1.6 million gap they thought it was. 
 
Commissioner Runyon said that to him it came down to the fact that the largest 
population center was not going to pay anything outside of a reduction in funding for 
their other districts but the areas outside The Dalles would pay significantly. He said 
that the work was not wasted – the research that came out of that year-long process is 
still being used to do work and access funding. 
 
Ms. Webber said that in this area there are affordable housing issues and asked if the 
programs Commissioner Runyon mentioned are for owner occupied housing or for 
rentals. 
 
Commissioner Runyon replied that there is some of each. He said that the current 
project is owner occupied. He said that housing is the number one issue around the 
State for Regional Solutions. He said that MCEDD is also working on that issue. 
 
Chair Hege said he thought they had gotten $2 million for housing projects. 
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Commissioner Runyon replied that $500,000 was put toward broadband projects and 
the rest for housing; the money is not just for Wasco County but is available to Wasco 
County. 
 
Bob Larsell, Juniper Flats, said that he sees the Limmeroth land acquisition as a total 
loss of tax income. He said that if anything can be done to put that land into private 
hands, it should be done. He said that those who are opposed to the purchase should 
help buy it. 
 
Chair Hege said that the loss of taxes was the Board’s first concern but ODFW will 
continue to pay property taxes. He noted that the County was just declared in a 
drought emergency and asked where the water comes from on the flats. Mr. Larsell 
replied that he has two wells. He asked if the taxes will be paid at the same rate he pays. 
Chair Hege replied that he has been told that they will be. Commissioner Runyon said 
that the meeting with regarding the Limmeroth purchase will be advertised. 
 
Dave Peters from Mid-Columbia Housing said that the project in Maupin is owner 
occupied which a program requirement in Oregon. He said that they do upgrades for 
electrical systems, pluming, roofs, windows, doors, foundations, heat and air, etc. He 
added that sometime the costs are shared with the PUD. 
 
Ms. Webber asked if the Board needs to be more than three with all the work they do. 
Commissioner Kramer replied that they have great support staff. Chair Hege added 
that it is usually fun – they all enjoy what they do. 
 
The Town Hall was adjourned at 6:30 p.m. 
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Wasco County Policies 

 
• Legal Access Policy 

• Document Request Policy 
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Wasco County Legal Consultation Policy Page 1 
 

 

 

 

 

WASCO COUNTY POLICY 

FOR ACCESSING LEGAL COUNSEL 

 

 The identification of areas of existing or potential legal concern by Wasco County 

employees is highly encouraged.  However, for several reasons including, but not limited to, 

the efficient and economic use of County resources, requests for legal services shall be made 

pursuant to the following: 

 Wasco County employees, including Department Directors/Managers, may not 

independently seek legal consultation on County matters except through the process 

outlined by this policy. County legal issues are not to be discussed with counsel other than 

County Counsel unless expressly authorized by the County Administrative Officer or Board 

of Commissioners. 

 Wasco County employees shall bring any and all existing or potential legal concerns 

pertaining to County business to the attention of their Department Director/Manager. 

Department Directors/Managers shall determine if the issue should be escalated to the 

County Administrative Officer for consideration. Department Directors/Managers may 

consult with their professional association and/or counterparts in other Oregon counties 

regarding general topics or issues that are not of a confidential nature. 
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 Department Directors/Managers who have determined that legal consultation is 

appropriate and/or necessary shall request legal services by submitting their request using 

the “Request for Legal Services” form (Exhibit A) through interoffice mail or in-person 

delivery to the Assistant to the Board of Commissioners. All requests should be placed in a 

routing envelope marked “Confidential.” 

 ADOPTED this 3rd Day of June, 2015 and effective immediately. 

 

       WASCO COUNTY BOARD 
       OF COMMISSIONERS 
 
 
 
       Scott C. Hege, Commission Chair 
 
 
 
       Rod L. Runyon, County Commissioner 
 
 
 
       Steven D. Kramer, County Commissioner 
        
 

 APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

Kristen Campbell 
Wasco County Counsel 
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Deliver requests to Executive Assistant to the Board of Commissioners – mark the envelope 
CONFIDENTIAL. 

Wasco County 
Request for Legal Services 

(Please attach copies of relevant documents) 

 

Date: Click here to enter a date.  Department: Choose an item. 

Contact Person:         Date Needed: Click here to enter a date. 

Are you aware of any Wasco County Ordinances/Codes or State Statute that applies:  Yes  No 

If yes, please explain:       

Have you already sought counsel from a colleague or professional organization?  Yes  No 

If yes, what relevant information did you acquire?       

Please describe the legal issue you are bringing forward:       
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Deliver requests to Executive Assistant to the Board of Commissioners – mark the envelope 
CONFIDENTIAL. 

Wasco County 
Request for Legal Services 

(Please attach copies of relevant documents) 

 

Date:___________________  Department: ____________________________ 

Contact Person: _____________________________  Date Needed: _______________ 

Are you aware of any Wasco County Ordinances/Codes or State Statute that applies:  Yes  No 

If yes, please explain: 

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Have you already sought counsel from a colleague or professional organization?  Yes  No 

If yes, what relevant information did you acquire? 

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Please describe the legal issue you are bringing forward:  

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________________ 
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Wasco County 
Public Records Request 
Policy and Procedure 

 
 
 
 
I. Summary and Purpose 

 
Oregon Public Records Law (ORS 192.410-192.505) grants the public the right to inspect and 
copy most public records maintained by Wasco County. The law gives the County the option of 
not disclosing certain documents. Additionally, Federal and State laws require that certain records 
be kept confidential. This policy establishes an orderly and consistent process for responding to 
public records requests and calculating the fees for responding to requests for public records. 

 
II. Policy 

 
It is the policy of the County to ensure that all requests for public records are handled consistent 
with applicable public records laws. This policy shall be implemented in a manner that minimizes 
the impact on County workload and resources. 

 
III. Scope 

 
This policy applies to all County employees except for the Sheriff’s Department for all records and 
the office of the District Attorney as related potential, pending or closed investigations. This policy 
will be administered by the County Administrative Officer’s Office.   

 
IV. Procedure. 

 
A. General approach: 

 
Public records, except those confidential or that the County chooses to exempt from 
disclosure, shall be made available on request for inspection or copying, without 
unreasonable delay. Requestors should be encouraged, but not required, to use the 
County Public Records Request Form (Exhibit “A”). Unless taken care of immediately, 
the request shall be acknowledged by sending the Requestor a completed Public Records 
Request Acknowledgement Form. (Exhibit “B”). Each department shall appoint one or 
more Public Records Officers (Exhibit “C”) who shall be responsible for coordinating 
and assisting staff implementation of this policy. 

 
B. Processing the request: 

 
Absent unusual circumstances, the request shall be processed as follows: 

 
1. Initial Assessment. The staff person receiving or processing the request shall learn 
as much as necessary about what records are being requested. Simple, routine requests for 
readily available documents may be handled immediately. In some cases, the requestor 
may be referred to the County website or other places where records are readily available. 
Requests from journalist or media representatives shall be handled by a person authorized 
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to speak with the media. 
 

2. Records Review. Except for routine requests that have been addressed 
immediately, the Public Records Officer shall make a preliminary determination as to 
whether the records exist, and whether all or a portion of the contents may be subject to 
exemption or are confidential. This shall include contacting other departments that may 
have relevant records. The Public Records Officer shall contact County Counsel before 
responding if the records relate to pending claims or litigation, or the Officer wants to 
treat them as confidential or exempt from disclosure. Public Records Officers shall also 
estimate the cost in staff time and any other expenses required to locate the documents, 
perform redactions, ensure security during inspection, and otherwise respond to the 
request. These estimates shall be based upon the applicable rates found in the most 
current Wasco County Fee Schedule. 

 
3. Response. The Public Records Officer shall communicate the results of the 
preliminary records review to the requestor, using the Public Records Acknowledgement 
form. Absent unusual circumstances, no further work should be performed until the 
requestor responds and pays the appropriate fee or deposit. The fees listed in Exhibit “D” 
apply to requests not governed by a specific departmental fee or otherwise provided for 
by law. The requestor may decide to inspect original files or records rather than obtain 
copies. Reasonable steps must be taken to ensure that the records are protected from 
being altered, taken or destroyed. 

 
V. Miscellaneous 

 
A. Disclosure format: 

 
Reasonable requests for a particular format or type of copy should be granted, such as 
providing a CD-ROM of electronic documents rather than a hard copy. Reasonable steps 
must be taken to accommodate persons with disabilities and no fee may be charged for 
such an accommodation. 

 
B. Waiver or Reduction of Fees: 

 
The County may furnish copies without charge or at a reduced fee if the County Board of 
Commissioners determines that making the record available primarily benefits the 
general public. The law prohibits waiving fees if the records were created through use of 
certain constitutionally dedicated funds, such as fuel taxes or motor vehicle fees, unless 
the cost of charging the fee would exceed the cost of providing the record. 

C. Destruction of Records: 
 

No employee shall alter or destroy a record that the employee reasonably thinks is 
subject to a current or reasonably anticipated public records request or is relevant to 
current or reasonably anticipated litigation.  This includes records otherwise eligible 
for destruction. 

 
D. Special Circumstances: 
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The Public Records Officer or County Counsel shall be consulted whenever the 
request raises unusual or special concerns. Examples may include: copyrighted 
materials, records relating to current tort claims or litigation, records held by county 
contractors and requests made directly to elected officials. 

 
E. Resources: 

 
Wasco County Fee Schedule: 
 
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/documents/updatedJanuary2014FeeSchedule_002.pdf 

 
Attorney General’s Public Records and Meetings Manual (January 2008): 

 
http://www.doj.state.or.us/public_records/manual.shtml 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Approved by the Wasco County Board of Commissioners 
June 3, 2015 

 

 

Scott C. Hege, Chair 

 

Rod L. Runyon, County Commissioner 

 

Steven D. Kramer, County Commissioner 

http://co.wasco.or.us/county/documents/updatedJanuary2014FeeSchedule_002.pdf
http://www.doj.state.or.us/public_records/manual.shtml
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Exhibit A 

Public Records Request 
 
 

Please submit this form to:  Wasco County Administrative Office 
      511 Washington Street, Suite 101 
    The Dalles, OR 97058 
 
 

Unless the records are immediately available, a form will be sent to you indicating what records are 
available. Pursuant to ORS 192.440, a public body may charge reasonable fees to make records 
available as well as reproduction charges, if applicable. You will be provided a written estimate if the 
cost may exceed $25.00. 
 
All fees or deposits must be paid prior to accessing the records. 

 
 

Name: _______________________________________________________ Phone: ____________________________  

Address: ________________________________________________________________________________________ 

City, State, Zip Code: ____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Email: _________________________________________________________________________________________ 

NOTE: State and federal law prohibits disclosure of certain records and permits certain public 
records to be withheld from disclosure. 

 
 

Records Requested: Describe the records as specifically as possible, including relevant dates, subject 
matter and type of record. 
 
 

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 

Wasco County's Public Records Policy, including the fee schedule, is available at: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Persons with disabilities may be entitled to have records transferred to fan accessible format at no extra 
charge. 
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Exhibit B 

Public Records Request Acknowledgment 
 
 
 
 
 
 

To: 
 
 

This responds to your recent request for public records. 
 
[ ] The County is uncertain about what records you are requesting, please contact the person identified below so the 

necessary information may be obtained to process your request. 
 
[ ] The County is uncertain whether it has the requested records.  We will continue to search and respond 

appropriately as soon as practicable. 
 
[ ] The County does not have the records or is not the custodian of the records. 
 
[ ] The County is asserting an exemption from disclosure pursuant to Oregon law for all or some of the records. 

See attached explanation. 
 
[ ] The records are available for pick up or inspection. Please call to schedule a time or make other arrangements. 

Unless a fee waiver has been granted: 
 
[ ] You must first pay all applicable copying and other charges, which are estimated at less than $25.00. 
 
[ ] You must first pay a deposit of $___________ which is the estimated cost of preparing the records. 
 If the actual cost is less, you will receive a refund. If the actual cost is more, you must pay the full amount due 

prior to accessing the documents. 
 
[ ] The following state or federal law prohibits the County from acknowledging whether the requested records exist, 

or acknowledging the existence of the records would result in the loss of federal benefits or imposition of some 
other sanction: 

 
 

[ ] Note the following: 
 
 
 
 

[ ] The Wasco County Public Records Policy and fee schedule is available at co.wasco.or.us 
 
 
 
 

Please contact the person identified below if you have any questions regarding your request. 
 
 
Name: _____________________________________________________________ Phone: ____________________ 
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Public Records Request Acknowledgment - Exhibit B - Page 2 - Denial 
 
 
 

[ ] Your request is denied in its entirety. 
 
[ ] Your request is denied in part. Please call to schedule a time to pick up or inspect the records. 

  Unless a fee waiver has been granted: 
 

[ ] You must first pay all applicable copying and other charges, which are estimated to be less than $25.00. 
 

[ ] You must first pay a deposit of $__________, which is the estimated cost of preparing the records. If 
the actual cost is less, you will receive a refund. IF the actual cost is more, you must pay the full 
amount due prior to accessing the documents 

 
[ ] Your request is denied in its entirety or in part based on the following exemption from disclosure provided for by 

Oregon law. The County reserves the right to assert other applicable basis for non-disclosure at any time. 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This denial is based on the information available to the County at this time. You are encouraged to 
contact the person listed below if you think that this denial is in error or have any questions. 

 
 

Name: _____________________________________________________ Phone: ____________________ 
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Exhibit C 

 
WASCO COUNTY PUBLIC RECORDS OFFICERS 

 
 

Public record requests may be sent to the following Wasco County officials. Many public records are available 
on the Wasco County Web site at the links provided below: 

 
Department of Assessment and Taxation 

• Jill Amery, County Assessor/Tax Collector 
511 Washington Street, Suite 208 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_assesment_tax.cfm 
 

Board of Commissioners/County Administrative Office 
• Tyler Stone, Administrative Officer 
   511 Washington Street, Suite 101 

The Dalles, OR 97058 
• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_county_court.cfm 
• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_employee_admin.cfm 

 
Department of Community Corrections 

• Robert Martin 
421 E. 7th Street, Annex B 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_sherriff_parole.cfm 
 

District Attorney’s Office 
• Eric Nisley 

511 Washington Street, Suite 304 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_da.cfm 
 

Department of Planning 
• Angie Brewer 

2705 E. 2nd Street 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/planning/default.html 
 

Department of Public Works 
• Arthur Smith 

2705 E. 2nd Street 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_works_info.cfm 
 
Department of Youth Services 

• Molly Rodgers 
202 E. 5th Street 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_youth_services.cfm 
 

 

http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_assesment_tax.cfm
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_county_court.cfm
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_employee_admin.cfm
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_sherriff_parole.cfm
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_da.cfm
http://co.wasco.or.us/planning/default.html
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_works_info.cfm
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_youth_services.cfm
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County Clerk’s Office 
• Linda Brown 

511 Washington Street, Suite 201 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_clerk.cfm 
 

Sheriff’s Department 
• Sheriff Rick Eiesland 

511 Washington Street, Suite 102 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

• Web address: http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_sheriff_info.cfm 
 

http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_clerk.cfm
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/dept_sheriff_info.cfm
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Exhibit D 
 

PUBLIC RECORD FEES 
 

These fees are for general requests not covered by specific departmental fees or otherwise specified by law.  See the 
County Fee schedule for a complete listing: 
http://co.wasco.or.us/county/documents/updatedJanuary2014FeeSchedule_002.pdf 
For large requests, the County reserves the right to obtain an estimate from a commercial information management 
firm and charge the County’s cost. 

 
 
 
Photocopies      $0.25 per page for 8.5”x11” or 8.5”x14” 

       $1.00 per page 11”x17” or larger 
 
Electronic Copies     $0.25 per page     

 
Media Discs      $15.00 per disc  

Records Search/Segregation    $40.00 per hour/one-hour minimum 

Legal Review/Redaction/Segregation 
Attorney Current hourly rate charged to County 
Paralegal Current hourly rate charged to County 

 
 
 
Fees must be paid in advance. 
A deposit is required if the final cost is uncertain. Any excess will be refunded. 
You are entitled to a no-charge estimate if the cost is anticipated to exceed $25.00. 

 
Fee reduction or waiver: 

Requests for fee waivers or reductions must be made in writing. 
In most cases, state law permits the county to reduce or waive the fee only if the cost of 

charging the fee exceeds the fee or if the reduction or waiver is in the public interest because 
making the record available primarily benefits the general public. State law prohibits waiving or 
reducing the fee for documents paid for by certain constitutionally or statutorily dedicated funds. 

Fee reduction or waiver decisions are at the sole discretion of the Board of  County 
Commissioners or their designee. 

 
PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES MAY BE ENTITLED TO HAVE RECORDS 
TRANSFERRED TO AN ACCESSIBLE FORMAT AT NO EXTRA CHARGE. 

 
These fees are subject to change without notice. 

http://co.wasco.or.us/county/documents/updatedJanuary2014FeeSchedule_002.pdf
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Kathy White <kathyw@co.wasco.or.us>

Wasco County
1 message

Mike Courtney <mike@courtneyinsure.com> Thu, May 28, 2015 at 11:57 AM
To: "kathyw@co.wasco.or.us" <kathyw@co.wasco.or.us>, "tylers@co.wasco.or.us" <tylers@co.wasco.or.us>

Here is the employee blanket bond renewal app that I have updated, after conferring with Tyler, and Eileen Teas
(Kargl, Elwood & Geiger). KEG bonds the Treasurer, Clerk, and Finance Director, through Old Republic
Insurance Company.

We have bonds for Sheriff Eiesland and Assessor Amery, in the amounts of $20,000 and $5,000, respectively.
The bonds for Monica, Linda, and Chad are $30,000, $30,000, and $100,000, respectively.  

 

The current Employee Dishonesty Blanket Bond limit is $25,000 per loss. In addition, CIS includes $50,000
Employee Dishonesty Coverage. These limits exclude the above officials required by statute, or ordinance, to
carry individual bonds.

 

Give the controls that should be in place, the limits are, probably, adequate.  The general rule of thumb is “how
much can someone steal, before getting caught?” That’s a pretty difficult question to answer.

 

Mike

 

 

 

 

2015 EmpBlktApp.DOCX
224K

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=7d850ab937&view=att&th=14d9be35002f4a35&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw
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APPLICATION FOR A 

COMMERCIAL CRIME POLICY FOR GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES 
      

Agent    Mike Courtney License Number 676231 
 
Agency  Courtney Insurance Agency City    The Dalles State OR Zip 97058 
 
Application is hereby made by  Wasco County 

(List all Insureds) 
 
Principal Address 511 Washington st The Dalles  OR 97058 
      (No.)                            (Street)                                           (City)                                    (State)                         (Zip Code) 
 
for a (check the appropriate box): Discovery , Loss Sustained  primary Commercial Crime Policy with: 
 (primary, excess, contributing) 
 Coverage Forms  Limit of Insurance  
 
Coverage Form O- Public Employee Dishonesty - Per Loss Coverage $ 25000 
Coverage Form P - Public Employee Dishonesty - Per Employee Coverage $       
Coverage Form B - Forgery or Alteration $       
to become effective or to be continued as of 12:01 a.m. on  7/1/2015 to 12:01 a. m. continuous 
 
Premium payable (check the appropriate box): Prepaid:  Annual , Two year , Three year , Four year  
 Equal Annual Installments:  Two year , Three year , Four year  
 
1. If this insurance indemnifies an Obligee other than the Named Insured, list below the name and address of the Obligee: 
       
       
       
2. DESCRIPTION OF YOUR ORGANIZATION: 
 (a) Is your organization a part of the government of the (check the appropriate box): State , County , City  Town  Township , 
 Village , Borough , Other Political Subdivision  
 (b) Is Insurance being provided for a School System? Yes  No  
3. AUDIT PROCEDURES 
 (a) Is there an audit by a CPA, public accountant or equivalent, independent of your organization? Yes  No  
 If “Yes”, how often (check appropriate box):  Quarterly , Semi-Annually , Annually  
 (b) Name and Address of person or firm performing audit Friend and Reagan P.C.   
 (c) Are all locations audited? Yes  No  
 (d) Is the audit made in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards and so certified? Yes  No  
 If “No”, explain the scope of the audit        
 (e) Is the audit report rendered to a regulatory authority? Yes  No  
 If “Yes”, to whom are the reports rendered? Or. Sec. of State  
 (f) Date of completion of last audit June 30, 2014  
 (g) Were any discrepancies or loose practices commented upon in the audit? Yes  No  
 If “Yes”, submit a copy of the audit and auditor’s comments. 
 (h) Is there an internal audit by an Internal Audit Department under the control of an employee who is a public 
 accountant or equivalent? Yes  No  
 If “Yes”, to whom are the reports rendered? 
 
4. INTERNAL CONTROLS (OTHER THAN AUDIT PROCEDURES): 
 (a) Are bank accounts reconciled by someone not authorized to deposit or withdraw? Yes  No  
 If “No”, explain Currently changing procedures based on last audit comments to incorporate this practice.  
 
 (b) Is countersignature of checks required? Yes  No  
 If “No”, explain Only one signature is required on the check but we have accounting controls in place to 

address check approval prior to checks being cut. 
 

 
 (c) Are securities subject to joint control of two or more responsible employees? Yes  No  
 If “No”, explain This is a statutory function of the elected Treasurer.  
 
 
 
REVISED TO APRIL, 1997 
SA 6181b  Printed in U.S.A. 

Copyright, The Surety Association of America, 1996 
F-4919   6/99   1. 

This form must be completed for each new policy 
and at the beginning of each premium period for  
renewal policies 
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5. PRIOR INSURANCE: 
 (a) Has any similar insurance been declined or canceled during the past three years? Yes  No  
 If “Yes”, explain        
       
 (b) Prior insurance to be superseded   Check if none  

 
 Form of Insurance Effective Date  Expiration Date Limit of Insurance Name of Insurance Company 
                   $             
                                  
                                  
                                  
                                  
 
 (c) List below all fidelity and forgery losses sustained during the past three years, whether reimbursed or not, 
 from        to          Check if None  
 (month, day, year)  (month, day, year)  
 
  

 
Date of Loss 

 
 

Type of Loss 

 
 

Amount of Loss 

 
Amount Recovered 

from Insurance 

Amount Recovered 
from other than 

Insurance 

 
 

Amount of Loss Pending 
             $        $        $        $        
                                                     
                                                     
                                                     
                                                     
                                                     
                                                     
                                                     
                                                     
                                                     
                                                     
 
6. RATING DATA FOR COVERAGE FORMS O, P. AND B:  
 (a) Classification of Employees: 
 (1) List below (or attach separate sheet) the positions and number of officials/officers and employees occupying those positions to which this insurance 

applies: 
 

No. of 
Occupants 

  
Positions 

No. of 
Occupants 

 

 
Positions 

No of 
 Occupants 

 

 
Positions 

   
130  Various                             
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
                                         
 
 
 
 
 
NOTE:  Persons required by law to be individually bonded and treasurers or tax collectors by whatever title know are automatically excluded 

 from coverage under Coverage Forms O and P. 
 
 
 

Copyright, The Surety Association of America, 1996 
2. 
 

6. RATING DATA FOR COVERAGE FORMS O, P and B (cont’d): 
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 (2)  From the list on page 2 (or attached separate sheet) determine the: 

 a. Number of officials/officers required by law to be individually bonded, who are authorized to manage, govern or control the  
 Insured’s employees 5 
 b. Number of employees who handle, have custody or maintain records of money, securities or other property; department and division 
 heads; assistant department and division heads; and peace officers (including patrolmen when Faithful Performance of Duty Coverage 
 is being written) 10 
 c. Number of all other employees (including patrolmen, when written for Honesty Coverage only) 120 
 
 (b) Deductibles 
 (1) Coverage Forms O and P Amount 
 a.  All employees $ 1000 
 b.  Specified positions $       
 List below the positions and number of employees occupying those positions: 
 
 No. of Employees  Position(s)  
               
               
               
               
               
 
 (2) Coverage Form B $       
 
 
 
7. COVERAGE AMENDMENTS (ENDORSEMENTS) - COVERAGE FORMS O and P: 

 
(a) Is Faithful Performance of Duty Coverage required? Yes  No  
(b) If insurance is desired on any of your appointed or elected agents, whether they be persons, partnerships or corporations while performing 

 any act or service in connection with the ordinary function of your organization, complete the following: 
 

Capacity in Which Each Agent Serves Limit of Insurance 
 
       $       
              
              
              
 

(c) If insurance is desired on workers leased to you under a written agreement with a labor leasing firm (other than temporary help hired to substitute for 
permanent employees on leave, or to meet seasonal or short-term workload conditions), complete the following: 

 
Name of Labor  
Leasing Firm 

No. of Leased  
Workers 

              
              
              
         
    
(d) If blanket excess limits of insurance are desired on any of your Joint Insureds, complete the following:   
    
 Joint Insured(s)  No. of Employees  Excess Limit of Insurance 
      
              $       
                     
                     
                     
                     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Copyright, The Surety Association of America, 1996 
3. 
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7. COVERAGE AMENDMENTS (ENDORSEMENTS) - COVERAGE FORMS O and P (cont’d): 
 

(e) If excess limits of insurance are desired on any of your employees on either a name schedule or position schedule basis, complete the  
 following: 
 
  Name Schedule Coverage Position Schedule Coverage  
  

Item No. 
 

Name(s) of Covered 
Employees 

 
Title(s) of Covered Position(s) 

 
Location of Covered 

Position(s) 

No. of 
Employees 

Each 
Position 

 
Excess Limit of Insurance 

Each Employee 

                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
                                   
 
 Is Faithful Performance of Duty Coverage required on the employees or positions listed above? Yes  No  
 
 
 
8. COVERAGE AMENDMENT (ENDORSEMENT) - COVERAGE FORM B: 
 If insurance is desired, complete the following: 
 Credit, Debit or Charge Card Instruments: 
 Covered instruments (check the appropriate box) included  or are limited to  No. of Cardholders  Limit of Insurance 
 credit, debit or charge cards issued to you or any employee for business purposes        $       
 
 
9. The present officials/officers and employees of the Insured, in the positions held, are shown herein, have to the best of the Insured’s knowledge and belief, while in 

the service of the Insured always performed their respective duties honestly.  There has never come to its notice or knowledge any information which in the 
judgment of the Insured indicated that any of the said officials/officers or employees are dishonest.  Such knowledge that any official or officer signing for the 
Insured may now have in respect to his or her own personal acts or conduct, unknown to the Insured, is not imputable to the Insured. 

 
 
 
 
Dated at       this       day of       ,        
 
 

      By  
(Insured)        

 (Name and Title) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

4. 
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Oregon Department of Education 
Kate Dnmn, Governor 

May 18, 2015 

Kathy White, Executive Administrative Assistant 
Wasco County Board of Commissioners 
511 Washington St. , STE 302 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

Office of Finance and Administration Services 
Procurement Services 

255 Capitol St NE, Salem. OR 9731 0 
Voice: 503-947-5600- Fax: 503-378-5156 

RE: Amendment 5 to Oregon Department of Education (ODE) Agreement #9770 or WAS1315 

Enclosed please find Amendment 5 to ODE Agreement #9770 or WAS1315. This Amendment 
was requested by Erin Deahn, Early Learning Divisions Statewide Coordinator for Healthy 
Families Oregon at the Oregon Department of Education. This Amendment extends the term and 
provides additional funding to support the extension. 

If the terms of the Amendment are acceptable please provide authorizing signature where 
indicated on page 2 of the Amendment. Please return the document at your earliest convenience 
to my attention, preferably within ten (1 0) business days. If you choose you may scan and send 
the Amendment to me via email to karen.hull@state.or.us or by facsimile to 503.378.8713. Either 
form is acceptable. I have also sent this Amendment to your attention via email as a pdf file. 
Please disregard the electronic version if you prefer the mailed hard copy. 

When all required signatures have been obtained, a copy of the fully executed Amendment will be 
provided to your attention. 

Please contact me immediately if you have any questions or concerns regarding this Amendment 
or its process. 

Respectfully, 

Karen L. Hull, CPPB, OPBC 
Procurement & Contract Specialist 
Office of Finance & Administration 
Phone: 503-947-5881 
FAX: 503-378-8713 or 503-378-5156 
Email: karen.hull@state.or.us 

j:\karen hull's documents\early learning division\rnixed funds 2013-2015\#9770 a5 wasco county mixed.docx 
cc: contract file 
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OREGON DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
EARLY LEARNING DIVISION 2013·2015 

COUNTY INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT #9770 or WAS1315 AMENDMENT #5 
"Mixed Funds Agreement" 

This is Amendment No. 5 to ODE Agreement No. 9770 or WAS1315 (as amended from time to time, the 
"Agreement") between the State of Oregon, acting by and through its Department of Education on behalf of 
its Early Learning Division (''Agency) and Wasco County ("County") a political subdivision of the State of 
Oregon. The Agreement is dated June 20, 2013; this Amendment is effective as of the last date it is signed 
below (the ''Effective Date"). 

1. This Amendment shall be effective on the last date the Amendment has been signed by every party 
and when required, approved in accordance with applicable laws, rules and regulations, including any 
federal approval and approval for legal sufficiency by the State of Oregon. Department of Justice. 

2. The Agreement is hereby amended as follows with new language indicated by underlining and 
[deleted language is indicated by brackets]: 

A) AGREEMENT, Section 1 is revised as follows: 
This Agreement Is effective on the later of July 1, 2013, or the date it has been fully executed by 
every party and, when required, approved by the Oregon Department of Justice. Unless extended or 
terminated in accordance with its terms, this Agreement terminates on [June 30, 2015] September 
30, 2015. This Agreement may be extended for additional time, with a maximum term of four years. 
Agency will provide to the Contractor written notice of intent to extend the Agreement in the form of 
an Amendment. 

B) EXHIBIT B, FUNDING AREA DESCRIPTIONS, SECTION A, subsection 1 is revised as follows: 
1. Healthy Start. Healthy Start activities are described in OAR 423·010-0024(6) and [OAR 423-
045-0015) OAR 414-525-0015. 

C) 'EXHIBIT C, AWARD, is revised as follows: 

FUNDING AREA GENERAL FUND FEDERAL FUNDS CFDA NUMBER 

1. Healthy Start ($164,422] 
~1841084 

EXPLANATION OF AWARD 

The Award set forth above reflects the maximum amount of financial assistance Agency will provide to 
County under this Agreement in support of Activities in the specified Funding Area. The CFDA (Catalog 
of Federal Domestic Assistance) Number specifies the source of federal funds as follows: CFDA 
Number 93.556 specifies Title IV-8(2), Social Service Act, Subpart 2, Family Preservation and Family 
Support Services Program, funds. 

3 Except as expressly amended above, all other terms and conditions of original Agreement are still in full 
force and effect. County certifies that the representations, warranties and certifications contained in the 
original Agreement are true and correct as of the effective date of this Amendment and with the same 
effect as though made at the time of this Amendment. 

COUNTY, BY EXECUTION OF THIS AMENDMENT, HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGES COUNTY HAS READ 
THIS AMENDMENT, UNDERSTANDS IT, AND AGREES TO BE BOUND BY ITS TERMS AND 
CONDITIONS. 

COUNTY: YOU WILL NOT BE PAID FOR SERVICES RENDERED PRIOR TO NECESSARY STATE 
APPROVALS 

ODE Contract #9770·A5 Wasco County Page 1 of2 
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COUNTY 
 

 
 

By : Title: Chair, Wasco BOCC  Date:6.3.2015 
 

  Printed Signature: Scott C. Hege  
 
 
 

AGENCY 
 

Authorized 
  Signature:  I Title:  I Date:   

 
 

Approved  for Legal Sufficiency per ORS 291.047 ( Required for contracts  in excess of $150,000, unless 
exempt.) 

 
Authorized 
Signature:  not applicable  Title: Date: 

 
 
 
 

FAXED OR ELECTRONIC SIGNATURES ARE ACEPTABLE 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ODE Contract #9770-AS Wasco County Page 2 of 2 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

Kristen Campbell 
Wasco County Counsel 
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Amended REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT 

This REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT ("Agreement") is dated June 3, 2015 (the 
"Effective Date"), and is between WASCO COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of 
Oregon (the "County"), and UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, a Delaware 
corporation ("UPRR"). 

RECITALS: 

A. UPRR desires to construct 4.02 miles of railroad trackage and related 
appurtenances (the "UPRR Project") across the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area 
near Mosier, Wasco County, Oregon, as shown in more detail on Exhibit A, attached hereto and 
made a part hereof (the "Project Area"). 

B. In advance of UPRR commencing work on the UPRR Project, the County is 
required to review UPRR's plan sets for the UPRR Project, including UPRR's development 
application (the "UPRR Plans") for compliance with County permitting or other County 
requirements for such projects in the State of Oregon. 

C. UPRR has agreed to reimburse the County for the cost of reviewing and 
processing the UPRR Plans pursuant to the terms of this Agreement. 

D. The parties entered a Reimbursement Agreement dated August 26, 2014 
(hereinafter referred to as “the Original Agreement”), which agreement is now obsolete. 

E. Pursuant to the Original Agreement, UPRR submitted the UPRR Plans to the 
County for its review in accordance with the National Scenic Area Land Use and Development 
Ordinance ("NSA LUDO") and Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National 
Scenic Area ("Management Plan") pursuant to the scope of work attached hereto as Exhibit B 
and made a part hereof (the "Work"). 

AGREEMENT: 

The parties agree as follows. 

1. The Work will not require any access by the County to the Project Area, which 
may include property owned and operated by UPRR.  To the extent the County determines that 
access to the Project Area or other property owned by UPRR related to the UPRR Project is 
necessary, the County shall obtain prior written approval of UPRR's authorized representative 
identified in this Paragraph (the "UPRR Representative"), before commencing such work.  The 
UPRR Representative's contact information is stated below. 

Union Pacific Railroad Company 
Attn: Steve Cheney, Director Maintenance of Way - Environmental 
1400 Douglas Street, Mail Stop 910 
Omaha, Nebraska 68179 
Phone: (402) 544-3253 
Email: slcheney@up.com  
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2. The County shall, at the County's own expense, furnish (unless herein otherwise 
specifically provided) all superintendence, labor, tools, equipment, materials, and supplies and 
all other things requisite and necessary to perform the Work.  The County shall use its best 
efforts to process the UPRR Plans accurately and efficiently in conformance with the NSA 
LUDO and Management Plan provisions applicable to land use review and decision-making. 

3. In consideration of the performance of the Work, UPRR shall reimburse the 
County for its performance of the Work, which actual costs will not exceed THIRTY 
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($30,000.00) (the "Maximum Price").  The County shall be 
reimbursed at its hourly rate of $76.00 for planning services and an hourly rate of $225.00 for 
legal services, billed in one-quarter hour increments for all work performed, including the pre-
application conference and all work to-date.  UPRR has paid a $500.00 deposit ("Deposit") 
towards the Maximum Price.  The County will charge against the Deposit and at such time as the 
Deposit is exhausted, UPRR will have no obligation to make further reimbursement until the 
UPRR Representative receives copies of invoices supported by such evidence of payment made 
by the County.  Upon completion of the Work, the County has ninety (90) days to submit a final 
invoice with documentation supporting all costs for which UPRR will be reimbursing the 
County.  UPRR shall reimburse the County for proper billing received from the County within 
forth-five (45) days of UPRR's receipt of billing.  The County agrees to provide written notice to 
the UPRR Representative when the County becomes aware that the Work may or will exceed the 
Maximum Price, and obtain UPRR’s consent to adjust the Maximum Price, which consent shall 
not be unreasonably withheld.  Without such consent, UPRR will not be required to make 
payments to the County exceeding the Maximum Price.  Any costs in excess of the Maximum 
Price, as may be adjusted, will be the sole responsibility of the County.  Except for any amount 
contested for cause by UPRR in writing, all fees due shall be paid prior to UPRR commencing 
development. 

4. The County agrees to use best efforts to process the UPRR Plans pursuant to the 
process and timelines set forth for a “permit” as that term is defined at ORS 215.402(4). 

5. No Work will be performed on Property owned or controlled by UPRR.  The 
Work must be performed in a manner that will not endanger or interfere with the safe and timely 
operations of UPRR and its facilities. 

6. UPRR is solely responsible for the accuracy, adequacy and completeness of its 
Plans.  UPRR, however, makes no warranty of any kind, express or implied, regarding the 
accuracy of the information contained in the UPRR Plans.  UPRR further makes no warranty as 
to the merchantability or fitness of the UPRR Plans and related equipment for any particular 
purpose. 

7. This Agreement is the only understanding by and between the County and UPRR 
pertaining to the UPRR Project or the County's performance of the Work, and stands 
independent of any other agreements between the parties and/or their affiliates.  This Agreement 
is for the benefit of the parties only and no third-party shall have any rights or recourse under this 
Agreement. 
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8. Each party warrants that it has the full right and authority to enter into this 
Agreement.  All necessary approvals and authority to enter into this Agreement have been 
obtained and the person executing this Agreement on behalf of each party has the express 
authority to do so and in so doing, to bind such party hereto 

9. Neither party waives, by entering this Agreement, its right to pursue any claim or 
assert any defense regarding the nature and extent of County jurisdiction over the project.  
Specifically, the County does not waive its right to assert that Oregon law governing the 
processing of a “permit,” as that term is defined at ORS 215.402(4), does not apply to the 
County’s completion of the Work and UPRR does not waive its right to assert that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission Termination Act preempts the County from applying, in the course of 
completing the Work, some or all of the criteria set forth in the NSA LUDO and Management 
Plan.  

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement as of the Effective 
Date above written. 

WASCO COUNTY, 
A political subdivision of the State of Oregon 

 UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 
A Delaware corporation 

   
 
 
 
By:   
Printed Name: Scott Hege 
Title: Chair, Wasco County Board of Commissioners 

  
 
 
By:   
Printed Name: Steve Cheney 
Title: Director Maintenance of Way - Environmental 

 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
 
Kristen Campbell 
Wasco County Counsel 

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



  

Agenda Item 
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• Peter Meijer Architect, PC Proposal 

• GPA Architects, LLC Proposal 
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 PE T ER  M EI J ER  AR CH I T EC T,  P C
 Integrating Design, Science, and Preservation

Peter Meijer Architect, PC  710 NE 21st Avenue Suite 200 Portland, OR 97232 • 503.517.0283 • www.pmapdx.com

WASCO COUNTY

Request for Fee 
Proposal 

AE Facility Analysis 
and Concept Designs 

of the Public Works 
Building Offices

Due May 5th, 2015
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cAE Fe e Pro p os al  fo r  Was co Co unt y  Pub l ic  Wo rk s  Bui ld ing O f f ices  |  Pe ter  M ei jer  Archi te c t ,  PC

May 5, 2015

Arthur Smith
Wasco County Public Works
2705 E 2nd Street
The Dalles, OR 97058

Project: Public Works Building Offices, Request for Fee Proposals 

Arthur, 

Peter Meijer Architect, PC (PMA) is pleased to submit our team qualifications for consulting services related to the Facility 
Analysis and Concept Designs for the Public Works Building Offices.  We welcome the challenge to create a pleasing Cus-
tomer Experience, improved Staff privacy, increased department interaction, and design concepts that anticipate future 
needs.  We are excited for the opportunity to help create functional spaces and a new entry identity.

The project provides many interesting challenges and opportunities.  To address these challenges, we have assembled 
an integrated team of specifically qualified professionals.  PMA, will be the Prime firm providing project management, 
day to day contact, facility assessment, and work directly with the County to provide the design team with base project 
information.  PMA is combining our expertise in a collaborative manner with Convergence Architecture who will provide 
the department assessment documentation, adjacency diagrams, furniture inventory.  The conceptual space plans will be 
generated by Convergence in close communication with PMA regarding code compliance, accessibility, and a new poten-
tial facility entrance.

Our combined team talents bring direct relevant successful experience, and demonstrated abilities to lead, manage and 
exceed expectations of the County.  In addition to our demonstrated design skills, our combined knowledge and availabil-
ity will enable PMA to complete this project on schedule and within an acceptable budget.

Our team includes KPFF structural engineers and Glumac Engineering for mechanical, electrical, and plumbing as needed.  
The budget / fee proposal has established a reasonable number of hours for our consultants to assist in the facility assess-
ment and recommendation portion of the project.  Additionally, PMA, Convergence, KPFF, and Glumac have experience 
working together as a team. We are all currently involved in the assessment of Union Station, Portland, OR. 

Our team is dedicated to finding appropriate, long lasting solutions. We look forward to working with you and the County 
on this project.

Respectfully submitted,
Peter Meijer Architect, PC

Peter R. Meijer AIA, NCARB / Principal

   
Pe te r  M e i j e r  Archi te c t ,  P C

Peter Meijer Architect, PC  710 NE 21st Avenue Suite 200 Portland, OR 97232 • 503.517.0283 • www.pmapdx.com
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Proven Working Relationships
Project Management

Past Performance with Public Agencies
Resumes

Fee Proposal
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p r o j e c t  a p p r o a c h  a n d  m e t h o d o l o g y

ABOVE:  Wasco County Courthouse exterior 
assessment; City of the Dalles Undercross-
ing project;  LEFT:  OHSU Auditorium build-
ing planning & assessment drawing

Project Understanding

Based on our Facility Assessment experience, review of the Request for Fee Propos-
als, and site visit of the existing Wasco County Planning & Development Public Works 
building, PMA proposes an approach consisting of four primary deliverables: a Facility 
Assessment, a Needs Assessment, three (3) Conceptual Space Layouts, and a concept for 
a new Exterior Entrance.

We will initiate the project with an Orientation Meeting with Wasco County staff and our 
design team to make introductions and to clarify design goals, establish project priori-
ties and refine the scope of the project.  The meeting agenda will include review of the 
project goals, review of an initial project schedule, orientation of existing conditions, 
and discussion to inform the perspective of the rest of the project.  In an effort to make 
the discussion as productive as possible, we will create a meeting agenda and work with 
the Wasco County project manager for additional agenda items, write and distribute the 
meeting minutes.

Approach and Methodology

FACILITY ASSESSMENT   To be efficient with our site visits, and respectful of Wasco 
County staff time, we will combine the Orientation Meeting with our initial on-site as-
sessment.  The purpose of the initial on-site assessment is to record existing conditions, 
verification of compliance with existing building codes, and verification of accessibility.  
Our team will assess the existing conditions through a coordinated site visit with all rel-
evant disciplines to create a baseline to evaluate potential improvements.  We will take 
measurements and verify existing document information and prepare existing condi-
tions drawings.  We understand the area of the building that this project is addressing is 
approximately 9,100 square feet.  From our site visit PMA will create:

• Create as-is base-sheets
• Facility Assessment Report-Part I, Existing Conditions
• Overview of mechanical and structural systems
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2  AE Fe e Pro p os al  fo r  Was co Count y  Pub l ic  Wo rk s  Bui ld ing O f f ices  |  Pe ter  M ei jer  Archi te c t ,  PC

NEEDS ASSESSMENT   From a review of the RFP and our site visit with Wasco County staff, 
we currently believe the primary goals to be:

• Improved Customer Experience
• Centralized Customer reception
• Quiet zones for Staff
• Separation of public interface and staff work areas
• Multiple work counters
• Work flow efficiency
• Flexible spaces

These goals maybe resolved with a designated Customer interface area, a pleasant and 
inviting waiting area, restrooms dedicated for Customer use, small conference rooms for 
improved Customer relations, and transaction counters outside staff areas.  Our team will 
evaluate a number of possibilities with Wasco County staff. 

While our team is addressing adjacencies and efficiencies of the work areas, secondary 
space planning goals may include energy efficiency and lighting improvements.  Cre-
ated in cooperation with Wasco County staff, we will also conduct a needs assessment 
of storage and equipment locations.  As of our site visit, departments involved include: 
Planning, GIS, Surveyor, Public Works, County Weed & Pest, and State Water-master, in 
addition to others the County departments.  Up to two individuals representing each de-
partment will be interviewed to determine the needs and adjacencies of the department.  
In addition, the team will interview selected customers to identify needs from the user’s 
perspective. In all, we anticipate a total of ten hours of meetings and interviews.  Case 
studies of similar jurisdictions will be conducted and evaluated in addition to the staff 
and customer interviews.  We will share our findings with Wasco County before starting 
the Conceptual Design work. Anticipated deliverables include:

• Staff interview minutes
• Ranked list of priorities for the Department
• Adjacency diagrams
• Furniture inventory
• Facility Assessment Report-Part II, Needs Assessment

CONCEPT DESIGN   The Concept Design phase of the project is to create tangible build-
ing improvement options based on the existing building conditions combined with the 
needs assessment.  The final Facilities Assessment Report will be a compilation of all 
process that will show the remodel recommendations through narratives, sketches and 
diagrams, along with the rationale behind the options and associated cost estimates. 
The intent is to provide Wasco County a strong basis to fund the design and construction 
work.  The deliverables include:

• Three (3) Space Plans-11x17 format
• Cost estimates for each option
• Design recommendations
• Facility Assessment Report-Part III, Concept Design Options

ABOVE:  Concept design for reception 
area at  HIllsboro Senior Center;  Eugene 
Federal Building field-sketch of layout

p r o j e c t  a p p r o a c h  a n d  m e t h o d o l o g y
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p r o j e c t  a p p r o a c h  a n d  m e t h o d o l o g y

EXTERIOR ENTRY   The existing Public Works building has multiple public entries, a re-
entrant storefront with two possible entries, a protruding corner “space” with its own 
entry, and department entries on multiple sides and the rear of the building.  In order to 
create a single, recognizable public entry, our team proposes to provide three (3) new 
entry options, and related cost estimates, to improve the Customer interface and to 
provide the Public Works building with an Identity.  The deliverables include:

• Three (3) Entry plans/elevations- 11x17 format
• Cost estimates for each option
• Design recommendations
• Include as part of the Facility Assessment Report-Part III, Concept Design 
 Options

ABOVE:  Concept design for entry area at  
HIllsboro Senior Center; City of Olympia 
Permit Center concept idea; LEFT: Sandy 
Storefront concept drawing
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p r o j e c t  a p p r o a c h  a n d  m e t h o d o l o g y

SCOPE
PMA CONVERGENCE CONSULTANT

PROJECT MANAGEMENT X
- Schedule X

FACILITY ASSESSMENT X X
- Code Review X
- Accessibility Review X
- Structural X X
- Mechanical X X

NEEDS ASSESSMENT
- FTE/PTE Need X
- Storage/Equipment X X
- Furniture Inventory X

CONCEPT PLANS
- Base Drawings X
- Adjacency Diagrams X
- Concept Plans X X X

NEW ENTRY CONCEPTS X

COST ESTIMATE X X X

PROJECT SCHEDULE

Facility Assessment

30 days

Needs Assessment

Concept Phase

Final 
Report

30 days

30 days

Owner Review
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r e l e va n t  p r o j e c t  e x p e r i e n c e

Eugene Federal Building and Courthouse 
Eugene, Oregon 2007

The Eugene Federal Building and Courthouse complex occupies a full-block site in downtown 
Eugene. Peter Meijer Architect, PC performed design services under a Design/Build contract for 
the program, space planning, and tenant improvement for 30,000 sf of federal office renovation. 
Work included relocating tenants during construction and phasing the improvements to allow for 
continued operation.  PMA performed construction administration services as well. 
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r e l e va n t  p r o j e c t  e x p e r i e n c e

Union Station Historic Renovation
Portland, Oregon 2014- Present

PMA is part of an interdisciplinary team hired to improve the buildings, platform, and tracks at the 
historic Portland Union Station.  The services include conditions assessment, visioning activities, 
related stakeholder outreach/coordination meetings, and other project coordination activities.  
Part of the deliverables include: 
  
• Assessment and documentation of existing conditions 
• Development of the vision for Union Station, including future programming/space utilization. 
• Identification of the central design issues and alternatives 

Convergence Architecture is performing the accessibility review for the Main Terminal and Annex 
Building, as well as managing a team of small firms for the Annex Building.  The team recently 
documented existing conditions and made recommendations, which were compiled into an 
easy-to-read report that will allow stakeholders to make decisions moving forward.

REFERENCE
Elise Henderickson, LEED AP
503.823.3214
hendricksone@pdc.us
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r e l e va n t  p r o j e c t  e x p e r i e n c e

Hillsboro Senior Center / Convergence Architecture 
Hillsboro, Oregon 2014

The Senior Center in Hillsboro, Oregon requires upgrades and renovations to the kitchen, gift 
shop, reception area, as well as possible upgrades to the north entrance.  Convergence Architec-
ture led meetings with the City's Facilities Project Manager, the Parks and Recreation Services 
Manager and the Senior Center Director to identify needs and priorities for the building.  The 
architectural team, along with the kitchen consultant and cost estimator, worked together to es-
tablish schematic plans and narratives, including pricing estimates.  The design will be continued 
this summer (2015) after the City receives grant funding.

REFERENCE
Karl Dinger
503-681-5371 
karl.dinger@hillsboro-oregon.gov
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r e l e va n t  p r o j e c t  e x p e r i e n c e

Therapeutic Associates Downtown 
Portland Clinic / Convergence 
Architecture 

Portland, Oregon 2012

Convergence Architecture provided space plan-
ning, design, and permitting for this 3,600 square 
foot clinic in the historic Mikado Building in 
downtown Portland.  A great effort was made to 
respect the existing space and to highlight the 
existing cast iron columns, exposed brick walls, 
and dark stained wood floor.  Convergence pur-
sued a number of Green Building practices in this 
project, including reusing the existing finishes and 
materials as much as possible.  For the most part 
they kept the original wood flooring in place and 
where carpet was required, we used carpet with 
100% recycled content in the face fabric and 91% 
recycled rubber backing. 

REFERENCE
Ron Anderson
509-624-1019
Ron@SDSRealty.com

Aspire Dance Studio / Convergence 
Architecture 

Portland, Oregon 2015

A 5,000 square foot dance studio two blocks from our office is now 
occupying a building that has been vacant for years.  The non-
profit organization provides a quality dance program for students 
who are genuinely interested in the arts and whose families do 
not have the resources to provide them with such an opportunity. 
Convergence Architecture provided construction document and 
permitting services to the agency.

REFERENCE
Sue Darrow 
503-505-0382 
sue@theaspireproject.org
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    PROJECT TEAM

Project Team Organization

Our team is selected for their knowledge and experience relative to Wasco County’s 
request for professional services for building and road improvements.  Our collective 
team experience and expertise combined with our availability, assignment, and involve-
ment enable us to successfully execute Facility Analysis and Concept Design of the Public 
Works Building Offices for Wasco County. 

q ua l i f i c at i o n s  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  p r o j e c t  t e a m  

Peter Meijer AIA, NCARB
Project Manager / Principal-in-Charge   

Barb Anderson LEED AP BD + C
Needs Assessment & Space Planner

Halla Hoffer
Project Architect

Joe Purkey
Project Interior Architect

Stan Pszczolkowski AIA
Cost Estimator

KPFF Structural
Structural Engineering

Glumac
MEP Engineering
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q ua l i f i c at i o n s  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  p r o j e c t  t e a m  

Each member of our team brings specialized experience that fosters 
a balance of technical, planning, design, research, and management 
skills.  Our Team will utilizes active principal involvement and 
leadership throughout the project, ensuring quality and review of all 
project deliverables.  Full resumes can be found beginning on page 12.

Peter Meijer AIA, NCARB
PMA  Project Manager / Principal in Charge

Peter’s work has focused largely on integrating building science and design for historic 
and existing buildings.  His background in scientific materials research enables him to fo-
cus on the unique building sciences associated with historic and existing resources.  Peter 
will lead and manage the team.

Barb Anderson LEED AP BD+C
Convergence Architecture  Needs Assessment & Space Planner

Barb Anderson brings over 14 years of architectural experience in the Portland area.  
She brings her diverse experience in the renovation and design of civic facilities, office 
spaces, retail facilities, and industrial spaces.  Barb will be responsible for coordinating a 
needs assessment and overall space planning.

Halla Hoffer
PMA  Project Architect

Given her research and post graduate work, Halla specializes in energy analysis and 
building science performance.  She is involved from the beginning of the project and 
throughout the assessment, site documentation, construction document production, 
and CA phases.  As Project Architect, Halla’s role will focus on document production and 
detailing, and coordination of  the project tasks with sub-contractors and/or sub-consul-
tants on the team. 

Joseph Purkey
Convergence Architecture  Project Interior Architect
Joe brings a focus on integrating architectural design with client program and vision.  He 
is highly skilled in design from space planning through permitting for new and remod-
eled commercial buildings.  Joe will assist Barb with the Needs Assessment & Space 
planning efforts.

Stan Pszczolkowski AIA
ACC  Cost Estimator

Stan has been involved in estimating for over 37 years and works tirelessly with owners, 
architects, and developers to estimate and control costs at every phase of the design 
process, ensuring your costing experience is one of complete thoroughness and accura-
cy.  Stan will be responsible for the review of existing estimates and development of cost 
estimates pertaining to the scope of work.

PMA + Convergence Archi-
tecture are working togeth-
er as part of the interdisci-
plinary A/E team hired to 
make improvements to the 
historic Union Station. 

CONSULTANTS

KPFF Structural
Structural Engineering

Glumac
MEP Engineering

Our consultants will provide 
review and recommenda-
tions during the facility 
assessment & concept plan-
ning phases of the project.
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Team Working Relationships

Members of our proposed team have prior working relationships with each other, and 
with the County of Wasco.  Past performance and complementary work styles are key to 
selecting project team members, and key for a successful and collaborative project for 
Wasco County’s Public Works building offices.  PMA and Convergence Architecture are 
working together on the Architectural/Engineering Design Team for the current Union 
Station Renovation project in Portland, Oregon.  Peter Meijer Architect partners fre-
quently with ACC on architectural design projects in the Portland Metro area and greater 
Oregon areas. 

Past Public Agency Performance

Our project team collectively provides architecture, programming and space planning, 
sustainability design and documentation, preservation planning, and building envelope 
consulting for public agencies across Oregon and throughout the Pacific Northwest.  Pas 
local clients include, Wasco County, ODOT, PDC, City of Portland, City of Hillsboro, and 
other local, county, and state agencies.  Specific projects are mentioned in the previous 
Similar Work, Related Projects section of our proposal.  We are currently on the Wasco 
County On-call Consultant Roster. 

WASCO COUNTY  Peter Meijer Architect, PC, has direct relevant experience with area 
projects.  We were retained to 1) conduct an exterior condition assessment and repair 
documents for the City of the Dalles, Waldron Drug Building; 2) provide Preservation 
Planning services and condition assessments related to the Washington Street Connec-
tion Project; and 3) research and potentially apply for grant and foundation monies. 

PMA provided the City of the Dalles with an understanding of general conditions, noted 
deficiencies of the exterior building materials, primarily the original building stone.  Our 
work also included designing and specifying a new roof system for the building.  The 
results of our assessment contributed to a broader understanding of the potential re-
use options, for future redevelopment of the City of The Dalles Waterfront development 
plan.

SUCCINCT AND USER FRIENDLY REPORTS   PMA strives to write reports following the Chi-
cago Manual of Style. We typically divide our reports in easy to follow chapters including 
a brief introduction, site observations, material analysis, summary and conclusion.  Our 
recommendations and cost estimates are either within the body of the observations or 
condensed into a summary chapter. We recognize that not all the readers of our report 
will have a high degree of technical understanding so we use language appropriate to 
describe our technical findings and be understood by most readers. 

q ua l i f i c at i o n s  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  p r o j e c t  t e a m  

ABOVE:   Concept design for recreational 
Eco-huts

As to PMAs report, 
WOW! Very cool and 

very, very detailed. 
- Rod Pray, 

Board of Directors, 
QAHS Association

“
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Peter Meijer, AIA, NCARB 
Principal-in-Charge

503.517.0283
peterm@pmapdx.com

EDUCATION
Master of Architecture, 
University of Illinois 1982

Bachelor of Arts, Biology St. Olaf 
College 1979

PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION
NCARB Certified & Licensed 
Architect
Oregon State #3619 
Registration No. 0585AF
Washington State #9386

ORGANIZATIONS
AIA HRC, Chair 
2014- Present

Founding Member, President 
DoCoMoMo US-Oregon 
2011- Present

Board Member, Pioneer 
Courthouse Historical Society
2014- Present

Building Enclosure Council
2012- Present

ABOUT

RELEVANT
EXPERIENCE

Peter has over 30 years of professional experience with an emphasis on 
the preservation and assessment of older, existing, and historic buildings. 
As a professional architect with a background in scientific research, Peter 
has developed his career with a focus on the unique building sciences 
associated with existing and historic resources.  He has become a well 
regarded expert on the diverse issues affecting older buildings both 
regionally and nationally. 

Peter meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Historic Preservation Professional 
Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61), and the National Park Service 
cultural resources specialties: Historical Architect (GS-808).

Wasco County Courthouse Exterior Envelope Assessment
The Dalles, OR 2010

Waldron Drug Building Exterior Assessment
The Dalles, OR 2010

Union Station Historic Renovation
Portland, OR 2014- Present

Washington Park Reservoirs Improvements Project
Portland, OR 2013- Present

Pacific Tower Exterior Condition Assessment
Seattle, WA 2013- Present 

Old Capitol Building Assessment
Olympia, WA 2014- Present 

Queen Anne High School Condominiums Renovation
Seattle, WA 2012-2014

Meier & Frank Warehouse (Vestas HQ) Condition Assessment 
Portland, OR 2011

Oregon Department of Transportation HQ Historic Renovation
Salem, OR 2009-2010

Memorial Coliseum Renovation and National Register Nomination
Portland, OR 2011

q ua l i f i c at i o n s  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  r e s u m e
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ABOUT

RELEVANT
EXPERIENCE

Halla Hoffer
Architect I

503.517.0283
hallah@pmapdx.com

EDUCATION
Master of Architecture, Univer-
sity of Oregon, 2012

Bachelor of Arts, Architecture, 
University of California, Berke-
ley, 2008

HONORS
Finalist in Inhabitats Bright 
Ideas Competition, 2011

Gamma Phi Beta Foundation 
Scholarship, 2007

College of Environmental De-
sign Scholarship, 2006

Golden Key International Honor 
Society

SKILLS & KNOWLEDGE
Revit
AutoCAD
SketchUP
Photoshop, Illustrator, InDesign
Microsoft Office Suite

ORGANIZATIONS
Member of the Portland Build-
ing Envelope Council 
2012 – Present

Halla is involved from the beginning of the project from Pre-design 
assessment and site documentation through construction document 
production and construction administration phases. Halla provides 
technical expertise and project coordination with both sub-consultants 
and sub-contractors on the team. Given her research and post graduate 
work, Halla is a specialist in energy and environmental management, and 
building science performance. In addition, she has building construction, 
building enclosures, and other engineering experience.

Halla meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Historic Preservation Professional 
Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61).

Pacific Tower Exterior Condition Assessment
Seattle, WA 2013- Present

Old Capitol Building Assessment
Olympia, WA 2014 - Present 

UW Denny Hall Renovation
Seattle, WA 2014 - Present

Queen Anne High School Condominiums Renovation*** 
Seattle, WA 2012-2014 

Trinity Episcopal Church *** 
Portland, Oregon 2013-2014

Pittock Mansion Exterior Restoration & Terrace Repair
Portland, OR 2012-2013

Washington Park Reservoirs Improvements Project
Portland, OR 2013- Present

Vernonia School District, Washington Grade School
Vernonia, OR 2012-2013

Oregon State University SEC MU
Corvallis, OR 2012

*** WUFI ANALYSIS PROJECTS
Queen Anne High School Condominiums Renovation
Seattle, WA 2012-2014

Albertina Kerr Louise Building
Portland, Oregon 2014

Trinity Episcopal Church 
Portland, Oregon 2013-2014

q ua l i f i c at i o n s  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  r e s u m e 
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7433 N Leavitt Ave Portland, OR 97203  Ph: 503-308-1028 banderson@convergencearch.com 

Barb Anderson
Architect, LEED AP BD+C 

Barb Anderson brings over 14 years of architectural experience in the 
Portland area. From her experience at a large multi-discipline firm to 
principal of a small nimble firm, she has a wide breadth of experience 
managing a wide range of project types. She has participated in the design 
of over twenty new and remodeled fire stations, as well as a variety of other 
building types, such as office buildings, optometrist offices, and industrial 
buildings. She enjoys managing projects and facilitating communication 
among team members to ensure that the process runs smoothly and 
efficiently. 

Education:
Bachelor of Architecture, North Dakota State University, 2000 
Bachelor of Science, Environmental Design, North Dakota State University, 2000 
Bachelor of Arts, Spanish, North Dakota State University, 2000 

Experience:
 Convergence Architecture, Portland, OR  Principal  2014 - Present 
 Bridgetown Design, Portland, OR  Co-Owner  2009 - 2014 
 Group Mackenzie, Portland, OR   Architect  2000 - 2009 

Professional Registration/Affiliations:
Registered Architect in Oregon, Washington and Wisconsin 
LEED AP BD+C 

Selected Project Experience:
Union Station Annex Building, Portland, Oregon - Barb is the project manager embarking on accessibility 
and seismic upgrades for the historic Annex Building at Union Station. Studies are being conducted to 
determine the best use for the building after upgrades are completed. 
 
City of Hillsboro Senior Center, Hillsboro, Oregon: Barb led the design team in the development of a 
scoping document for the City of Hillsboro to pursue a grant. The process included interviews with the 
users, site verification for existing conditions, and then schematic design concepts that solved the 
challenges that are being faced in the use of the building. Barb worked with a professional cost estimator 
during design to ensure that the concepts would be within the range of the grant. Improvements are 
slated for the commercial kitchen, reception area and main entrance canopy. Design development and 
construction documents are scheduled to begin this summer. 

Oregon Employment Department Renovations, Bend and Eugene, Oregon – Barb managed construction 
documents for a roof replacement in Bend and a facade replacement in Eugene. The two projects have 
simultaneous schedules and are currently bidding. 

Training Center, Portland, Oregon - Barb was the project manager for an 18,000 square foot tenant 
improvement at the Lloyd Center Mall that is used by a major utility company for training purposes and 
conference meeting rooms. 

Wilsonville City Hall, Wilsonville, Oregon - Barb worked with representatives from the City of Wilsonville, 
the Developer, and the Contractor, as well as numerous other sub consultants to bring the new two story 
City Hall to fruition. The building houses public services departments as well as community room and .

q ua l i f i c at i o n s  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  r e s u m e
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7433 N Leavitt Ave Portland, OR 97203  Ph: 503-308-1028 jpurkey@convergencearch.com 

Joseph (Joe) Purkey
Principal 

Joe has a proven track record with providing outstanding design service 
to clients from his initial experience with other firms, to his over seven 
years of running his own practices. He excels at active listening to draw a 
successfully responsive design from the clients' or stakeholders' own 
words. His process focuses on keeping the ownership of the design 
squarely on the client/stakeholder by getting a good understanding of 
their perspective and using well placed questions to discover design 
priorities. This same active listening model has served him well in 
business development and strategic planning as well, which has led to 
selective pro bono consulting to local community groups. 

Education:
Bachelor of Architecture w/ Business Minor, University of Oregon, 2003 

Experience:
 Convergence Architecture, Portland, OR    Principal  2009 - Present 
 Profile Design, Portland, OR      Owner   2006 - 2009 
 Lundin Cole Architects, PC, Portland, OR    Intern   2004 - 2006 
 Soderstrom Architects, PC, Portland, OR   Intern   2003 - 2004 

Professional Skills:
Highly skilled in client relations, project management, business development, strategic planning 
Proficient in AutoCAD, Micro station, Microsoft Office, SketchUp, Photoshop and QuickBooks 

Selected Projects:
Blue Lake Regional Park Restroom Improvements, Fairview, Oregon: Joe is the project manager working 
with Metro to replace four restroom buildings at Blue Lake Park that have functional and aesthetic 
deficiencies. An extensive opportunities and constraints report was conducted to determine the best way 
to address the deficiencies, which resulted in modifying the anticipated construction scope to better reflect 
client and stakeholder priorities. 
 
City of Hillsboro Senior Center, Hillsboro, Oregon: While having a more minor role on this project, Joe 
developed and oversaw the process to establish facility priorities and match them to building solutions, 
while maintaining client ownership of the solutions. This involved various city and building staff as well as 
citizen users of the facility. Another aspect of the project was that there ongoing, sensitive discussions 
between stakeholder groups that had to be respected and treated with discretion. The project was 
completed successfully with all relationships intact or strengthened and a clear path to creating a more 
functional and pleasant facility. 
 
James John Elementary Playground, Portland, Oregon: Joe conducted a comprehensive stakeholder 
engagement process with school staff, students, parents, and neighbors to build a prioritized list of 
activities and functions for the playground. After a design and feedback period, he worked closely with 
Depave to phase the work to fit within budget and volunteer labor constraints. Joe had a continuous 
dialogue with PPS Facilities to make sure the project met their District Design Standards and would not 
overburden their Maintenance department. AC Portland joined the project late in the process, bringing 
with them Adidas, Portland Timbers, Timbers Army, 107ist and more. Their addition required a quick 
redesign to add a mini turf soccer field, while maintaining previously established priorities. Joe's 
involvement spanned three years from Master Planning through the second summer of construction 
coordination. 

q ua l i f i c at i o n s  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  r e s u m e 
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 Architectural Cost Consultants, LLC 
Bio & Resume 

 

ACC | 8060 SW Pfaffle St., Suite 110 | Tigard, OR 97223 | 503.718.0075 | www.archcost.com 

Stanley J. Pszczolkowski 
Stan has been involved in estimating for over 35 years and brings a wealth 
of knowledge to each project.  He is a registered architect in 3 states and 
has been licensed for over 30 years.  Having been involved with almost 
every type of project, Stan has an in depth understanding of what it takes 
to deliver a comprehensive and accurate estimate while taking into account 
all aspects of the design, planning, and building process.  Stan works 
tirelessly with owners, architects, and developers to estimate and control 
costs at every phase of the design process, thus ensuring your costing 
experience is one of complete thoroughness and accuracy.  
 

 

Education        
Texas Tech University, 1977, Bachelor of Architecture 
 

Registration  
State of Oregon, 1982, #2396 
State of New York, 1986 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, 1992 
 

Certifications    
NCARB, 1984 
 

Professional Experience   
Architectural Cost Consultants, LLC - Portland, OR 
 1994-Present, Principal 
KRI Management/Kennedy & Rossi Construction - Arlington, MA 
 1991-1994, Sr. Planner 
SAE Carlson Design Construct - Cochituate, MA 
 1990-1991, Chief Estimator 
Dimeo Construction - Providence, RI 
 1988-1990, Senior Planner       
Thorndike Construction/Development - Bainbridge, MA 
 1987-1988, Chief Estimator    
Skidmore, Owings & Merrill - New York, NY       
 1986-1987, Chief Estimator    
Emerick Construction- Portland, OR 
 1983-1986, Senior Estimator  
Skidmore, Owings & Merrill - Portland, OR 
 1977-1983, Associate   
      

Organizations  
American Institute of Architects 

q ua l i f i c at i o n s  a n d  e x p e r i e n c e  r e s u m e
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f e e  p r o p o s a l

PROJECT STATE

Wasco Co Public Works Building Oregon
LOCATION  PROJECT NO.

City of the Dalles 15-0502

Date Project # Name:
Prime
Discipline

Personnel Category Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Rate Labor Cost
PMA
Principal 180.00$  10,440.00$   
Architect I 102.00$  9,792.00$     
Architect I 95.00$     6,080.00$     
Project Support 75.00$     600.00$        

Convergence
Architect 110.00$  14,740.00$   
Intern 75.00$     3,150.00$     

Consultant Services 180.00$  13,680.00$   

A B C D E F G H
Task Description Hours Hours Hours Hours Hours Hours Hours Hours Labor Cost

Project Management: Site visit; 
Schedule; Coordination; Project 
interface

24 24 0 0 6,768.00$     

Facility Assessment: Code 
review, accessibility review, 
strurctural, mechanical, 
electrical, plumbing

2 24 32 8 8 8 24 12,248.00$   

Peter Meijer Architect, PC
Architecture

Scope of Work
Per Summary page

Needs Assessment: FTE/PTE 
need; Storage/Equipment need; 
Furniture Inventory

2 4 0 0 80 8 10,168.00$   

Concept Plans: Base Drawings; 
Department Adjacency 
Diagrams; Space Plans

2 8 32 0 40 20 32 15,876.00$   

New Building Entry: 
Recognizable front door; 
Identity; Public Access

16 24 0 0 8 6,768.00$     

Site Visits; 4 trips, 3 hrs ea 12 12 6 6 12 6,654.00$     

LABOR TOTAL 58 96 64 8 134 42 76 58,482.00$   
Reimbursables
TOTAL COST FOR THIS CONSULTANT 58,482.00$   
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1. METHODOLOGY AND UNDERSTANDING OF THE PROJECT

Project Understanding
We have read and understand the RFP.  The following is our understanding of the facility upgrade program goals:

•  The County is seeking to develop a concept design and estimated budget for the remodeling and modifi cation required         
   to consolidate the various departments in the existing public works building in order to create an effi cient and inviting             
   “one-stop” location for permitting new development.  

•  From the RFP:  “Review of building spatial limitations, including current building systems.  Assessment of building           
   function and fl ow, which may require interviews of staff and customers.  Review of effi ciency of space and analyze 
   current work spaces and fl ow.  Identify shared space potential, with regards to workspace, storage, IT or other offi ce        
   equipment.  Identify any effi ciency of cost-effective layout alterations that may possibly defer reconstruction or remodel    
   activity.”

•  Create a one-stop center for information and permitting needs for new development.

•  Create a single and easily recognizable public entrance and reception area that is welcoming and will not allow                 
   disruption of business, as well as prevent the public from wandering through the facility.

•  Create effi cient communications between departments through appropriate adjacencies and fl ow of personnel.

•  Provide handicapped accessibility for the public and staff

•  This study will be used to set budget and obtain funding from the County.  To assist the County we will provide:
 o  A detailed construction cost estimate of the preferred option plan.
 o  The amount for potential professional fees.
 o  The amount for potential permit costs (building, SDCs and etc.).
 o  Architectural, mechanical, electrical, and structural engineering review and assistance in the development of          
                 the design concepts and associated impacts and costs.

•  Attached plan indicates the study area.

Work Plan
•  Before the project kick off meeting, we will confi rm lines of communication and responsibilities.  Robert Schroeder will     
   be the primary contact for the design team.  We prefer that the County have a single point of contact that is authorized            
   to resolve confl icting priorities among the user groups.  Time from notice to proceed to the kick off meeting will be           
   dependent on the availability of County personnel that need to attend.

•  Develop a project schedule in cooperation with the County’s PM. 

•  Kick-off meeting with County PM and Representative of each User Group (1 day)
 o  Explain scope and objectives/goals (coordinate with PM prior to meeting)
 o  Hand out programming form and explain how to use the form and what information is necessary.

•  Since documentation is not available, measure the building and note the condition of systems (same day as kick-off       
   meeting).

•  Receive by e-mail the completed programming forms from the County (approx. 10 work days after the kick-off meeting).

•  Review e-mail responses to the program form and compile information to create a preliminary program.  Develop the       
   preliminary program including listing of personnel, furnishings, equipment, and three (3) concept fl oor diagrams          
   indicating group adjacencies based on gross fl oor areas for each use. Provide a ballpark construction cost estimate for        
   each, based on square footage costs of similar projects (10 work days).

•  Schedule the preliminary program review meeting with the County.  Scheduling the meeting will be dependent on the       
   availability of the user group’s representatives.

PAGE 1
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•  Discuss the preliminary program and program concept fl oor diagrams with the user groups.  Conduct the discussion by     
    interviewing one designated representative of each group, one group at a time (1 day).

•  County PM confer with users and select a preferred option fl oor diagram for development into a concept fl oor plan        
    (approx. 5 work days).

•  Adjust the preliminary program and use the adjusted program to create the concept fl oor plan. 

•  Perform a building code (Oregon Structural Specialty Code) and development code check (concurrent with other               
   activities).
  
•  Develop the preferred concept plan and submit for approval (10 work days).

•  Incorporate comments and develop the construction cost estimate (15 work days).

•  Develop the Draft Building Assessment Study documentation and recommendations (10 work days).       
   The document will include:
 o  Team (PM, Users, A&E)
 o  Executive summary
 o  Building condition statement
 o  Preferred Concept
 o  Recommendations and implementation timelines
 o  Construction cost opinion for preferred option and project budget (The County will need to add their own                  
                  internal soft costs):
  �   Construction cost estimate
  �   Potential professional fees
  �   Potential permit costs, SDCs and etc.

•  Submit study to the County for review. Incorporate County comments and submit fi nal study to the County.  Provide fi ve       
   (5) hard copies and a PDF copy. 

The work plan can incorporate the following optional services, at the County’s discretion:
 •  Assist with presentation to County Commissioners.
 •  Structural evaluation of building (Optional Service, since upgrades are not required. See Section 5, Fee                
    Proposal, for scope of work). 

PAGE 2
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General Project Approach
•  Principal-in-Charge
   Steve Plowman is the principal-in-charge and will be involved throughout the project.  Early involvement will be frequent    
   to understand and set-up the project.  He will be responsible for contracts and for checking design and construction          
   documents prior to submission to the County.  Steve will be fully aware at all times of the status of the project and will be   
   responsible for directing the work if the Senior Project Architect, Robert Schroeder, is unavailable.  This will ensure that    
   the project is never without an experienced senior member of the fi rm in charge.

•  Senior Project Architect
   Robert Schroeder will be responsible for coordinating the project with the County, interfacing with the County’s user            
   groups and technical staff, attending all meetings, managing consultants and supervising the project from start to fi nish.
 
•  Documentation
   Results of the meetings and other information transfer will be in writing and distributed to all interested parties to ensure   
   a coherent and accurate record of the decision making process.

Meeting Budgets and Schedules
•  Research and Programming
   Maintaining project budgets and schedules requires not only providing trained staff but early planning to establish a        
   realistic budget and schedule.

•  Schedule
   The requirements of the county’s review and approval process, as well as critical dates must be established well in            
   advance and adhered to throughout the design process.

•  Setting Goals
   Prior to beginning, the project schedule will be evaluated relative to the scope of work and the work effort necessary         
   to achieve the schedule goals.  The results of this evaluation will be discussed with the County PM.  Consultants will            
   be directly involved in the evaluation and discussion.  Results of this discussion should be a coordinated scope of work,   
   schedule and work effort. 

•  Monitor Progress
   As the project progresses, the schedule is closely monitored.  Decisions and events that appear to affect the project’s          
   scope and schedule will be identifi ed as soon as they are known, and the consequences and possible solutions will be     
   discussed with the county’s project manager. 

•  Management
   We aggressively manage our consultants so they provide the same performance and controls that we provide.  The     
   Project Architect, Robert Schroeder, will have the primary responsibility for coordinating the consultants.  

•  Pre-design Coordination
   Coordination of consultants begins prior to design when the project’s scope and schedule are evaluated.  The               
   consultants are required to participate in the evaluation, and perform within limits of the schedule and budget.

Sustainability
GPA is committed to sustainable design.  GPA and all engineering consultant fi rms on our team have LEED Accredited 
Professionals on staff.  We recently completed the Portland Water Bureau Meter Test Facility which included a rooftop 
photovoltaic system and is the fi rst City of Portland owned certifi ed LEED Gold building. Our ODOT Maintenance Facil-
ity in Sisters is designed to meet Oregon DAS Sustainability Self-Assessment goals.  Our projects for ODOT must meet 
the State of Oregon DOE SEED (State Energy Effi cient Design) requirements.  We have utilized such sustainable ele-
ments as daylighting, ground-source heating, locally sourced/recycled materials and high effi ciency lighting and plumbing 
fi xtures.

Consultant Management
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Quality Control Procedures
•  Approach
   We approach quality control as an integral part of our services, not as a procedure to be tacked on at the end.                  
   While we do conduct a comprehensive review of our work upon completion, we also establish a culture of quality in our       
   fi rm that pursues quality and accuracy while we work.

•  Principal-in-Charge
   We provide hands-on involvement of the Principal-in-Charge in all projects.  This provides our clients with professional       
   accountability and the knowledge that the fi rm‘s owner has a complete awareness of the quality of services provided.

•  Offi ce Manual
   A key part of the quality control process in our offi ce is our Offi ce Manual.  Each employee maintains a copy at                
   their station, which includes processes, guidelines, and requirements for our projects.  The Manual includes checklists         
   for code checks, specifi cation coordination, information to be included in documents, cross referencing, and document    
   checking.
  
•  Site Investigation
   The Project Architect leads a thorough investigation of the site and existing facilities with all design disciplines to               
   document as thoroughly as possible all existing conditions which might affect project design, schedule, or cost.  Site        
   investigation fi ndings are coordinated with all disciplines to establish a project specifi c quality control checklist.

•  Reviews
   Regularly scheduled in-house reviews of all drawings and specifi cations during production are a standard part of         
   quality control procedures by GPA.  Comprehensive internal reviews occur prior to releasing drawings, or specifi cations   
   for review by the county.  The Project Architect and Principal-in-Charge participate fully in these reviews.

•  Documentation
   We clearly document the decision making process.  This documentation provides a basis for an ongoing evaluation             
   of response to the program, and ensures project goals are met.  Documents for each discipline will be reviewed by the       
   principal of the fi rm.

•  Building Code
   We comply with local building codes and federal requirements.  We do a thorough code check to identify major concerns    
   early in the design process.  Code requirements and issues are identifi ed and addressed on the initial sheet of                     
   the construction documents, putting all the required information where it can be easily found by plans examiners,       
   contractors, and inspectors. Early in the design of the project we meet with the local building department to receive any      
   comments that they may have.

•  Drawings and Specifi cations
   We tailor our offi ce production standards to meet the requirements of the Owner’s drawing and specifi cation standards        
   for the production of bidding documents.

•  Accountability
   We remain committed to our client and the project until it is successfully completed.  We will immediately address              
   any issues that occur during construction.  We will be available any time to troubleshoot issues, and clarify the intent of           
   our documents.  We give projects under construction our highest priority due to the sensitive schedule issues and        
   the high costs associated with idled construction.  Clarifi cations and drawings issued during construction are subject to       
   the same quality control measures as the primary construction documents.

•  Commitment
   Our commitment to the project does not end at the completion of construction.  Prior to the end of the one-year                 
   construction warrantee period, we will conduct an on-site review of the project to assist the City in determining any              
   outstanding construction issues that need to be resolved prior to the expiration of the warrantee period. 
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ODOT Warrenton Maintenance Station Feasibility Study 2013
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 2. SIMILAR PROJECTS

Malarkey Building Renovation 2014

The scope of this project consisted of the conversion of 
an existing pre-engineered metal warehouse building 
into a two-story offi ce building.  Our services included 
providing photographs and space planning services 
to determine which of the company’s departments 
could make the most effi cient use of the 7,900 S.F. of 
space.  Based on this analysis, it was determined that 
Customer Service, Technical Services, and Accounts 
Payable would be relocated into the new space.  Work-
ing with department representatives we developed a 
plan for each department, including open offi ce space, 
private offi ces, and support areas such as break, toilet, 
and copy rooms. We developed construction drawings, 
including furniture layout drawings and interior fi nish 
drawings. 

Reference: Scott McDaniel, Malarkey Roofi ng Products 
(503) 283-1191

This study (completed in May 2013) 
was initiated to determine the feasibil-
ity of consolidating personnel from 
other facilities to this site.  The study 
resulted in determining that relocation 
of personnel was feasible. New build-
ings and site improvements included 
a 7,500 S.F. district offi ce building and 
associated parking, a 2,400 S.F. crew 
room and offi ce addition to the exist-
ing maintenance building, a 4,250 S.F. 
Bridge Crew storage building, a 3,000 
S.F. Bridge Crew weld shop, a 3,000 
S.F. Sign Crew storage building, as well 
as site access control at the District Of-
fi ce building to prevent unwanted traffi c 
in the maintenance area of the facility, 
and improvement of one of two vehicle 
access points to the facility.  This stud 
included provisions for site utilities and 
pacing, architectural, structural, HVAC, 
and electrical improvements.  The 
study was coordinated with the City of 
Warrenton to ensure that jurisdictional 
requirements were included.Reference: Mark Fletchall, ODOT Project Manager 503-986-5789
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Conceptual Master Plan 2005:
This master plan study for ODOT, at their property on Highway 97 in Bend, analyzed the use of 5.3 acres of 
their 19.6 acre property for consolidation of personnel.  The architectural, structural, mechanical and elec-
trical components of the existing headquarters building and visitor’s center (recently purchased by ODOT 
for conversion to an offi ce building) were evaluated to determine if reuse of the buildings was a reason-
able alternative to constructing a new building.  The review of local development codes and comprehensive 
plan, impact to the site of local transportation systems, capacity of existing utilities, storm water treatment, 
and condition of the existing buildings were included in this study.  Eleven options were developed through 
interactive sessions with ODOT personnel.  Cost estimates were developed for each option based on 2005 
construction and also projected to 2015.

Conceptual Master Plan 2009:
GPA produced an update of the master plan preferred option that make adjustments based on a potential 
fi nancing option identifi ed by ODOT.  New program information and budget resulted in reuse of the existing 
headquarters building, the welcome center building and a new building area of 13,200 square feet.

Master Plan Implementation 2012:
Based on the updated master plan, ODOT constructed a new headquarters building and converted the visi-
tor’s center to a DMV offi ce.  GPA was retained to conduct an assessment of the mechanical and electrical 
systems and an accessibility audit of the original region headquarters building.  Based on the fi ndings, GPA 
designed upgrades of the mechanical and electrical systems in the remodeling of the building’s restrooms. 

Reference: Jeff Labhart, ODOT Region 4 Business Manager (541) 388-6191

ODOT Region 4 Headquarters Conceptual Master Plan 2005-2012
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City of Portland Water Meter Test Facility - LEED Gold Certifi ed 2010

Fourteen (14) of BPA’s facilities were identifi ed (in a system-wide 
cursory study by others) as defi cient relative to current editions 
of NFPA 101 and International Building Code (IBC).  BPA de-
termined that these facilities required a detailed life-safety code 
evaluation to develop a list of improvements.  GPA assisted in 
the development of a BPA-approved abbreviated compilation of 
the two referenced codes that recognized the uniqueness of the 
functions and occupancies of many of their buildings. GPA then 
evaluated each facility utilizing this document  The evaluation in-
cluded building construction type, building area, occupancy type, 
egress, and mechanical and electrical systems.  Development 
of construction documents to correct defi ciencies will follow after 
BPA review and prioritization of the defi ciencies.

Reference: Noah Carlson, BPA Project Manager 503-230-4059

BPA Code Compliance Evaluation Project 2010 - 2011

The Water Bureau Meter Test Shop was relocated to their Fleet Build-
ing,  which was constructed in 1973 and had functioned as a vehicle 
maintenance facility.  The building is constructed of concrete and con-
crete masonry and consists of 10,700 S.F. on the upper level that now 
houses the meter shop and related support functions, and a 3,300 
S.F. lower level (basement).  This project involved nearly complete 
demolition of the interior and reconfi guration suitable for the Meter 
Shop and related offi ce and support spaces, as well as seismic resis-
tance upgrade, new HVAC, new plumbing and new electrical.  Initial 
design efforts were directed at assessment of the structure for modi-
fi cation to accommodate the meter shop program requirements and 
a complete seismic resistance upgrade.  The project incorporated a 
photovoltaic system (solar hot water system).  Reducing the building’s 
storm drainage impact on the public system resulted in the feasibility 
of diverting parking run off to an on-site storm water infi ltration area.  
This was judged too costly to be appropriate for this project, but we 
were able to divert the roof drainage.  The City of Portland required 
LEED Silver certifi cation, but this project achieved LEED Gold.

Reference: Mike Ross, Water Bureau Project Manager 503-823-7408
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BPA Snohomish Substation Control House Expansion 2013

PAGE 8

BPA’s 10,544 S.F. Snohomish Substation Control House 
required a 1,470 S.F. Control Room expansion. The existing 
building also required seismic upgrade to the structure and 
anchorage of all equipment and shelving to meet BPA’s read-
iness standards.  This design enabled the Control House 
to be fully functional during construction.  The scope of the 
project included replacement lighting to increase energy ef-
fi ciency, upgrading the fi re alarm system, replacement of the 
suspended acoustical tile ceiling, and HVAC for the addition, 
as well as replacement HVAC for critical equipment areas of 
the existing building. 

Reference: Joe Bebee, BPA Project Manager 360-619-6742
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For over 30 years, GPA Architects has been a service-oriented 
fi rm that provides solutions to complex architectural and 
planning problems.   With a current staff of 13, our services 
include architectural design, master planning, space planning, 
interior design, and facility audits.  We approach every project 
with responses tailored to fi t the needs of the client and specifi c 
project criteria.  Each project receives the same level of respect 
and attention, regardless of size and scope.  It is our belief that 
even the most modest project deserves the attention to detail that 
makes the difference between “good enough” and “exceeding 
expectations.”  We make the most of every opportunity to improve 
the design of a project within the context of budget and functional 
needs.  The fi rm has been certifi ed by the State of Oregon as an 
Emerging Small Business, Certifi cate #7878.

The fi rm was formed in 1984 as Gazley Plowman Architects by Eric Gazley 
and Steve Plowman.  After Eric’s retirement in 2011, Steve continued the fi rm 
as GPA Architects, LLC.

The initial client list of the Port of Portland and Pacifi c Northwest Bell has 
greatly expanded since then, and includes a number of the Northwest’s 
leading public agencies and corporations, including ODOT, the Bonneville 
Power Administration, Portland State University, the City of Gresham, 
Verizon, and AT&T.  Thanks to this broad range of clients, GPA  has been able 
to provide services for an equally broad spectrum of projects.  We provide 
sustainable, feasible, and budget-worthy solutions for our projects.  A recent 
project for the Portland Water Bureau became the fi rst city owned building to 
receive LEED Gold certifi cation.

Firm Profi le

PAGE 9

Firm History

3. COMPANY INFORMATION: GPA ARCHITECTS, LLC
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Our fi rm leads a design team composed of fi rms experienced in providing the engineering and consulting services which 
are required for this project.  Each of these consultants have long histories of experience with our fi rm in providing services 
for public contracts and are staffed with personnel capable of bringing that experience to this project. WDY Inc., R&W 
Engineering, and Architectural Cost Consultants are members of the design team for our current indefi nite delivery, indefi nite 
quantity and contracts for Oregon Department of Transportation, Bonneville Power Administration, and Portland State 
University.  Our design team has completed feasibility and planning studies, facility needs assessments, programming, 
zoning and land use review services, space planning, and building design through these contracts. 

PAGE 10

Proposed Design Team 

GPA Architects, LLC
Steven M.N. Plowman, A.I.A.
Principal-In-Charge
Education: B. Architecture, University of Oregon
Registered Architect in Washington, Oregon, Idaho, Montana, Arizona, and New Mexico
Professional Affi liations and Activities: National Council of Architect Registration Boards, American Institute of Architects, 
Former Member of City of Beaverton Board of Site and Design Review, Former Member of City of Beaverton Mayor’s 
Committee for Canyon Road, Former Member of Washington County Planning Commission, Former Member of Washington 
County Department of Housing Advisory Committee.
Steve has 37 years of architectural experience. His experience includes multi-project tenant improvements for American 
Airlines and Alaska Airlines, as well as Facility and Maintenance Audits of 27 Port of Portland buildings. Steve is also the 
Principal-In-Charge for the fi rm’s Master Contracts with the Bonneville Power Administration, Portland State University, 
and the Oregon Department of Transportation, with projects including planning studies, classroom remodels, code studies, 
substation control house, and maintenance facility designs. Steve graduated from the University of Oregon in 1978 with 
a Bachelor of Architecture degree.  Steve will be the Principal-In-Charge and Architect-of-Record.  He will be in charge of 
the contract, provide quality control prior to milestone submittals, and will be the primary point of contact for all contractural 
issues.  He will attend start-up meetings to assist in defi ning the scope of work and project goals, and will be responsible for 
maintaining appropriate staffi ng levels to perform the services of this contract. 
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Robert K. Schroeder, A.I.A., LEED AP
Project Architect
Education: B. Architecture, University of Oregon
Registered Architect in Oregon 
Professional Affi liations and Activities: American Institute of Architects
Bob has 41 years of experience with four Portland architectrual fi rms, including fi ve years as a contract Project Architect 
with the Bonneville Power Administration.  He has been with GPA Architects for 12 years and has been the Project Architect 
on projects for the Bonneville Power Administration, the Oregon Department of Transportation, Oregon University System 
(PSU projects), Maryville Nursing Home, and Tualatin Hills Park and Recreation District.  He was also the Project Architect 
for the Portland Water Bureau Meter Test Facility, which obtained LEED Gold Certifi cation.  In addition, he is the Senior 
Project Architect for the fi rm’s contract with Portland State Univeristy.  Bob graduated from the University of Oregon in 1974 
with a Bachelor of Architecture degree. He is a licensed architect in Oregon and a LEED Accredited Professional.  Bob 
will be responsible for coordinating the design program with Wasco County Public Works, interfacting with the Agency’s 
user-groups and technical staff, attending all meetings, managing consultants, and supervising the production of project 
documents.  
Bob will be the primary point of contact for Wasco County Public Works’ PMs.  Bob has fulfi lled this role on all ODOT, BPA, 
and Portland State University projects, and has had a continuous working relationship with the primary consultant team 
since he joined the fi rm in 2002.  Bob has also spent 5 years working within BPA’s facilities architectural group, assisting with 
project management of the A/E fi rms on contract with BPA.  This experience has provided Bob with a unique perspective on 
the relationship of client and A/E fi rms working with public agencies. 

Founded in 1985 by Robert Walker, WDY’s eighteen-person team has the capacity to provide structural engineering 
for this project.  WDY has proven expertise in providing structural engineering for public facilities, including 
condition studies, seismic evaluations, remodels, additions, and structural repairs.  They focus on the overall 
goals of each individual project and strive to produce detailed solutions best suited to meet these goals.  WDY is an 
Oregon corporation.  Their staff includes eleven registered professional engineers licensed in the state of Oregon.  
WDY has over 25 years’ experience working with GPA Architects on public projects. 

Dale DiLoreto
Project Lead - Structural
Education: B.S. Civil Engineering, Oregon State University
Registered Structural and Civil Engineer in Washington, Oregon, and other states
Dale J. DiLoreto has worked as a consulting structural engineer for over 30 years.  He joined R.A. Walker Engineering in 
1987 and became a principal in 1990, at which time the fi rm was incorporated as Walker/DiLoreto/Younie (WDY).  His career 
experience includes civic buildings for state, county, and city governments, as well as quasi-government organizations.  
Public building experience includes Wasco County PUD Phases 1 and 2, Klickitat County Pioneer Center, and Washington 
County courtroom remodel.  His conditions studies experience includes One Community Health Center in The Dalles, 
Warner Pacifi c College, and St. Edwards Church.  Mr. DiLoreto has designed and evaluated buildings constructed of 
reinforced concrete, reinforced masonry, steel, and wood.

R&W Engineering, Inc. Mechanical & Electrical Engineering

WDY, Inc. Structural Engineering

R&W Engineering, Inc., now in business for over 35 years, is an engineering consulting fi rm specializing in electrical, 
mechanical, and automation engineering.  Their services include energy analysis, power quality, automation. and 
connectivity engineering.  R&W has completed many successful maintenance facility projects for ODOT, including 
planning studies and facility design.  They have provided services for the US Forest Service, General Services 
Administration, Housing Authority of Portland (Home Forward), Housing Authority of Clackamas County, Veteran’s 
Administration, United States Postal Service, US Army Corps of Engineers, and the Bureau of Indian Affairs.  Each 
member of the design team has many years of experience successfully and effi ciently delivering projects on time 
and within budget. R&W fully understands the tight fi nancial constraints and design schedules that are common 
to public projects. 
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Ed Carlisle
Project Lead - Mechanical and Electrical
Education: B.S. Business Management, Linfi eld College; 
        A.A.S. Mechanical Engineering Technology, Portland Community College
Registered Mechanical Engineer in Washington, Oregon, California, Colorado, Nevada
Mr. Carlisle, in the industry for over 25 years, has a very extensive and diverse experienced history in engineering.  Mr. 
Carlisle has acquired a great deal of experience in the engineering fi eld, progressing from a designer to a Senior Engineer, 
and is experienced in engineering diverse systems in HVAC, plumbing and process piping.  During his career, he has 
obtained a registered professional engineering license as well as a BS in management.   Mr. Carlisle is also leading R&W’s 
formal move into sustainable design.  He is a LEED Accredited Professional who has been involved in several LEED 
(USGBC) and SEED (ODOE) projects.

Charles Evans, P.E. 
Electrical Engineer
Education: B.S. Electrical Engineering, Oregon State University;
Professional Affi liations and Activities: Construction Specifi cations Institute (CSI) and Cascadia GBC - Living Future
Mr. Evans has over 13 years of comprehensive and practical experience in commercial construction and engineering, 
derived from being an electrician (4 years), E.I.T. (4 years), and professional engineer (5 years).  He brings with him a 
unique array of project experience, including, but not limited to, datacenter, semiconductor commercial, lab, industrial, 
healthcare, education, and residential.  From that project experience, he has proven uniquely qualifi ed in complex high-
density designs (such as you would fi nd in the semiconductor industry and healthcare) where cohesive, fl exible, and 
productive communication with vendors, facility staff, clients, code offi cials, and other team members is key.  Mr. Evans 
builds from a strong base of commitment to project succes through his design experience, code knowledge, technical 
writing, and understanding communication style.     
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Architectural Cost Consultants

Architectural Cost Consultants was established in 1988 with the purpose of providing an effective tool for architects, 
owners, and developers to monitor and control costs throughout the entire design process.  Stan Pszczolkowski, 
Principal, has been involved in the estimating component of the architectural fi eld since 1977.  The ACC team uses 
their architectural training and background to build realistic, detailed cost models early in the design process.  
ACC understands that the establishment of budgtets and control of building costs during the programming and 
design phases of a project is an interactive process.  That’s why they work closely with designers, engineers, 
owners, and contractors and encourage close scrutiny of estimates and validation of assumptions by all members 
of the project team.  The ACC team provides detailed quantity take-offs and cost estimating for all divisions of the 
work (from landscape through electrical), using the most applicable take-off processes and software. 

Stanley Pszczolkowski
Cost Estimator
Education: B. Architecture, Texas Tech University
Registered Architect in Oregon, New York, Massachusetts
Mr. Pszczolkowski has experience both as a chief cost estimator (he was an associate in the fi rm of Skidmore, Owings 
and Merrill in New York) and as an estimator and project manager for medium to large construction companies.  With his 
background as an architect he brings a unique perspective to projects, having viewed the design and construction process 
from both sides.  Stan has been involved in a variety of project types including education facilities, health care facilities, 
laboratories, libraries, housing, and industrial projects.
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ODOT Sisters Maintenance Station

This facility includes a 10,300 S.F. Maintenance Building, 
consisting of offi ce and crew areas, storage and supply 
areas, vehicle maintenance and vehicle storage, as well as 
a 5,400 S.F. Equipment Storage Building.  Several energy 
effi cient strategies were used, including a ground source 
heat pump system with solar thermal as a supplemental 
source and daylighting (supplemented by artifi cial lighting 
on sensors).  The facility is designed to meet the State of 
Oregon LEED Silver Equivalency, State Energy Effi cient 
Design (SEED), and 1.5% for solar energy systems.  

PAGE 13

4. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION - PAST RELEVANT PROJECTS

ODOT Sand Shed

This 4,800 S.F. pole building (with metal siding) for storage of winter road sand is located at 
the interchange of Hwy 26 and Jackson School Road near Hillsboro in Washington County.  
Design of the building is typical of ODOT’s sand sheds, and has enclosed areas for shop/
storage, and scoop vehicle storage.  Exterior colors comply with Washington County’s 
design review requirements that it blend in with the neighboring agricultural buildings.
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This 7,500 S.F. building at the Lake of the 
Woods Maintenance Station includes vehicle 
maintenance and storage bays, lube bay, 
wash bay, and offi ce areas.  A waste water 
evaporator treatment system is utilized for 
the wash bay, as well as for the other vehicle 
bays.  A differential slope roof was proposed 
to lessen amounts of snow falling off the 
building on the functional side of the building.  
This was based on a similar successful 
project for ODOT at Government Camp, OR.  

ODOT Lake of the Woods Maintenance Station

As the original architect for a 20,100 S.F. 
maintenance facility complex on a four acre site, 
our fi rm was retained to design three subsequent 
additions to the facility, to conduct a facility audit, 
and to assist in developing a transition plan as 
required by Title II, Subtitle A, of the ADA.  The 
original construction included a 9,375 S.F. offi ce 
building, a 3,352 S.F. vehicle maintenance shop, 
a 4,469 S.F. warehouse, a 2,000 S.F. covered 
parking area, a 2,234 S.F. maintenance crew 
area, and a fuel island.  A 3,000 S.F. addition to 
the offi ce building was added later, infi lling the 
courtyard between the offi ce building and the shop 
building, and included the accessibility upgrades 
recommended in our previous audit.  Construction 
was completed on another addition of nearly 2,000 
S.F. of offi ce space, and 1,500 S.F. of remodeled 
locker rooms and crew rooms.

 Tualatin Valley Water District
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This project replaced an existing maintenance facility.  
ODOT was able to maintain operations during construction 
by demolishing the existing building and constructing the 
new buildings in two stages.  Readily available building 
materials and building systems were selected in response 
to the short construction period,  which was a necessity 
due to the climate at the location.

ODOT Government Camp Maintenance Building

This plan provided an analysis of the existing and 
future needs of the City for the development of an 
11.2 acre site.  The study included not only the needs 
of the Department of Public Works, but the addition 
of an Emergency Response Center, Evidence/
Property/Record Storage for the Police Department, 
and provisions for a future fl eet maintenance facility.  
This study was also the basis for the development 
of the building program for the design of the 30,000 
S.F. Operations Center.

Gresham Operations Center Master Plan
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This 27,000 S.F. facility includes a main building for 
offi ces and shops, a materials and vehicle storage 
building, a hazardous waste storage facility, waste 
decant station, fenced storage yard, fuel island, 
and a washdown facility.  The site is split by a gully 
and the vehicular site circulation between current 
and future construction was carefully considered.  
The site is adjacent to a sensitive wetland and 
public park trailhead, requiring sensitive design and 
compliance with strict environmental regulations.

Gresham Operations Center

ODOT East Portland Maintenance Facility

This project involved the design of a 25,000 S.F. 
maintenance facility and a 4,800 S.F. vehicle 
storage building on an existing operations center 
site.  The new facility includes 5,400 square feet of 
offi ce space along with a 19,600 S.F. maintenance 
shop.  The shop contains 9 bays with 2 (two) 5 ton 
cranes, lube pit, wood shop, and a welding shop.  
Replacing the existing maintenance building in 
the same location required careful planning of the 
demolition of the existing building and construction 
of the new building.  A plan to construct the new 
building maintenance facility in two stages (as half 
the existing shop building is demolished at a time), 
provided ODOT with the ability to maintain their 
operations on the site throughout construction.  
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This maintenance facility 
was designed in conjunction 
with a control house for 
a new substation.  Four 
maintenance groups occupy 
the building.  It was designed 
in phases to accommodate 
a fast track construction 
process and coordinate 
the construction of the 
substation electrical yard.

BPA Shultz Maintenance Facility

PAGE 17

This project consisted of a 24,000 
S.F.  facility, including a headquarters 
building with shops and offi ces, a 
materials storage building (un-built), 
storage yard, fueling station (un-
built), and a vehicle and equipment 
storage building.  Four separate 
operating and maintenance 
organizations occupy the facility.
  
Vehicular site access and circulation, 
as well as drive-through capability of 
the large shop spaces were a major 
generator of the design solution.  
Day-lighting was utilized throughout 
the facility as the main element 
in meeting and demonstrating 
the BPA’s Energy Edge energy 
conservation program.  The building 
received a 1995 Hammurabi Merit 
Award from the Oregon Masonry 
Institute.

BPA Longview Maintenance and Operations Headquarters

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



PAGE 18

Located in John Day, Oregon, this facility is for 
the fabrication and maintenance of fi sh screens, 
which prevent fi sh from entering irrigation 
systems.  The building contains offi ces, shops, 
paint booths, and storage facilities.

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife Fish Screen Shop

DSU Diesel Truck Sales and Service Facility

This project involced the design of a  20,000 S.F.  diesel 
truck sales and service facility including offi ces, showroom, 
warehouse, shop, steam cleaning, chassis dyno, and 
pressure wash facility.

A major design concern was site access, circulation, and 
parking of loaded vehicles.  Energy effi ciency efforts such 
as the use of daylighting, radiant heating in the shop, deep 
overhangs, low “E” insulated glass, and perimeter heat 
pump system in the offi ce and showroom areas reduced 
initial mechanical equipment costs and future operating 
costs.  A master plan was provided prior to design to 
determine the extent of the site to be developed and to 
identify future site development potential.
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We completed seven, 6,000-to-7,000 square foot buildings designed to 
contain large quantities of electronic control and communication equipment.  
Located at major substations, they provide for either remote or on-site control 
of the power system grid in the Pacifi c Northwest.  
Our initial services prior to the design of the fi rst control house was an 
analysis of the typical control house in use at the time.  From this analysis, we 
developed a prototype plan which was modifi ed for unique characteristics and 
capacity at each substation.

Bonneville Power Administration Substation 

Captain Jack Captain Jack Echo Lake

This project replaced the decommissioned north 
bound rest area and tourist information center that 
was in the Siskiyou pass of Interstate 5 south of 
Ashland.  In 1999 we designed and completed 
construction drawings for an upscale but traditional 
appearing freeway rest area with tourist welcome 
center, but the project was put on hold.  In 2007, 
ODOT reactivated the project and with the 
participation of the Oregon Travel Information 
Council, requested a redesign in the Cascadian 
style.  The facility is the fi rst rest stop and gateway 
to the State for north bound travelers, and consists 
of a restroom building, lookout tower, covered 
walkways, plaza, and welcome center.  

ODOT Siskiyou Rest Area and Welcome Center
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Portland Maintenance Facility
Wilsonville Site Analysis
ODOT East Salem
BPA Secondary Egress
Portland State
PDX Exit Study

Planning Studies

Communications

Qwest 4th Avenue Computer Center
AT&T / Cingular Switch
Wireless Site Design

• Verizon Wireless
• AT&T Mobility
• Sprint / Nextel
• Clearwire

Wireless Design

Qwest 4th Avenue Computer Center

Qwest Fiber Optic Hub Wireless Stealth Design

Wilsonville Site Analysis
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Portland Community College Renovation Projects
Portland State University Renovation Projects
Jesuit High School
Gregory Heights Middle School
George Middle School
Oregon State University Administration Building and Addition

Education

Miscellaneous Projects

Jesuit High School George Middle School Gregory Heights Middle School

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



PAGE 22

Oregon Department of Transportation
Maintenance Facilities
• Lawnfi eld Crew/Storage Building & Fuel Station....................................................................................Troutdale, Oregon
• Troutdale Maintenance Building and Sign Shop....................................................................................Troutdale, Oregon
• Oakridge Crew Room Addition...............................................................................................................Oakridge, Oregon
• Sisters Maintenance Facility.......................................................................................................................Sisters, Oregon
• Government Camp Maintenance Facility................................................................................Government Camp, Oregon
• Lake of the Woods Maintenance Facility.................................................................................Lake of the Woods, Oregon
• East Portland Maintenance Facility Update and Completion Analysis....................................................Portland, Oregon
• Bend Maintenance Facility Crane Replacement...........................................................................................Bend, Oregon
• Arlington Maintenance Building Addition.................................................................................................Arlington, Oregon
• Manning Addition and Remodel..............................................................................................................Manning, Oregon
• Sandy Addition and Remodel......................................................................................................................Sandy, Oregon
• Bend Maintenance Facility Electrical Service Upgrade................................................................................Bend, Oregon
• Santiam Junction Maintenance Station Power Service Study...................................................Santiam Junction, Oregon
Safety Rest Areas
• Siskiyou Safety Rest Area and Welcome Center.....................................................................................Ashland, Oregon
• Cow Canyon Safety Rest Area Restroom Building Replacement..................................................Wasco County, Oregon
• Sage Hen Safety Rest Area Restroom Building Replacement....................................................................Burns, Oregon 
• Brothers Restroom Addition.....................................................................................................................Brothers, Oregon
• Gettings Creek Restrooms............................................................................................................Gettings Creek, Oregon
• Deadman Pass Improvements.....................................................................................................Deadman Pass, Oregon
• Stanfi eld Improvements..........................................................................................................................Stanfi eld, Oregon
• Boardman Improvements.....................................................................................................................Boardman, Oregon
Planning and Other Projects
• Warrenton Maintenance Station Master Plan.......................................................................................Warrenton, Oregon
• Evaluation, Repair/Replacement for Five Storage & RV Shelters.............................................Santiam Junction, Oregon
• East Salem Facility Concept Master Plan...................................................................................................Salem, Oregon
• Lawnfi eld Fuel Island...........................................................................................................................Clackamas, Oregon
• Sand Shed, Jackson School Road.........................................................................................Washington County, Oregon
• Cornelius Pass Stockpile Land Use Permits............................................................................Multnomah County, Oregon
• Region 4 Headquarters Master Plan..............................................................................................................Bend, Oregon
• Milwaukie Vehicle Wash Bay..................................................................................................................Milwaukie, Oregon
• Interstate Bridge Control House...............................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• The Dalles Offi ce Building Expansion...................................................................................................The Dalles, Oregon

Bonneville Power Administration
Maintenance Facilities
• Longview Maintenance Headquarters.............................................................................................Longview, Washington
• Echo Lake Maintenance Facility...................................................................................................Snoqualmie, Washington
• Schultz Maintenance Facility.........................................................................................................Ellensburg, Washington
Maintenance Facility Master Plans
• Standard Maintenance Facility Plan..............................................................................................................................N/A
• Ross Complex Facility Plan...........................................................................................................Vancouver, Washington
• Bell Maintenance Facility Plan..........................................................................................................Spokane, Washington
• Covington Maintenance Facility Plan............................................................................................King County, Washington
• Kalispell Maintenance Facility Plan...................................................................................................Kalispell, Washington

4. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION - PUBLIC AND GOVERNMENT PROJECT LIST
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Substation Control Houses
• Snohomish Control House Expansion...........................................................................................Snohomish, Washington
• Lower Monumental Control House Expansion......................................................................................Clyde, Washington
• Captain Jack Control House Expansion........................................................................................................Malin, Oregon
• Alvey Control House.................................................................................................................................Eugene, Oregon
• La Pine Control House Expansion.............................................................................................................La Pine, Oregon
• Red Mountain Control House.........................................................................................................Benton County, Oregon
• South Tacoma Control House............................................................................................................Tacoma, Washington
• Echo Lake Control House...........................................................................................................Snoqualmie, Washington
Other Projects
• Construction Services Building HVAC Improvements..............................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Multi-Facility Life-Safety Study......................................................................................................Oregon and Washington
• Master Specifi cation for Switchyard and Control House Construction..........................................................................N/A
• Monroe Control Center, UPS and Battery Rooms.............................................................................Spokane, Washington

Port of Portland
Portland International Airport Projects
• Emergency Evacuation and Means of Egress Upgrade..........................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Alaska Airlines Tenant Improvement........................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Corridor T1253/T1651 Upgrade...............................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Emergency Operations Center.................................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Hazardous Materials Storage Building.....................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Central Utility Plant Expansion.................................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Ticket Counter & Baggage Make-Up Remodel.........................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Equipment Storage Building and Maintenance Facility Improvements....................................................Portland, Oregon
• Passenger Loading Bridges.....................................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Communications Center Equipment Rooms............................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Ticket Lobby Signage Renovations.........................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• North Cargo Building Remodel and Roof Replacement...........................................................................Portland, Oregon
• PDX Horizon Air Passenger Terminal.......................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• PDX Alaska Airlines De-Icing Facility Remodel........................................................................................Portland, Oregon 
• Duty-Free Shoppers Tenant Modifi cation.................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
Planning Studies and Maintenance Audits
• South Cargo Buildings Maintenance Audit...............................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• PDX Terminal Fire Walls Rehabilitation....................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Urea Handling Facility/Maintenance Facility Master Plan Update.............................................................Portland, Oregon
• Multi-Tenant Option Analysis – Building 82..............................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• PDX Maintenance Facility Master Plan....................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Regional Hub Facility Study......................................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Maintenance Audits on 25 Buildings at PDX, PHA, and PTA.....................................................................Portland, Oregon
Other Projects
• Swan Island Building 82 Improvements....................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Terminal Six Honda Auto Import Station...................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
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Oregon University System
• Cramer Hall Classroom Upgrades, Portland State University..................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Campus-Wide Emergency Egress Maps, Portland State University........................................................Portland, Oregon
• Football and Women’s Locker Room Remodel, Portland State University...............................................Portland, Oregon
• Tenant Improvements for Portland State Business Accelerator, Portland State University......................Portland, Oregon
• University Place Hospitality Program Tenant Modifi cation, Portland State University..............................Portland, Oregon
• Ascentium Space Tenant Modifi cation, Portland State University............................................................Portland, Oregon
• President’s Residence Remodel, Portland State University......................................................................Portland, Oregon
• OSU Administration Building Addition......................................................................................................Corvallis, Oregon

Portland Public Schools
• George Middle School Additions..............................................................................................................Portland, Oregon
• Gregory Heights Middle School Additions................................................................................................Portland, Oregon

Others
• Tualatin Valley Water District Maintenance Facility Additions................................................................Beaverton, Oregon
• City of Gresham Maintenance and Operations Center............................................................................Gresham, Oregon
• Forest Grove Light and Power Master Plan.......................................................................................Forest Grove, Oregon
• City of Wilsonville Maintenance Facility Master Plan............................................................................Wilsonville, Oregon
• US Postal Service IDIQ Contract......................................................................................................Oregon & Washington
• Veterans Administration Hospital Accessibility Upgrades...............................................................Vancouver, Washington

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



PAGE 25

5. FEE PROPOSAL

We propose to provide the services described in the work plan (outlined in Section 1 of this proposal) on a lump sum basis 
with monthly progress billings.

Fee for Services (Including Expenses): 

 Architectural   $ 9,700.00
 Mechanical & Electrical   $  5,570.00
 Structural   $  1,800.00
 Estimating   $  1,991.00

 Total Proposed Fee:   $ 19,061.00

Optional Services: 

 •  Assist with Presentation to County Commissioners: Hourly as required 

 •  Structural Evaluation of Existing Building: $ 2,700.00
  o  Scope of Work: WDY will provide a brief cursory walk through of the exisiting facility to familiarize   
      themselves with the building and provide an opinion regarding the types of seismic strengthening   
      that may be required for this type of structure related to current building code requirements.  Gravity   
      systems will only be reviewed for obvious exposed signs of distress.
   �  Opinions provided will be based only on the exposed-to-view conditions observed during the   
        cursory walk through of the building and experience with similar structures constructed in the   
        same period. 
   �  A brief letter will be prepared identifying observed structural defi ciencies and conceptual          
        improvements to mitigate the defi ciencies noted. 

Hourly Rates:

GPA Architects:
 
 Principal:  $142
 Architect 3:  $100
 Architect 2: $  90
 Architect 1: $  80
 Drafter 3: $  80
 Drafter 2: $  70
 Drafter 1: $  60
 Administrative: $  65
 Clerical: $  50

WDY Structural Engineering:

 Managing Principals: $150
 Principals:  $140
 Project Engineer I: $115
 Project Engineer II: $105 
 Designer I:  $  90
 Designer II:  $  80
 Draftsperson:  $  75
 Clerical:  $  40 

R&W Engineering:

 Principal:  $175
 Project Manager: $140
 Senior Engineer II: $130
 Senior Engineer I: $115
 Engineer:  $105
 Senior Technician II: $105
 Senior Technician I: $  95
 Technician/Designer $  85
 Draftsperson (CAD) $  65
 Clerical:  $  45

Architectural Cost Consultants:

 Principal: $150
 Sr. Estimator: $140
 M/E:  $115
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Thank You
Visit us Online at:
www.gparchitects.net
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Agenda Item 
Limmeroth Ranch Acquisition 

 

• Letters of Support 

• Letters of Opposition 
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Agenda Item 
Limmeroth Ranch Acquisition 

Letters of Support 
 

• Letter from Paul and Velma Limmeroth 

• Backcountry Hunters and Anglers Letter of 

Support 

• Deep Canyon Outfitters Letter of Support 

• Deschutes River Alliance Letter of Support 

• Foundation for North American Wild Sheep Letter 

of Support 

• Mayor Kay Letter of Support 

• Oregon Hunter’s Association Letter of Support 

• Oregon Wildlife Heritage Foundation Letter of 

Support 

• Wasco County Soil and Water Conservation 

District Letter of Support 

• Wild Salmon Center Letter of Support 

• Wild Turkey Foundation Letter of Support 
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- ------------------- -- ~------------------

Senator Bill Hansell 
900 Court St. NE, S-423 
Salem, OR 97301 

May 11 , 2015 

RE: Limmeroth Land Sale 

Senator Bill Hansell, 

Our family has been farming in Wasco County since 1875. We've been good stewards 
of the land and value the importance of farmers and agriculture in our State and 
Country. We are also property owners and expect to be treated equitably and without 
bias in pursuit of our right to sell land, as many others have successfully done without 
issue in our region. 

There are three family members that own the property. Through much deliberation and 
discord, the property is to be sold. This is a mandated decision and ruling by Judge 
Janet Stauffer made on May 18, 2011. 

Selling the property has been a very long process that has been taxing on all family 
members emotionally, physically and financially. Add to this the complexity of dealing 
with TPL (buyer) for two years. We've been confident in the sale transacting; it has just 
taken much longer than expected. The land has been marketed and available for 
anyone else to make an offer, which has not occurred. The loss of this sale will create 
significant hardships for our family . 

A 10,000 acre farm typically sounds significant - but understand that only 6% of this 
acreage is farmable for low value, low yielding wheat or barley. The vast majority is 
high desert scrub and canyons. The land is very low quality grazing to begin with, and 
with drought conditions occurring more often and for longer periods, the land will 
continue to degrade for this purpose. It's only the size of the property that allows for a 
relatively small number of cows to seasonally graze. So characterizing or 
romanticizing the loss offarm land is a gross perversion of the reality of this property. 

We are confused and disappointed by the efforts of the Farm Bureau to stop the sale. 
This appears to be a knee jerk reaction to correspondence from adjacent property 
owners that have self-serving interests both financially and personally. As with any 
farming community, there are histories between families. The letters we've read 
mischaracterize the property, the transaction, and the use. 
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Of course when the Farm Bureau staff reads these letters out of context they're going to 
be compelled to act. Probably protocol dictates they have to respond to complaints 
and explore action. But how could the findings lead to the current course of action 
without either an un-thorough investigation (was there an investigation) or some 
underlying bias against our family. Family members have had negative interactions 
with State agencies regarding this property, but surely this can't be the case. With the 
facts surrounding this sale so clear, one must come to the conclusion that we are simply 
being treated differently. We can't accept this and will take action to ensure our 
treatment is fair. 

The property will be sold . If need be, we will divide it into 3 separate parcels. Being a 
farmer, it's hard to sell anything that will ultimately end up under government control. 
Though in this case, the aesthetic value to the public outweighs the "farm" value. The 
farm value is so minuscule and getting smaller every year. There is no loss of taxes. 
The land is beautiful and very unique. Multiple mountain views, the Deschutes River, 
the last large stand of White Oak in Oregon, diverse wildlife, settler and Native 
American historical aspects ... 

There is no reason to stop this sale. The Farm Bureau should be focused on 
productive lands that offer reasonable agricultural value. Perhaps take on developers 
that are rapidly paving over the best soil in the world in the Willamette Valley, instead of 
bullying a farming family's mandated sale of unproductive terrain with so little 
agricultural value. 

We appreciate your consideration to expedite the removal of the objections to our sale. 

Sincerely, 

Cc: 

I~ _..,._, ........... ~ 
~cf~ 

Members of the Natural Resources Subcommittee 
Members of the Ways and Means Committee 
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May 1, 2015 

Greg Smith, State Representative 
900 Court St. NE, H-482 
Salem, OR 97301 
 
Dear Representative Smith: 
 
We are writing to express our full support for purchase of the 10,000 acre lower Deschutes 
River Ranch (Limmeroth Property) which would be managed by the Oregon Department of Fish 
and Wildlife.  This is a good move for the community.  It protects grazing practices on the 
property and surrounding lands while opening up much needed managed access for hunters 
and anglers.   All one has to do is look at the burgeoning growth of the outdoor recreational 
business in Maupin area.  Outdoor recreation has become big business in Oregon supporting 
140,000 jobs statewide which results in $13 billion dollars of consumer spending, according to 
the Outdoor Industry Association.  With its close proximity to metro areas such as Portland, you 
can expect more growth to the rural economy of this area. 
 
We have personally toured this property and it makes sense for purchase in other ways, as well.  
The property fits seamlessly into existing BLM lands providing not only more access but better 
protection for big game, steelhead, and salmon.  As you know, the property supports some of 
Oregon’s healthiest herds of bighorn sheep and mule deer.  The bighorn population found in 
this area has helped other states grow their herds opening up even more sporting opportunities 
in the west. 
 
Funding for the purchase of this property will also come from many sources outside of the 
state’s budget. And, the project has garnered much regional support and even national 
attention from sportsmen’s groups. 
 
The process to include this property has been moving forward for years.  There have been 
numerous meetings and hearings that have included user groups, neighbors, decision-makers, 
and elected officials.  Throughout this process one thing has always been clear.  The 
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landowners initiated the sale of their property.  We feel the purchase is the right move for 
better public access, conservation, and the rural economy of this unique area.   
 
Backcountry Hunters & Anglers was formed here in Oregon eleven years ago.  Since then, 
membership has expanded to all 50 states with 17 chapters in the U.S. and one in British 
Columbia.  Our mission is very simple – to protect our public lands, waters, and wildlife so 
future generations can enjoy the treasures that have been handed down to us.  We work hard 
to preserve the American heritage of hunting and fishing for the future. 
 
We thank you for your support of this project and look forward to a successful purchase 
conclusion in the near future.  If we can answer any further questions, or help in anyway, please 
don’t hesitate to call on us. 
 
Best regards, 
 

 
 
Brian Jennings, Oregon Outreach Coordinator 
Backcountry Hunters & Anglers 
PO Box 9040 
Bend, OR  97708 
503-913-1784 
brianjenningsmedia@gmail.com 
 

 
Ed Putnam, Oregon Chair 
Backcountry Hunters & Anglers 
541-678-3548 
 
 
 
 

mailto:brianjenningsmedia@gmail.com
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Wasco County Commissioners 
Wasco County Court House 
511 Washington St. 
The Dalles, OR  97058 
 
Re: Lower Deschutes River Ranch land acquisition (Limmeroth property) 
 
 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
 As the owner of Deep Canyon Outfitters I rely on the health of the Deschutes River for 
my business and livelihood.  I am writing to support the Lower Deschutes River Ranch land 
acquisition project (Limmeroth property) in Wasco County, Oregon.  
 

ODFW will be able to use federal and private funds to acquire the 10,128 acre ranch 
along the Lower Deschutes River and protect and restore the tributaries located on the property 
which are critical for steelhead, bull trout, salmon and redband trout.  Deep Canyon Outfitters 
takes clients on guided fly fishing trips on the Deschutes River - projects like the ranch 
acquisition will help maintain a healthy fishery and a healthy economy. 

 
I am pleased to support this acquisition project and encourage your continued support of 

this important project. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Damien Nurre, Owner 
Deep Canyon Outfitters 
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 www.deschutesriveralliance.org  

October 2, 2014 

 

Kristin Kovalik, Sr. Project Manager 
The Trust for Public Land 
805 SW Industrial Way, Suite 2 
Bend 97702 

 

RE: Lower Deschutes River Ranch Purchase 

 

Dear Kristin: 

 

Please accept this letter as proof of our endorsement of the Lower Deschutes 

River Ranch purchase.  As advocates for improving water quality in the lower 

Deschutes River, we see this as an opportunity for this landscape to contribute to 

improved water quality and quantity in the lower Deschutes River. 

 

Fish and wildlife will both benefit from the public acquisition and management of 

this land, and will also improve the recreational access and use by the public. 

 

We would be delighted to collaborate with the responsible public agencies to help 

document the benefits of this land purchase. 

 

In addition to the aforementioned water quality and habitat benefits of this 

purchase, it should be recognized that there are two Endangered Species Act 

listed species in the lower Deschutes River (Mid-Columbia Summer Run Steelhead 

and bull trout).  This acquisition supports the improved habitat surrounding the 

lower river and should provide better chances for species recovery. 

 

On behalf of the Deschutes River Alliance, 

 

 

Greg McMillan 

President 

Director, Science and Conservation 

Deschutes River Alliance 
Greg McMillan 
Director of Science & Conservation 
2421 Hillpine Court 
Bend, OR 97701 
541-388-9067 
greg@deschutesriveralliance.org 

 
David A. Moskowitz 
Executive Director 
3241 NE 73rd Avenue 
Portland, OR 97213 
971-235-8953 
 david@deschutesriveralliance.org 

 

Board of Directors 

Greg McMillan, President 
Bend, OR 

Damien Nurre, Vice-President 
Bend, OR 

Rick Trout, Treasurer 
Vancouver, WA 

John Hazel, Secretary 
Maupin, OR 

Kim Brannock, Director 
Bend, OR 

Campbell Groner, Director 
Portland, OR 

Rick Hafele, Director 
West Linn, OR 

Amy Hazel, Director 
Maupin, OR 

Tom Larimer, Director 
Hood River, OR 

Steve Light, Director 
Fairbanks, OR 

Larry Marxer, Director 
Portland, OR 

Steve Pribyl, Director 
The Dalles, OR 

Science Advisory Committee 

Rick Hafele, Chair 

Bill M. Bakke 

Larry Marxer 

Bill McMillan 

John McMillan 

Steve Pettit 

Steve Pribyl 

___________________________ 
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                     President 
George Houston 

ghouston@hevanet.com 
503-826-9109 

 
Past President 
Larry Hunts 

larrydavidhunts@gmail.com 
541-973-9732 

 
1st Vice President 

Dave Geelan 
David.j.geelan@boeing.com 

971-563-0619 
 

2nd Vice President 
Walter Chuck 

the4chucks@aol.com  
 

Secretary 
Jane Hunts 

jhunts@harryanddavid.com 
541-864-2681 

 
Treasurer 
Alan Day 

aday@centurytel.net 
503-678-1508 
503-522-7267 

 
 

Board Members 
 

Nicholas Berg  Linda South  
Vic Coggins         Don South 
Dale Campbell Ellen Campbell 
Larry Sides        Jim Torland 
Larry Jacobs Brent Tannock 
Jeremy Thompson  
Tom Peterson  Walt Van Dyke 
Andy Weibel Walter Chuck 
 
 

Website 
www.oregonfnaws.org 

www.facebook.com/orfnaws 
 

“Putting Wild Sheep 
on the Mountain” 

  
 
May 4, 2015 
 
 
Representative Greg Smith 
900 Court St. NE, H-482 
Salem, OR  97301 
 
At the July 20th 2014 Summer board meeting of the Oregon Chapter of the 
Foundation for North American Wild Sheep, our membership made a pledge to 
assist ODFW with acquiring $50,000.00 in funds toward the purchase of the 
River Ranch Project on the lower Deschutes River (Limmeroth project). The 
River Ranch contains a tremendous amount of excellent bighorn sheep habitat 
on the lower west side of the Deschutes River. 
 
At the present time the access for hunters on the lower west side of the 
Deschutes is limited. The acquisition of the Limmeroth property will very 
significantly affect the ability for hunters to access and hunt from the west side of 
the river. This is very important for hunters in general and bighorn sheep hunters 
in the lower Deschutes River canyon in specific, now and in the future.  
 
The addition of this property to ODFW’s Lower Deschutes Wildlife Area will 
really boost the agencies ability to protect and preserve wildlife habitat on the 
lower Deschutes river, in perpetuity. 
 
Bringing noxious weeds under careful monitoring and control in a number of 
areas on the new property will be extremely valuable. 
 
Your support for this most significant project would be appreciated. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
George Houston 
President 
Oregon Chapter, Foundation for North American Wild Sheep 
49714 S.E. Coalman Road 
Sandy, Oregon 97055 
 

http://www.oregonfnaws.org/
http://www.facebook.com/orfnaws
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      P.O. Box 308 
        408 Deschutes Avenue 
Frank Kay                  Maupin, OR  97037 
Mayor        Tel:  541-395-2698 
        Fax:  541-395-2499 
        E-mail:  maupincity@centurytel.net 
 

May 9, 2015 
Rep. Greg Smith 
900 Court Street NE  
(H-482) 
Salem, OR 97301 
 
 
Dear Representative Smith: 
 
 As Mayor of Maupin I am writing to express my support for the Lower Deschutes 
River Ranch project located in Wasco County.  I understand this property is being sold by 
a willing seller and will be acquired for a new State Wildlife Area.    The funds being 
used to purchase this property are a combination of private and federal grants.  No state 
funds are being used.  In fact, the federal grant through the USFWS (POP 128 in 
ODFW’s budget) that is being applied to the Lower Deschutes Ranch acquisition can 
only be used for wildlife management and cannot be used for ODFW’s general budget. 
 
Opportunities like the 10,000 acre Ranch acquisition are very rare.  The property has 
been used as a private hunting operation and was taken out of agricultural production 
over 20 years ago.  The property supports important big game and upland bird habitat and 
the tributaries are important for steelhead spawning and rearing.   
 
The town of Maupin and Wasco County have seen considerable economic benefits 
contributed to recreation tourism and a new State Wildlife Area will only enhance and 
broaden that opportunity. 
 
 
Thank you for your support of this important project. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
Mayor Frank Kay  
City of Maupin 

City of Maupin 

mailto:maupincity@centurytel.net
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March 5, 2015 
 
Natural Resources Subcommittee Members 
Joint Ways and Means 
Legislative Fiscal Office: 
900 Court St. NE, H-178 State Capitol, Salem OR 97301 
 
Re:  Oregon Hunters Association Support ODF&W Budget, Policy Option Package #128 - 
Lower Deschutes River Ranch Acquisition 
  
The Oregon Hunters Association (OHA) strongly urges the approval of Policy Option Package 
(POP) #128 - Lower Deschutes River Ranch Acquisition that is a part of the Oregon Department 
of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) budget.  It is our understanding that this POP will be reviewed by 
the Natural Resource Ways and Means Subcommittee.  This POP would allow for the 
expenditure of $1.29 million that comes to ODFW from the Pittman-Robertson Wildlife 
Restoration fund. 
 
Benefits associated with the land acquisition include the following: 
 

 Helps to protect, enhance, and restore aquatic and riparian habitats to benefit native fish 
and wildlife and desired game species. 

 
 Helps to protect, enhance, and manage upland habitats to benefit native wildlife and 

desired game species 
 

 Provides public access for use and enjoyment of high value wildlife habitat in central 
Oregon to include fishing, hunting, rafting, hiking, and general wildlife viewing. 

 
 Allows for adaptive long-term management of resources by ODFW through ongoing 

monitoring activities and data collection. 
 

 Provides opportunities for interpretation and environmental education that will foster 
visitors’ appreciation, understanding, and stewardship of the wildlife area’s fish and 
wildlife species and their associated habitats. 

 
 Would prevent future land uses that are incompatible with maintaining healthy bighorn 

sheep and mule deer populations within the Deschutes River canyon (i.e., sheep grazing, 
wind faming, etc.). 

 
 Would help to augment the management efforts by ODFW on the contiguous Lower 

Deschutes Wildlife Area.  
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OHA represents over 10,000 hunters throughout Oregon.  With likely increases in license 
fees, hunter attrition, and decline in big game species, sportsmen are asking, “What has the State 
done for fish and wildlife lately?”  Supporting this acquisition would be a big step toward 
answering that question. 
  Thank you for your consideration in the matter.  If you have any questions please don’t 
hesitate to contact me at (541) 479-8631. 
 
Sincerely,  

 
Fred Craig, OHA President 
 
cc:  Curt Melcher 
 Ron Anglin 
 Brett E. Brownscombe 
 Oregon Fish and Wildlife Commission 
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September 8, 2014 

Kristin Kovalik 
The Trust for Public Land 
805 SW Industrial Way, Suite 1 
Bend, Oregon 97702 

Dear Ms. Kovalik: 
As Executive Director of Oregon Wildlife and on behalf of our Board of Directors, I'm 
pleased to write this letter of support for the Lower Deschutes Ranch land acquisition 
proposal. As you may know, Oregon Wildlife (Heritage Foundation) partnered with the 
State of Oregon in the early 1980' s to raise the money needed for a series of land 
acquisitions on the Lower Deschutes River; protecting, in perpetuity, public access to one 
of Oregon's most iconic rivers. 

The purchase of the I 0,198 acre Lower Deschutes River Ranch, is important for many 
reasons. The property provides significant habitat for bighorn sheep and includes two 
Deschutes River tributaries; Ferry Creek and Oak Creek that are critical spawning habitat 
for Mid-Columbia summer steelhead and red band trout. In addition the purchase of this 
property expands public recreational access in the Lower Deschutes River basin. The 
opportunity to acquire a property of this size and proximity to the Deschutes River is 
unique and Oregon Wildlife enthusiastically supports efforts to do so. 

If the effort to purchase the Lower Deschutes Ranch property is successful, Oregon 
Wildlife is committed to partnering with the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife to 
support, with financial contributions from our dedicated Deschutes River Ftmd, 
restoration projects on the property that benefit fish and wildlife habitat. 

Oregon Wildlife urges full support of this grant request for the Lower Deschutes Ranch 
property. Please contact me if you have any questions about Oregon Wildlife's 
endorsement of this project. +ards, 
Tim Greseth 
Executive Director 

PO Box 30406 Porrland, OR 97294-3406 ElN 93-0797904 p: 503-255-6059 e: info@owhf.org 
www.owhf.org I www.facebook.com/ orwildlife I www.rwin:er.com/ orwildJife I \>VWw.yourube.com/ orwildlife 

.. vww.flickr.com/ orwildlife I www.pinreresr.com/ orwildlifc 
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Wasco County Soil & Water Conservation District 
2325 River Road, Sutte 3 

The Dalles, OR 97058-355 1 
Tel· (541 ) 296-6178 e'<t. 3. Fax· (54 1) 296-7868. E-mail: wasco.swcd@'oacd.org 

May 7, 2015 

Rep. Greg Smith 
900 Court St. NE, H-482 
Salem, OR 9730 I 

Dear Rep. Greg Smith, 

The ODFW Mid-Columbia District in collaboration with the Trust for Public Land (TPL) is proposing an 
acquisition in the Lower Deschutes River canyon in north central Oregon. The Trust for Public Lands 
currently holds an Option to Purchase the subject propetty from the Limmeroth Family. ODFW staff is 
working with TPL to establish a purchase and sale agreement wherein ODFW will purchase the property 
from TPL upon completion of state due diligence requirements: final commission approval. and 
legislative hudget approval. funds for the acquisition have been received from multiple sources. with 
approximately half coming through the Ruby Pipeline Mitigation Fund and USFWS. 

This parcel contains tive key Oregon Conservation Strategy (OCS) habitats that would be protected and 
enhanced; Aquatic and Riparian habitats in Oak and Ferry canyons, Oak Woodlands, Sagebrush Steppe, 
and Grasslands. The property is located within the Conservation Priority area 3 for the Columbia Plateau 
Ecoregion tCPE). The acquisition benefits and addresses all five of the key habitats; the five key species 
listed in the priority area (Ferruginous Hawk. Lewis• Woodpecker, Oull Trout - Columbia River 
Population, Summer Sreelhead, Sagebrush Lizard), and would provide ODFW the opportunity to address 
all recommended conservation actions on this parcel. 

This property contains one of the eastern most remnant stands of oak wood lands in Oregon. Conversion 
to agriculture has removed almost all of the ot11er historic Oak woodlands from the canyon breaks of the 
Deschutes Ri ver. For all ofthe habitats present, protection and restoration is the primary management 
focus should the property be successfu lly acquired. 

The Lowe•· Deschutes River Ranch Acquisition, will com plement the current Lower Deschutes Wild life 
Area by adding over I 0,000 acres to the existing 8,000 acre wildlife area and wi ll create approx.imately 
25.000 acres of contiguous habitats and public access on the west s ide of the Deschutes River. 

Attached is the October 22, 2014 support letter from the Wasco County Soil & Water Conservation Board 
to The Trust for Public Lands. 

Sincerely. 

7~0~ 
Ron Graves 
District Manager 

C: file c, board 

Serving the people of Wasco County since 1942. Visit us on the web· www. wasco, oacd org 
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Wasco County Soil & Water Conservation District 
2325 R 1vcr Road, Suite 3 

The Dalles, OR 97058-3551 
Tel (541) 296-617 · ext. 3. Fax: (541) 296-78n • L-mail: wasco .. ,, cd ?! oacd.org 

October 2'2, 20 I 4 

Kristin Kovalik 
'I he Trust for Public l..'lnd 
805 SW Industrial Way, Suite I 
Dend, OR 97702 

Dear Kristin, 

The purpose or this letter is tu express Wasco County SWCD's support for U1e Lower Deschutes River 
Ranch land acquisition propost~l. The proposed acquisi tion nnd management plan for the I 0.198 acre 
property aligns well within our miss ion. This acquisition aligns the opportunit) or a ""i lling seller 
"" ith strategic conservation priorities at the local. regional and national levels. 

The property is located within the CP-03 ODFW Oregon Conservation Strategy Opportunity Area 
and contains five important strategy habitats including aquatic. riparian, agebrush steppe, grassland, 
and oak woodland. Two Deschutes tributaries that are state water quality limited for temperature 
(ferry Creek and Oak Creek) Oow through the propeny and into the Deschutes River and support 
spawning and rearing habitat for ESA-1 isted Mid-Columbia sum me1· steel head and Chi nook Sa lmon. If 
acquired, this property will improve habitat connectivity by linking to over 55,000 acres of adjacent 
public lands currently managed for conservation purposes. We understand that through various 
planned restoration actions, including riparian restoration, re-establishment of native grasses, and 
management or noxious weeds, water quality and fish and wildlife habitat will be improved. 

The Trust for Public Land is a new partner in our county, but has been reaching ou1 to local partners and 
looking for opportunities to collaborate and to complement existing conservation efr011s. I f acquired, 
The Lower De chutes River Ranch will be managed by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildli fe. 
ODFW plans to expand their Lower Deschutes noxious weed management program to th i!> propeny, 
which is already being successfully implemented along the Deschutes River corridor. The Wasco 
County SWCD i , a partner in U1at effort. By expanding this weed management program inland, it will 
also benefit the adjacent agricultural lands by reducing re ources allocated to noxious weed control. 

The Wasco County SWCD board voted to support this project contingent on avoidance of the use of a 
n~ighboring property' s gated road for public access. This gated road is a fann road used by Bill 
Hammel in his agricultural operation. 

Sincerely. 

~~ 
Ron Graves 
District Manager 

C: file c, board 

Serving the people of Wasco County smce 1942. Visit us on the web: www.wasco.oacd.org 

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



-- ... ----.--- ·--- ~-
(.& I. 

•KingSley 

-
O....hip 

&nau oll..n! Mlnlganent 
Sla1e Of l..ocllt..and 
!Ueau d Indian Alfalrs 

J 
' £;• 

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



 

 

 
September 4, 2014 
 
Kristin Kovalik 
The Trust for Public Land 
805 SW Industrial Way, Suite 1 
Bend, OR 97702 
 
Dear Kristin, 
 
The purpose of this letter is to voice Wild Salmon Center’s enthusiastic support for the Lower 
Deschutes River Ranch land acquisition proposal.  The Lower Deschutes River has been 
recognized as a wild Salmon Stronghold by the State of Oregon under the North American 
Salmon Stronghold Partnership. The river supports strong populations of fall Chinook, which 
spawn and rear in its main stem, and a viable (east-side) population of summer steelhead.  These 
populations anchor a robust recreational fishery on the lower Deschutes and middle Columbia 
that are vital to the regional economy. Equally important, they support vital subsistence fisheries 
for the lower and middle Columbia River tribes.    
 
The ‘Expert Panel’ charged with developing the Mid-Columbia Steelhead Recovery Plan 
recognized “land use as having the most key concerns of any threat category [in the Plan] 
because, for most populations, the greatest impairment to viability has resulted from changes to 
the tributary spawning, rearing, and migration habitats.”  Acquisition of this 10,198 acre property 
will ensure that the parcel is not divided into smaller acreage farms, preventing habitat 
fragmentation and conversion of native grassland and shrub-steppe habitat to commercial 
agriculture use. This will ensure that the health of two tributaries, Ferry Creek and Oak Creek, 
are maintained and continue to provide cold, oxygen-rich water to the Deschutes mainstem while 
supporting spawning and rearing habitat for summer steelhead and Redband Trout.  
 
Wild Salmon Center encourages full support for the Lower Deschutes River Ranch property. 
Please don’t hesitate to contact me for further information on the Salmon Stronghold program or 
Wild Salmon Center’s support for this project.  
 
 
Best Regards, 

 
 

 
Mark Trenholm 
Salmon Stronghold Program Manager 
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20849 SE Tamer Lane 
Bend, OR 97702 
(541) 389-5149 
 
 
April 30, 2015 
 
 
Rep. Greg Smith 
900 Court St. NE, H-482 
Salem, OR  97301 
 
Dear Representative Smith, 
 
The Oregon Chapter of the National Wild Turkey Federation supports the proposed Lower Deschutes 
River Ranch Acquisition by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife.  This addition to the Lower 
Deschutes Wildlife Area will have the multiple benefits of conserving 10,000 acres of wildlife habitat 
while enhancing public access.  The acquisition would have the effect of creating approximately 25,000 
acres of contiguous public access on the west side of the Deschutes River.   
 
This property contains important habitat that should be conserved for wildlife benefits, including a 
remnant stand of oak woodland, a habitat that has almost disappeared in eastern Oregon.   Most of the 
historic oak woodlands in this watershed have been lost to agricultural conversion, and we do not want 
this property to risk a similar fate.  This parcel contains five key Oregon Conservation Strategy habitats 
that would be conserved and enhanced by ODFW for the benefit of our state’s wildlife.   
 
The acquisition of this property will be a win for Oregon’s outdoor public, particularly the hunters who 
fund wildlife conservation through excise taxes and hunting license fees.  As hunter numbers decline, so 
does our ability to manage the increasingly marginalized wildlife of our state.   Lack of access has been 
identified as one of the primary reasons for people giving up on hunting.  Acquisitions such as the 
proposed Lower Deschutes River Ranch are a step in the right direction for Oregon to provide more 
opportunity for our hunters.   
 
The National Wild Turkey Federation believes so strongly in the need to conserve and enhance upland 
wildlife habitats and preserve our hunting heritage that we have created an initiative:  Save the Habitat. 
Save the Hunt.    You will be doing exactly that by supporting the acquisition of the Lower Deschutes 
River Ranch by ODFW.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Jason Preston 
Chairman 
Oregon Chapter of the NWTF 
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Agenda Item 
Limmeroth Ranch Acquisition 

Letters in Opposition 
 

• Letter from Bob & Nancy Hammel 

• Letter from Kortge 

• Letter from May 

• Letter from LaVelle Underhill 

• Letter from Wilderness Unlimited 

• Letter from Filbins 
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--------------·-------- ·-- - ···---·---------· 

Wasco County Commissioners 
County Government Office 
511 Washington Street, #302 
The Dalles, Oregon 97058 

Dear County Commissioners, 

April 22, 2015 

No. 2559 P. 2 

We are writing to express our concern over the acquisition of the Lim me roth Ranch property by 
the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) for use as a recreational area, and ask that 
the County oppose the acquisition. 

As you are aware, the ODFW, through the Trust for Public Lands, is seeking to acquire 
approximately 10,000 acres of ranch land in Wasco County. ODFW plans to add this land to the 
existing Lower Deschutes Wildlife Area, over doubling the size of this wildlife reserve. The 
property will be open to the public for hiking, wildlife viewing, hunting, and fishing, and will 
apparently include an established day use park, which without funds for supervision or 
management could easily be used for overnight camping. Acquisition ofthe Limmeroth Ranch 
property would also open up public access to thousands of acres of land managed by the 
Bureau of Land Management, which currently does not provide for easy public access and 
which we rely on to graze our cattle and maintain viable ranching_ operations. We believe that 
ODFW's use and management ofthe land will create serious conflicts for our ranching 
operations, and we are against this expansion of public ownership in Wasco County. 

The Limmeroth Ranch has been part of a working cattle ranch for decades, and has been a big 
part of the ranching fiber of this community. The property was originally listed for sale in 2011. 
It appears that ODFW's interest in the property began with its initial listing, with the Trust of 
Public Lands engaging in the acquisition in 2013. We understa~d that two private offers were 
made on the property, but were rejected as too low. The general feeling of the ranching 
community is that the appraised value for the property was far above its actual market value as 
a working ranch, and competition against a well-funded ODFW and Trust for Public Lands was a 
strong motivator for the family to hold out for a higher price, effectively limiting the market for 
this property to public agencies or trusts willing to pay a premium. While we certainly support 
ranchers making a profit from the sale of their properties, the entry of public entities into the 
private market for ranches causes price inflation in the area and puts area ranchers interested 
in purchasing the property at a competitive ctJ~advantage. 

As the neighboring landowners to the Limmeroth ranch, we are very concerned about the 
Impacts that the sale of the ranch and conversion of the ranch to public use. While we 
understand that ODFW is going to endeavor to maintain some level of ranching on the property 
after its sale, that use will be secondary to the public uses intended for the ranch, and we have 
concerns that use will not be maintained in the events of any conflicts with the primary public 
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Apr.23. 2015 1:10PM NCPHD No. 2559 P. 3 

use. There are also valuable BLM permits associated with the Ummeroth ranch. We are 
concerned that the value ofthese permits will be lost instead of being maintained as part of a 
working cattle ranch. 

We are also concerned that this project will have detrimental impacts on neighboring farm and 
ranch operations, making it more difficult to maintain a working landscape and keep our ranch 
land in production. Increased public access to our ranch land creates a host of management 
Issues resulting from increased public use near our closely managed ranching 
operations. These conflicts include increased risk of trespass, Increased costs due to the need 
for more frequent oversight of livestock and farming operations, and the risk of harm to 
livestock through gates being left open, animals being chased or shot, water troughs being 
vandalized, and other critical infrastructure being damaged. Due to the remote nature of these 
operations, it is not possible for us to monitor our lands or cattle at all times. With significantly 
increased public traffic in the area, the costs of this access to our operations will be real, and 
will make it more difficult for us to maintain productive working ranches. 

It is for these reasons that we have been working with the Oregon Farm Bureau and the Wasco 
County F'arm Bureau to oppose this acquisition. We ask that the county commission help 
protect Oregon•s ranch land for agricultural use, and opp'ose this project in your county, 

Thank you for your consideration and please do not hesitate to contact any of the landowners 
indicated below with any questions, We are also working with Mary Anne Nash at the Oregon 
Farm Bureau on this acquisition, and you can contact her with any questions at 541-740-4062 
or Maryanne@oregonfb.org. 

Sincerely, 

~b.N~G~~\ 

Cc: 
Mary Anne Nash, Oregon Farm Bureau 
Curt Melcher, Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Senator Ted Ferrioli, Oregon State Senate 
Senator Bill Hansell, Oregon State Senate 
Representative Greg Smith, Oregon House of Representatives 
Representative John Huffman1 Oregon House of Representatives 
Diane Daggett, Trust for Public lands 
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Wasco County Commissioners 
County Government Office 
511 Washington Street, #302 
The Dalles, Oregon 97058 

Dear County Commissioners, 

April 22, 2015 

We are writing to express our concern over the acquisition ofthe Limmeroth Ranch property by 
the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) for use as a recreational area, and ask that 
the County oppose the acquisition. 

As you are aware, the ODFW, through the Trust for Public Lands, is seeking to acquire 
approximately 10,000 acres of ranch land in Wasco County. ODFW plans to add this land to the 
existing Lower Deschutes Wildlife Area, over doubling the size of this wildlife reserve. The 
property will be open to the public for hiking, wildlife viewing, hunting, and fishing, and will 
apparently include an established day use park, which without funds for supervision or 
management could easily be used for overnight camping. Acquisition ofthe Limmeroth Ranch 
property would also open up public access to thousands of acres of land managed by the 
Bureau of Land Management, which currently does not provide for easy public access and 
which we rely on to graze our cattle and maintain viable ranching operations. We believe that 
ODFW's use and management of the land will create serious conflicts for our ranching 
operations, and we are against this expansion of public ownership in Wasco County. 

The Limmeroth Ranch has been part of a working cattle ranch for decades, and has been a big 
part of the ranching fiber of this community. The property was originally listed for sale in 2011. 
It appears that ODFW's interest in the property began with its initial listing, with the Trust of 
Public Lands engaging in the acquisition in 2013. We understand that two private offers were 
made on the property, but were rejected as too low. The general feeling of the ranching 
community is that the appraised value for the property was far above its actual market value as 
a working ranch, and competition against a well-funded ODFW and Trust for Public Lands was a 
strong motivator for the family to hold out for a higher price, effectively limiting the market for 
this property to public agencies or trusts willing to pay a premium. While we certainly support 
ranchers making a profit from the sale of their properties, the entry of public entities into the 
private market for ranches causes price inflation in the area and puts area ranchers interested 
in purchasing the property at a competitive disadvantage. 

As the neighboring landowners to the Limmeroth ranch, we are very concerned about the 
impacts that the sale of the ranch and conversion ofthe ranch to public use. While we 
understand that ODFW is going to endeavor to maintain some level of ranching on the property 
after its sale, that use will be secondary to the public uses intended for the ranch, and we have 
concerns that use will not be maintained in the events of any conflicts with the primary public 
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use. There are also valuable BLM permits associated with the limmeroth ranch. We are 
·concerned that the value ofthese permits will be lost instead of being maintained as part of a 
working cattle ranch. 

We are also concerned that this project will have detrimental impacts on neighboring farm and 
ranch operations, making it more difficult to maintain a working landscape and keep our ranch 
land in production. Increased public access to our ranch land creates a host of management 
issues resulting from increased public use near our closely managed ranching 
operations. These conflicts include increased risk of trespass, increased costs due to the need 
for more frequent oversight of livestock and farming operations, and the risk of harm to 
livestock through gates being left open, animals being chased or shot, water troughs being 
vandalized, and other critical infrastructure being damaged. Due to the remote nature of these 
operations, it is not possible for us to monitor our lands or cattle at all times. With significantly 
increased public traffic in the area, the costs of this access to our operations will be real, and 
will make it more difficult for us to maintain productive working ranches. 

It is for these reasons that we have been working with the Oregon Farm Bureau and the Wasco 
County Farm Bureau to oppose this acquisition. We ask that the county commission help 
protect Oregon's ranch land for agricultural use, and oppose this project in your county. 

Thank you for your consideration and please do not hesitate to contact any of the landowners 
indicated below with any questions. We are also working with Mary Anne Nash at the Oregon 
Farm Bureau on this acquisition, and you can contact her with any questions at 541-740-4062 
or Maryanne@oregonfb.org. 

Sincerely, 

Cc: 
Mary Anne Nash, Oregon Farm Bureau 
Curt Melcher, Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Senator Ted Ferrioli, Oregon State Senate 
Senator Bill Hansell, Oregon State Senate 
Representative Greg Smith, Oregon House of Representatives 
Representative John Huffman, Oregon House of Representatives 
Diane Daggett, Trust for Public lands 
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Wasco County Commissioners 

County Government Office 
511 Washington Street, #302 
The Dalles, Oregon 97058 

Dear County Com missioners, 

Apt'il 22., 2.015 

We are writing to express our concern over ~he acquisition ofthe limmeroth Ranch property by 
the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife {OOFW} for use as a recreational area, and ask that 
the County oppose the acquisition. 

As you are aware, the ODFW, through the l(ust for Public lands, is seeking to acquire 
approximately 10,000 acres of ranch land in Wasco County. ODFW plans to add this land to the 
existing lower Deschutes Wildlife Area, ove ,. doubling the size of this wildlife reserve. The 
property will be open to the public for hiking, wildlife viewing, hunting, and fishing, and will 
apparently include an established day use park, which without funds for supervision or 
management could easily be used for overn,ght camping. Acquisition of the Limmeroth Ranch 
property would also open up public access i o thousands of acres of land managed by the 
Bureau of land Management, which curremly does not provide for easy public access and 
which we rely on to graze our cattle and m;;intain viable ranching operations. We believe that 
ODFW's use and management of the land v ... ill create serious conflicts for our ranching 
operations, and we are against this expansion of public ownership in Wasco County. 

The limmeroth Ranch has been part of a working cattle ranch for decades, and has been a big 
part of the ranching fiber of this communi~. The property was originally listed for sale in 2011. 
It appears that ODFW's interest in the prop,~rty began with its initial listing, with the Trust of 
Public lands engaging in the acquisition in ;:o13. We understand that two private offers were 
made on the property, but were rejected a~, too low. The general feeling of the ranching 
community is that the appraised value for t1ue property was far above its actual market value as 
a working ranch, and competition against a well-funded ODFW and Trust for Public Lands was a 
strong motivator for the family to hold out !'or a higher price, effectively limiting the market for 
this property to public agencies or trusts willing to pay a premium. While we certainly support 
ranchers making a profit from the sale oftteir properties, the entry of public entities into the 
private market for ranches causes price infL:Jtion in the area and puts area ranchers interested 
in purchasing the property at a competitive disadvantage. 

As the neighboring landowners to the limn;eroth ranch, we are very concerned about the 
impacts that the sale of the ranch and conversion of the ranch to public use. While we 
understand that ODFW is going to endeavo,- to maintain some level of ranching on the property 
after its sale, that use will be secondary to i he public uses intended for the ranch, and we have 
concerns that use will not be maintained in the events of any conflicts with the primary public 
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use. There are also valuable BlM permits c:ssociated with the Ummeroth ranch. We are 
concerned that the value of these permits v .. dll be lost instead of being maintained as part of a 
working cattle ranch. 

We are also concerned that this project will have detrimental impacts on neighboring farm and 
ranch operations, making it more difficult tc maintain a working landscape and keep our ranch 
land in production. Increased public access to our ranch land creates a host of management 
issues resulting from increased public use n ~ar our closely managed ranching operations. 
These conflicts include increased risk of tre :;pass, increased costs due to the need for more 
frequent oversight of livestock and farming Jperations, and the risk of harm to livestock 
through gates being left open, animals bein,~ chased or shot, water troughs being vandalized, 
and other critical infrastructure being damaged. Due to the remote nature of these operations, 
it is not possible for us to monitor our land~ or cattle at all times. With significantly increased 
public traffic in the area, the costs of this ac:ess to our operations will be real, and will make it 
more difficult for us to maintain productive working ranches. 

It is for these reasons that we have been wcrking with the Oregon Farm Bureau and the Wasco 
County Farm Bureau to oppose this acquisit on. We ask that the county commission help 
protect Oregon's ranch land for agricultural use, and oppose this project in your county. 

Thank you for your consideration and pleasr-:! do not hesitate to contact any of the landowners 
indicated below with any questions. We arE also working with Mary Anne Nash at the Oregon 
Farm Bureau on this acquisition, and you ca,, contact her with any questions at 541-740-4062 
or Maryanne@oregonfb.org. 

Cc: 
Mary Anne Nash, Oregon Farm Bureau 
Curt Melcher, Oregon Department of Fish a 1d Wildlife 
Senator Ted Ferrioli, Oregon State Senate 
Senator Bill Hansell, Oregon State Senate 
Representative Greg Smith, Oregon Housed Representatives 
Representative John Huffman, Oregon Hou~ e of Representatives 
Diane Daggett, Trust for Public lands 

60/GO 391;;1d S3ld1;;11S 908E85C:1PST 

kathyw
Typewritten Text
Return to Agenda



Martin {Buck) & laVelle Underhill 
P.O. Box 266 

Dufur, OR 97021 

underhillfarms@gmail.com 

Wasco County Commissioners 
Wasco County Courthouse 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

Dear Commissioners: 

May 29, 2015 

We were unaware you approved a property sa le between the limmeroth family and the 
Oregon Trust for Public Lands on the Deschutes River. Once the sale is complete, the property 

will be managed by ODFW. The purpose ofthis letter is to inform you this sale negatively 
impacts our private property and request you discourage ODFW from opening our private 
property to traffic, trespassing, litter and vandalism. 

In 2011, we reached an agreement with the Ummeroth family regarding 2 road easements 
across our property to access the Deschutes property. This agreement was part of a property 
sale between ourselves and the Limmeroths. The easement was carefully drafted to restrict 
the use of the access roads and prevent the roads from being used by the general public. 

The easement agreement is attached for your review. 

The Grant of Easement through Underhill property (called Porcupine and Kunz) specifically 
states it is not a "public easement". The intention of this prohibition was to avoid members of 
the general public from using the road. The owner of the easement may grant use of the road 
only to the owner's "officers, directors, members, managers, tenants, employees, guests, and 
other invitees" . By the terms of the easement the owner may only allow people to use the 
road that are specifically identified, not members of the general public. 

Furthermore, paragraph 9 of the Grant of Easement states we have the right to keep our lock 

on the gate, it will remain locked, and all the locks will be re-locked after use. This also shows 
the intention of the easement to restrict public use. 

The ODFW has expressed an intention to use the easements as a general public access. In 
other words, OD~W is attempting to override the clear lettering of the easement agreement. 
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We will use all legal means possible to protect our private property and the intention of the 
easement agreement. 

We request the Wasco County Commissioners assist us in opposing ODFW's radical and brazen 
position and help us protect our land. 

Please call or email with your questions or comments. 

&:~4/A-/~ 
LaVelle Underhill 
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After recording rerum to: 
Bradley Y. Timmon~. PC 
PO Bnx 2350 
The Dalles, OR 9705 8 

Wasco County Official Records 2011-00412Q 
DEED-ESMT I 

Cnt•1 S\!1•1 WASCO COUf'iTY11/30f2011 03.21 PM 
$25.00$1 ~ .00 $15.00$10.00$15.00 $76.00 

~~~llJIH~!~JmiJJ~IIIIIIIIIIIIII~ 
1, \lnd~ ~'"'~~"· O::oomtv Clerk rorwuco County, 
or~uon, :ortlt'/ !h1\ tn' INtrumtnt ldtntiR•d 
h"'ntn ~·'~' t$c:or<1<HI In lht Cltrh rtcordt. 

GRANT Of EASEMENT 

PARTJES; 

Gra11tor: 

Grantees: 

RECITALS: 

Martin A. Underhill as Trustee of the Martin A. Underhill 
Revocable Living Trust daled January 20, 201 J 

Paul M. Limmeroth 
Ruth AJexROder 
Edward F. Linuneroth 

A_ Grantor owns in fee simple real property located in Wasco County. State of Oregon, and 
described as follows and hereinafter refcrrl!d to as the Under/till Property: 

PARCEL :t: 
South half of Southwest quarter of Section 13; South half of Southeast quarter, 
Northwest quarter and Southwest quarter of Section 14; Northeast quarter. Southeast 
quarter and Northwest quarter of Section 23; and Northwest quarter of Section 24, 
EXCEPTING THEREFROM the portion conveyed by right of way deed from T. A. 
Wilhelm, et ux., el a!., to Wasco County, dated October 16, 1939, and recorded October 
18, 1939 in Deed Book 91, Page 95, all of the above in Township 2 South, Range 14 
East of the Willamettc Meridian in the County of Wasco Mel State of Oregon. 

PARCEL2: 
The Southeast quarter of Section 15, North half and Southeast quarter of Section 22, 
Southwest quarter of Section 23 and the Northeast quarter of Section 27, all in Township 
2 South, Range 14 East of the Willamette Meridian, Wasco County, Oregon. 

B. Grantees own real property lying southeast of Tygh Ridge County Road and Center Ridge 
Cou11ty Road and northwest of the Deschutes .River located in Tovmship 2 South, Ranges 14 
and 15 East, and Township 3 t1mtth1 Ranges 14 and 15 East, of the WiUamette Meridian, 
Wasco County, Oregon. All of Granteel:i' said property is hereinafter referred to as the 
Limmeroth Property. 

C. The Underhill Property is located between Tygh Ridge and Center Ridge County Roads and 
the Lim.meroth Proril;rty. 

Page 1 of 4- Grant of Easement 
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EASEMENT: 

NOW, THEREFORE, for good and valuable consideration, the sufticiency of which is hereby 
acknowledged, Grantor Martin A. VIUierltill as Trustee of lire Marlin A. Under/till Re1:ocable 
LiiJing Trust dated January 20, 2011, hereby grants unto Grantees Paul M. Limmerotll, Ruth 
Alexa11der aud Edward F. Limmerot/1 , and Grantees' heirs, successors and assigns, for the 
benefit of the Limmeroth Property, a permanent, non-exclusive access easement over and across 
the Underhill Property in accordance with and subject to the tenns and conditions set forth 
below. 

TERMS AND CONDITIONS 

I. C!tSCment Appurtenant to Grantee§' Umd. The easement shall be appurtenant to and shall 
benefit the Limmeroth Property. (irantec~ may use the easement to gain access to Grantees' 
real property, and to public properti~s and rivers thal arc located beyond Grantees' real 
property. 

2. Not a Public Easement. The easement is not a public casement. 

3. Location of Easement. The easement shall be located on the Underhill Property at two 
separate roadway locations as shown on Exhibit 1 attached hereto. The location of the first 
roadway is incticated on Ex hi bit I as the "l'orcLlpine Easement." The Porcupine Easement is 
located in Parcel L described above starting at Center rudge County Road through the 
existing pipe gate, along the existing BPA access road to the nearest access point located at 
the existing gate at the northwest comer of the Grantees' property. The location of the second 
access point is indicated on Exhibit 1 as the "Kunz Ensement." The Kun.z Easement is 
located in Parcel 2 described above starting at Tygh Ridge County Road along the existing 
BPA road. 

At any time following the recording of this instrument in the Wasco County deed records, 
either party, or their respective successor(s) in jnterest. may have the location of one or more 
of the roadways surveyed at tl1at parties' expense. After having the survey performed, the 
party hjring the survey shall provide a copy of the survey to the other party, and the survey 
shall be approved by the other party within thirty days of receipt. Upon approval of the 
survey, a supplement to this instrument shall be recorded in the Wasco County deed records, 
referring to this instrument by date and recording number, and shall include a legal 
description of the easements. The supplement shall be signed by Grantor and Grantees, or 
their respective successor(s), and shall be notarized. If the parties are unable to agree upon 
the survey, the legal description~ or any ~JLh~·· matter pur:manl to this paragraph, lht: matter 
shall be decided by arbitration. The arbitrator shall be appointed by the Presiding Judge of 
the Wasco County CirGuit Court and the arbitration shall be conducted in accordance with 
applicable Oregon statutes and court rules concerning mandatory arbitration. Grantees shall 
have the right to use the casement prior to the survey and lhe recording of the supplement to 
this instrument. 
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If a court of jurisdiction determines that this grant of easement at the above described 
locations, or any part of said roadway locations, violates the tenns of one or more of the 
easements that presently encumber the Underhi.ll Property, then the parties shall relocate all 
or a portion of the easement and roadways as is necessary to provide Grantees with 
comparable roadway access that does not violate the terms of the other prior easements. In 
that case, the easement and roadways, or a portion thereof, shall be relocated to a comparable 
location on the Underhill Property that is as near to the above described easement and 
roadways as is reasonably possible, but still accomplishes the purposes of this instrument. If 
the parties are unable to agree upon the new location, then the location shall be determined 
by an arbitrator appointed by the Presiding Judge of the Wasco County Circuit Court in 
accordance with state and local statutes and rules applicable to court-annexed mandatory 
arbitration in Wasco County, Oregon. Grantees may, but are not required to, construct a new 
road, at their expense, on any portion of the easement that is relocated. 

4. Width of Roadway. Each easement shall be 15 feet in width to accommodate a single lane 
roadway. The width of the easement is 15 feet in order to accommodate large equipment, 
meandering roadways and turns; however, the easement may not be improved beyond the 
current width of the existing roadway 

5. Use of Access Easement. The easement shall be used only for vehicular (including farm 
equipment), animal and pedestrian access purposes in conjunction with the lawfully 
permitted and authorized uses of the Gt·ant~:r::s' property, including residential, ttgricultural 
and recreational purposes; provided, however, the easement may not be used to gain access 
to a benefitted properly for the purpose of conducting industrial activities thereon. 

6. Reservation of Use. Grantor reserves the right to use the easement areajointly with Grantees 
and authorized users of the easement. The casement shall not be useu for parking or loading, 
except in the case of an emergency. 

7. No Hunting Rights Granted. This instrument shall not be construed to grant hunting rights to 
Grantees on the Underhill Property. 

8. Maintenance and Repair. The roadways within the easements are currently unimproved 
gravel and dirt roads, and in some areas they are not well defined. Grantees may, but are not 
required to, improve, maintai11 and repair the t·oadways as Grantees may desire at Grantees' 
expense. Grantor shall have no obligation to improve, maintain or repair the roads. Pmvided, 
however, Grantor and Grantees shaU be liable to pay repair costs resulting from damage to 
the roadways caused by them, or by thejr respective lessees, invitees, guests, cuslomers, 
agents or employees. 

9. Gates and Locl{s. Either party may plnce and mnlntnin a gate at tbe entrance of the roadways 
from the county road. Grantor and Grantees shall keep all such gates closed after use. Either 
party may place locks on any such gate, but shaU provide the other party with a key to the 
lock or allow the other party to place a lock on the chain. All locks shall be re~locked after 
use. 
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I 0. Aulhoriz~d Users. Th~ enscmen~ may be used by the owner(s) of Grantees property, ltnd by 
the owner(s)'s officers. directors, members, managers, tenants, employt!es. guests aJtd other 
invitees. 

11 Attorney's Fees. Should any person institute nny action or proceeding to enforce nny 
provision of this instrument, the prevailing party shall be entitled to recover from the losing 
party, in flddition to costs and expenses. its reasom1blc attorney fees nt arbitration, lrinl and on 
appeal, in an amount determined by the court. 

12. Applicable Law. Thjs instrument shall be constn.1ed in accordance wilh the laws of the State 
of Oregon. 

13. Modification. This instrument may be modified only by a wrillen instrument signed by the 
fee owner(s) of the Properties. 

14. Binding Effect. The casements crc:ated by and the covenants set forth in this instrument shall 
run with the land as to aU properties specifically buidened and benefited thereby. This 
easement shall be binding upon, burden and benefit, each party's heirs, successors, assigns, 
lessees, and mortgagees (or beneficiaries under a deed of trust). 

;z_.-~ This Grant of Easement is executed thiS:.J,..L. day of November, 2011. 

GRANTOR: 

STATE OF OREGON 

County of Wasco 

) 
) ss. 
) 

~ 
November~. 2011 . 

Personally appeared the above named Martin A. UnderhiiJ as Trustee of the Martin A. 
Underhill Revocable Living Trust dated January 20, 2011 and acknowledged the foregoing 
instrument to be his voluntary net and deed. 

OFFICIAL SEAL. 
SUSAN LYNN BERGREN 
NOTARY PUBUC-0REG0N 

COMMISSION NO. 460022 
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES SEPTEMBER 10, 2016 
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To:       Kathy White 
 Executive Assistant 
            Wasco County  
 Board of County Commissioners 
 511 Washington St, Suite 302 
            The Dalles, Or 97058 
 
From:   Frank Utah 
             Wilderness Unlimited  
             23434 NW Oak Island Rd 

 Sauvie Island, Or 97231 
 
Subject:  Limmeroth ranch sale 
 
Dear Kathy, 
 
My name is Frank Utah and I am a long time member and coordinator for Wilderness Unlimited 
a private hunting, fishing and camping club.  Wilderness Unlimited is the only outdoor recreation 
club in the state of Oregon that is licensed by ODFW for its activities on private land. Wilderness 
Unlimited manages private land in Wasco county for the landowners and its members.  The club 
takes a lot of pride in doing it right for all of its stakeholders including neighbors and the wildlife.  
Wilderness Unlimited controls how many members use a ranch at a time and only responsible 
people are allowed to be members.  There are many reasons why private land is a prized 
destination for hunting, fishing and camping.  The game seem to gravitate to private land where 
they receive less pressure than on public land.  Private landowners have a history of trying to be 
good neighbors because they understood that their boundaries can be very porous.  These 
ranches are usually not islands and can affect each other substantially.  Traffic to one ranch can 
have an effect on its neighbors.  Fire on a ranch can quickly spread to another.  Wilderness 
Unlimited doesn’t allow open fires on any of the ranches it manages in Wasco county.  
 
It has recently come to our attention that more private ranch land is being considered for 
purchase by the State of Oregon.  This time it is the Limmeroth ranch which at one time was 
actually 3 ranches.  There seems to be a trend of family ranches being converted to public land 
by a variety of financial transactions.  One ranch becoming public land may have its supporters 
and appear to be a win-win for those involved. The same transaction that appeared to be a 
good idea begins to look different when additional ranches follow down the same road. At what 
point do the reasons for it being a win-win brake down?  There is real history in California where 
private land was purchased in the name of conservation and then donated to the State.  All the 
state of California had to do was maintain it for the use of the public good.  The short story is 
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that funds for the maintenance were cut from the budget and the ranch had to be locked.  At 
that point the ranch was no longer on the tax rolls creating income to the state and it wasn’t 
available for the public to use either.  Here are some areas that should be considered.  
 

● Does the risk of a wildfire being started by the public increase in the Deschutes river 
canyon by this sale? 

● How does the increased traffic impact neighbors and wildlife?  
● What is the tax offset impact? 
● How will funding for maintenance be handled and how sustainable is it? 
● How does the state plan to be a good neighbor and is it in writing? 
● What are the plans to keep the ranch from being flooded by people and loved to death. 
● Does anyone really know the answers and has an impact study been done? 

 
Wilderness Unlimited does not have a direct interest in the Limmeroth ranch sale to the State 
today.  The interest the club has is its friendship to private landowners and small business 
owners and wants to raise the flag to potential concerns that such a sale can mean in the years 
to come.  Such a conversion as this has repercussion for decades.  
 
Thank you for your consideration, I may be reached at 503-407-8886. 
 
 
 
 
Frank Utah 
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Wasco County Commissioners 
County Government Office 
511 Washington Street, #302 
The Dalles, Oregon 97058 

Dear County Commissioners, 

April 22, 2015 

We are writing to express our concern ovet the acquisition of the Limmeroth Ranch property by 
the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) for use as a recreational area, and ask that 
the County oppose the acquisition. 

As you are aware, the ODFW, through the Trust for Public lands, is seeking to acquire 
approximately 10,000 acres of ranch land in Wasco County. ODFW plans to add this land to the 
existing lower Deschutes Wildlife Area, over doubling the size of this wildlife reserve. The 
property will be open to the public for hiking, wildlife viewing, hunting, and fishing, and will 
apparently include an established day use park, which without funds for supervision or 
management could easily be used for overnight camping. Acquisition of the limmeroth Ranch 
property would also open up public access to thousands of acres of land managed by the 
Bureau of land Management, which currently does not provide for easy public access and 
which we rely on to graze our cattle and maintain viable ranching operations. We believe that 
ODFW's use and management of the land will create serious conflicts for our ranching 
operations, and we are against this expansion of public ownership in Wasco County. 

The limmeroth Ranch has been part of a working cattle ranch for decades, and has been a big 
part of the ranching fiber of this community. The property was originally listed for sale in 2011. 
It appears that ODFW's interest in the property began with its initial listing, with the Trust of 
Public lands engaging in the acquisition in 2013. We understand that two private offers were 
made on the property, but were rejected as too low. The general feeling of the ranching 
community is that the appraised value for the property was far above its actual market value as 
a working ranch, and competition against a well-funded ODFW and Trust for Public Lands was a 
strong motivator for the family to hold out for a higher price, effectively limiting the market for 
this property to public agencies or trusts willing to pay a premium. While we certainly support 
ranchers making a profit from the sale of their properties, the entry of public entities into the . 
private market for ranches causes price inflation in the area and puts area ranchers interested 
in purchasing the property at a competitive disadvantage. 

As the neighboring landowners to the Limmeroth ranch, we are very concerned about the 
impacts that the sale of the ranch and conversion of the ranch to public use. While we 
understand that ODFW is going to endeavor to maintain some level of ranching on the property 
after Its sale, that use will be secondary to the public uses intended for the ranch, and we have 
concerns that use will not be maintained in the events of any conflicts with the primary public 
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use. There are also valuable BLM permits associated with the Limmeroth ranch. We are 
concerned that the value of these permits will be lost instead of being maintained as part of a 
working cattle ranch. 

We are also concerned that this project will have detrimental impacts on neighboring farm and 
ranch operations, making it more difficult to maintain a working landscape and keep our ranch 
land in production. Increased public access to our ranch land creates a host of management 
issues resulting from increased public use near our closely managed ranching 
operations. :rhese conflicts include increased risk of trespass, increa~ed costs due to the need 
for more frequent oversight of livestock and farming operations, and the risk of harm to 
livestock through gates being left open, animals being chased or shot, water troughs being 
vandalized, and other critical infrastructure being damaged. Due to the remote nature of these 
operations, it is not possible for us to monitor our lands or cattle at all times. With significantly 
increased public traffic in the area, the costs of this access to our operations will be real, and 
will make it more difficult for us to maintain productive working ranches. 

It is for these reasons that we have been working with the Oregon Farm Bureau and the Wasco 
County Farm Bureau to oppose this acquisition. We ask that the county commission help 

· protect Oregon's ranch land for agricultural use, and oppose this project in your county. 

Thank you for your consideration and please do not hesitate to contact any of the landowners 
indicated below with any questions. We are also working with Mary Anne Nash at the Oregon 
Farm Bureau on this acquisition, and you can contact her with any questions at 541-740-4062 
or Maryanne@oregonfb.org. 

Sincerely, 

Cc: 
Mary Anne Nash, Oregon Farm Bureau 
Curt Melcher, Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Senator Ted Ferrioli, Oregon State Senate 
Senator Bill Hansell, Oregon State Senate 
Representative Greg Smith, Oregon House of Representatives 
Representative John Huffman~ Oregon House of Representatives 
Diane Daggett, Trust for Public Lands 
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Agenda Item 
ODF Survey 

 
• Introductory Letter 

• Customer Service Survey 
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   Oregon 
   Kate Brown, Governor 
 

    
 May 28, 2015 

 
Wasco County Commissioners 
511 Washington Street 
The Dalles, OR 97058 
 
RE: Oregon Department of Forestry 2014 Customer Satisfaction Survey 
 
Dear Commissioners: 
 
The Oregon Department of Forestry is conducting its annual customer survey of the boards and 
commissions of Oregon’s forested counties.  The purpose of this survey is to solicit your 
feedback on the services provided by the Oregon Department of Forestry to Wasco County and 
its citizens during 2014.  This survey is one of 22 performance measures the department uses 
to evaluate the efficiency and effectiveness of our programs and our employees. 
 
This information will be summarized and reported, along with other performance measure 
results, to the department’s Executive Team and Audit Committee, the Oregon Board of 
Forestry, the Oregon Progress Board, and the Oregon Legislature. 
 
I am requesting the commission take a few minutes at an upcoming business meeting to 
consider and collectively respond to the enclosed five-question survey and to also provide any 
additional comments you desire. 
 
The department views this process as an important opportunity to foster improved 
communication and collaboration with county governments and the citizens of Oregon.  To that 
end, I would be happy to be present at the commission meeting when this matter is discussed.  I 
am available to meet in advance with commissioners, either as a group or individually, at your 
convenience to answer any questions you may have about the Department of Forestry’s 
programs, our recent accomplishments in improving the stewardship of forest resources in 
Wasco County, and our interactions with public and private forest landowners in the county.  
This same offer extends to your staff.  I would encourage you to solicit feedback from your staff 
prior to submitting your response to our survey. 
 
If possible I would appreciate receiving your survey response no later than June 5th, 2015. 
 
Please contact me at 541-447-5658 or at george.p.ponte@oregon.gov  if you have any 
immediate questions or desire more information. 
 
Thank you in advance for helping the Department of Forestry improve our service to Oregonians 
through this performance evaluation process.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
/s/George Ponte 
Central Oregon District Forester 
 
 
Enclosure 
 

  

Department of Forestry 
The Dalles Unit 
3701 West 13th 

The Dalles, OR 97058 
541-296-4626 

FAX 541-298-4993 
 

mailto:george.p.ponte@oregon.gov
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Oregon Department of Forestry 
2014 Customer Service Performance Measure Survey 

 
 

Please answer the following questions regarding your rating of service provided 
by the Oregon Department of Forestry during calendar year 2014 and add any 
additional comments: 
  
Scale:  Excellent, Good, Fair, Poor, Don’t Know 
 
Questions: 
 
TIMELINESS – How do you rate the timeliness of the services provided by the 
Oregon Department of Forestry? 
 
Rating:   
Comments:   
 
ACCURACY – How do you rate the ability of the Oregon Department of Forestry 
to provide services correctly the first time? 
 
Rating:   
Comments:   
 
HELPFULNESS – How do you rate the helpfulness of Oregon Department of 
Forestry employees? 
 
Rating:   
Comments:   
 
EXPERTISE – How do you rate the knowledge and expertise of Oregon 
Department of Forestry employees? 
 
Rating:   
Comments:   
  
AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION – How do you rate the availability of 
information at the Oregon Department of Forestry? 
 
Rating:   
Comments:   
  
OVERALL SERVICE – How do you rate the overall quality of services provided 
by the Oregon Department of Forestry? 
 
Rating:   
Comments:   
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Agenda Item 
Executive Session 

 
• No documents have been submitted for this item 

– RETURN TO AGENDA 
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The Dalles Chronicle 

June 3, 2015 

315 Federal St., P.O. Box 1910 
The Dalles, Oregon 97058 

Phone (541} 296-2141 Fax (541} 298-1365 
e-mai I mroth@thedalleschron icle.com 

Wasco County Commission 

511 Washington Street 

The Dalles, Ore. 97058 

Dear County Commissioners: 

The Cluonicle is registering an objection to the media being charged for access to public documents, an 

issue that is on the agenda for consideration today. 

As a newspaper, the Cluonicle is representing thousands of citizens in Wasco County and beyond. Our 

"watchdog" role is to disseminate information about the activities of government agencies. So important 

is that role in preserving a free society that the founding fathers granted the press special protection in 

the First Amendment. 

Charging the public and the media 25 cents per electronic page for records is an indefensible rate. It is a 

throwback to the days when the county had to find the physical document, use county paper to repro

duce the document, and then take staff time to make the actual copy. None of that time, effort or sup

plies is required now, and the per-page rate should reflect that. 

By providing the Chronicle with public records for use in f11ture news stories, the county is doing its part 

in maintaining an open and transparent government. In addition, information about ~hat is happening in 

local government is more widely distributed than it would be on the website or in any other form. 

In the interest of transparency, the commission needs to make sure that the press has open access to doc

umentation about all government activities that are not protected by law. 

Sincerely, 
r 

() h.Av1Ah~yJ 
Marilyn Roth 

Publisher 

The Scenic Colutnbia River Gorge 



@) ...... s 
H/\VST/\CK 
B R O AD C A ST ING 

623 E. Third St. P.O. Box 1023 The Dalles, OR 97058 
Phone (503) 296-9102 Fax (503) 200·1189 

June 3, 2015 

To Wasco County Commissioners 

The proposed policy on public records requests contains a provision that concerns 
us on a policy level. Setting a fee of 25 cents per page when it is delivered 
electronically has no basis in costs, which are essentially zero. 

When a fee is set without relation to costs incurred, then it's likely there are other 
motivations, which may be contrary to the right of the people to know what 

government is doing so they can make appropriate decisions. 

We strongly urge you to delete this provision before passing this new policy. 

/ .... ~ ~ 

.... :~ ciu, Owner 

Haystack Broadcasting 
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Wasco County Court 

511 Washington St. 

The Dalles, OR 97058 

June 3, 2015 

Re: Limmeroth Land Sale 

County Commissioners: 

Columbia River Properties Real Estate Company was appointed by Circuit Court Judge Janet Stauffer in 

May 2011 to liquidate the properties to settle the Limmeroth Estate. 

The entire ranch properties totaling 14,676 acres was first advertised & offered for sale in 4 separate 

parcels in June of 2011. Three of the more desirable agricultural properties sold by December 2012, in 

three separate sales. Please refer to the attached Columbia River Properties document, outlining the 

history of the Limmeroth Ranch Property sales to date. 

Paul & Velma Limmeroth submitted a letter to their state representatives on this issue, that I just read 

into the record . 

As to the value of the sales price, there have been three separate appraisals on this property, beginning 

with the estate appraisal in 2009 & the latest one completed in 2014. 

The sales price per acre is on the lower side of recent sales in the area. Two of most recent transaction 

were sold through our office. 

The small amount of tillable ground on this property has been out of production for many years & will 

continue to be out of production. The seasonal limited grazing will continue on this property. The 

agriculture uses will remain the same. The only change with the sale of this property will be the 

management. 

Why has this deeded private property sale even been brought to the county court? There will be no 

land use or zoning changes, it will continue in the same agriculture use. 

This is a basic property rights issue. Do others, including neighbors, and the county court have a legal 

right to oppose whom someone can sell their private deeded property to, when there are no zoning 

issues involved in the private land sale? 

I talked to Fritz Ellett, with Wasco County Farm Bureau last evening & Wasco County Chapter voted not 

to oppose this sale. 

Respectively; 

Rocky Webb 

Principal Broker 

Columbia River Property 

541-296-1026 



Rep. Greg Smith 

900 Court St. NE H-482 

Salem, OR. 97301 

Dear Rep. Smith. 

I want to thank you for your continued support on the Lower Deschutes River Ranch Acquisition project. 

As an outdoorsmen, I feel it is a very important that ODFW will someday have control of this property. 

First and foremost, this property is excellent California Big Horn Sheep habitat. ODFW has done an 

excellent job of reestablishing Big Horn Sheep in the Deschutes Canyon. When this property does belong 

to ODFW, we Oregonians will be assured that the Big Horn Sheep population will be safe and be able to 

continue growing in numbers. 

It worries me that more private ranches are being bought by Ted Turner type individuals and becoming 

"pay to hunt" operations. When ODFW owns this property, it guarantees Oregonians that there will be 

public access for us and for the generations that follow us. 

Please continue your support and hopefully this property transaction can be completed soon. 

Thanks for hearing my concern and do continue in the important position that you hold for the people 

of Oregon. 

My best: 

Ron Walp 

P.O. Box 393 

Maupin, OR. 97037 

623-680-9724 

couesaz2011@gmail .com 



TROUT 
UNLIM ITED 

May 27,2015 

Wasco County Commissioners 
Wasco County Courthouse 
511 Washington Street 
The Dalles, OR 97058 

Dear Commissioners: 

I understand you have issued a support letter for the Lower Deschutes River Ranch project in 
Wasco County, Oregon. I want to thank you for your leadership and support and I am writing to inform 
you of Trout Unlimited's support. 

Federal funds and private grants (no State general funds) provide the money necessary for 
ODFW to be able to acquire and protect the 10,128 acre ranch along the Lower Deschutes River. And the 
landowners are willing sellers . . 

If acquired, the property will become part of the Lower Deschutes Management Area, which 
currently covers 28,500 acres and is co-managed by the state and the Bureau of Land Management. The 
addition of the ranch property to the area will protect ecosystem integrity in the river basin and enable 
the restoration of aquatic and riparian habitat along Oak Canyon Creek and Ferry Creek. These creeks 
support spawning and rearing of bull trout and summer steel head. 

This project has the support of the local community as well as many user groups. Acquisition of 
the property for a State Wildlife Area will protect the character of the rural area, the land will remain on 
the tax rolls, and management of the property (control of noxious weeds, no vehicular traffic on the 
property, seasonal use etc.) will be compatible with neighbors. 

I am pleased to support the Lower Deschutes River Ranch acquisition and conservation project 
in Wasco County and urge you to continue supporting the project. 

Sincerely, 

Alan T. Moore 
NW Director of Habitat Programs 
Trout Unlimited 
1631 NE Broadway, PMB 604 
Portland, OR 97232-1425 



June 3, 2015 

To: Wasco County Commissioners; 
Steve Kramer 
Scott Hege 
Rod Runyon 

From: South Wasco Alliance Board of Directors 

Subject: 501 (c) (3) exemption 

We are very please to let you know that we have just received our 501(C) (3) exemption 
from the Internal Revenue Service. Your letter of support was critical in achieving this 
impot1ant classification and we extent our heat1felt appreciation. As an organization 
exempt under IRS section 501(c)(3) we are now qualified to receive tax-deductible gifts 
as a public charity. 

Your interest and involvement with the South Wasco Alliance has been invaluable and 
we look forward to your continued participation in the future. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Ellis, Chairman 
Mike Davis, Co-Chair 
Sue Knapp, Communication Officer 
Lisa Gambee, Secretary 
Bill Aarno, Treasure 
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( 87 7 ) . 8 2 9 -55 0 0 

Accounting Period Eqding: 
DeceJnber 31 · : . · 

· Public Charity ·status: 

ID# 31954 

170(h) (l)(A) (vi) 
Form , 990/9.90 -E~/ 990-.N .. Requi~ed: 

- ·.. ~ ~-- · · -·---~~ · ·.· .resr .. :... - - - _--_- ·--~_;._, ..... -- .. :.._:--:-..__ - -:--:-~~ - --~-:--= ·--:;-:--=- - .. - __ __ __ ..,.:.~ -

Dear Applicant: 

. ., 
· Effective Dat~ of'. Exemption: 

. ~ March. 1l, 2015. 
co~tribution Deductibility : 

Yes 
Addendum Appiies·:· 

·~o . · . 

We Ire pleased to tell you \•le .. determined you Ire exempt from federal income tax 
under Internal Revenue Code · (IR~·) Section 50 1 (c) (3) ·. _Donors can deduct 
contributions they .make to you . under IRC Section 170. You're also qualified to 
!"eceive t~ deductible beques·~s;· devises, transfer~ or .gifts under Section 
2055, 2106, or 2522. This l etter could help resolve questions on your exempt 
status. Ple~se keep i~ for your records. 

Organizations. exempt ~der :iRe Secti~n 'so.i ('c) (3) are further classified as 
either public·· charities or privat·e· · foundations. \•le· determined you're a public 
charity under the: IR_C B~ction · 1 is ted .at the top of . this · .letter. 

If we indicated at . t~e top·: of this letter that you're required to file Form 
990/990.-EZ/990-N,· our. records . sho1~ you're require9. to file a.Ii aniiual 
informatiop. ret~ · (F6.rm ·99o .· ~r ' Form 990-EZl. or e;rectronic notice (Fo.rm 990-N, 
the e-Postcard) . If .-:you do11' t . file a reqliire.d return or. notice .for three 
consecutive years,- your exempt status will be automatical.ly revoked. 

- . . . . 

If 1o;re indicated at · the top of' this · letter that an· addendum applies, the 
enclosed addendum is an ·integral p~rt -of this letter . · 

For important · infoqnation about your responsibilit -ies as a tax-exempt 
-organization, go t~ . \of\'ll·i·. irs·. goV:J9harities. Eb.ter. 1'4221 --PC" in the search bar 
to view Publicati6n 42i1-PC.; · ·coini?liance ·Guide for ~01{c) ·(3) Public Charities, 
\Olhich de?cribes your recordkeeping, .reporting, and disclosure requirements. 

· sincerely, 

Director, Exempt Organizations 



Wasco County Planning Department 

Memorandum 

To: Wasco County Board of County Commissioners: 
Chairman, Commissioner Scott Hege 
Commissioner Steve Kramer 
Commissioner Rod Runyon 

"Service, Sustainability & Solutions" 

2705 East Second St. • The Dalles, OR 97058 
(541) 506-2560 • wcplanning@co.wasco.or.us 

www.co.wasco.or.usjplanning 

From: Angie Brewer, Director, Wasco County Planning Department 

Date: June 3, 2015 

Subject: Reimbursement Agreement, Union Pacific Railroad 

On January 9, 2015 Wasco County Planning Department received and application from CH2M Hill and Union 
Pacific Railroad to expand an existing double track siding on either side of Mosier, Oregon, realign existing track 
in the same area, replace equipment shelters, install new lighting and signage, install wireless commun ication 
poles, and construct temporary and permanent access roads. 

The application is currently incomplete. Planning staff has determined that the project meets the criteria for a 
" complex project," and is therefore subject to a $76.00/hour review fee as identified in the Planning 
Department Fee Schedule. To accomplish this, the applicant must enter into a memorandum of understanding 
(MOU) outlining the terms by which the fee will be applied. The attached MOU is a revised agreement staff had 
previously entered into for the subject review. The amended version increases the maximum fee and accounts 
for legal fees, further recognizing the complexity of the project and the corresponding staff time needed for the 
development review process. 

Planning Staff has coord inated the attached MOU with the Applicant, the Wasco County Finance Department 
and Wasco County Legal Counsel for your review. Staff requests that the Board of County Commissioners 
review and approve this document to enable review of the proposed development. 

/AB 

Attachments: (1) Proposed MOU between Union Pacific Railroad and Wasco County 

Board of County Commissioners Hearing 
04.01 .2015 

Page 1 of 1 



Amended REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT 

This REIMBURSEMENT AGREEMENT ("Agreement"") is dated ___ _ __ _ 
2015 (the "Effective Date"), and is between WASCO COUNTY, a political subdivision of the 
State of Oregon (the "County"), and UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, a Delaware 
corporation ("UPRR"). 

RECITALS: 

A. UPRR desires to construct 4.02 miles of railroad trackage and related 
appurtenances (the "UPRR Project") across the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area 
near Mosier, Wasco County, Oregon, as shown in more detail on Exhibit A, attached hereto and 
made a patt hereof (the "Project Area"). 

B. In advance of UPRR commencing work on the UPRR Project, the County is 
required to review UPRR's plan sets for the UPRR Project, including UPRR's development 
application (the "UPRR Plans") for compliance with County permitting or other County 
requirements for such projects in the State of Oregon. 

C. UPRR has agreed to reimburse the County for the cost of reviewing and 
processing the UPRR Plans pursuant to the terms of this Agreement. 

D. The parties entered a Reimbursement Agreement dated August 26, 2014 
(hereinafter referred to as "the Original Agreement"), which agreement is now obsolete. 

E. Pursuant to the Original Agreement, UPRR submitted the UPRR Plans to the 
County for its review in accordance with the National Scenic Area Land Use and Development 
Ordinance ("NSA LUDO") and Management Plan for the Columbia River Gorge National 
Scenic Area ("Management Plan") pursuant to the scope of work attached hereto as Exhibit B 
and made a part hereof(the "Work"). 

AGREEMENT: 

The parties agree as follows. 

1. To the extent the County determines that access to the Project Area or other 
prope1ty owned by UPRR related to the UPRR Project is necessary to complete some patt of the 
Work, the County shall obtain prior written approval of UPRR's authorized representative 
identified in this Paragraph (the "UPRR Representative"), before commencing such work. The 
UPRR Representative's contact information is stated below. 

Union Pacific Railroad Company 
Attn: Steve Cheney, Director Maintenance of Way- Environmental 
1400 Douglas Street, Mail Stop 910 
Omaha, Nebraska 68179 
Phone: (402) 544-3253 
Email: slcheney@up.com 
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2. The County shall, at the County's own expense, finnish (unless herein otherwise 
specifically provided) all superintendence, labor, tools, equipment, materials, and supplies and 
all other things requisite and necessary to perform the Work. The County shall use its best 
efforts to process the UPRR Plans accurately and efficiently in conformance with the NSA 
LUDO and Management Plan provisions applicable to land use review and decision-making. 

3. In consideration of the perfmmance of the Work, UPRR shall reimburse the 
County for its perfonnance of the Work, which actual costs will not exceed THIRTY 
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($30,000.00) (the "Maximum Price"). The County shall be 
reimbursed at its hourly rate of $76.00 for planning services and an hourly rate of $225.00 for 
legal services, billed in one-quarter hour increments for all work performed, including the pre
application conference and all work to-date. UPRR has paid a $500.00 deposit ("Deposit") 
towards the Maximum Price. The County will charge against the Deposit and at such time as the 
Deposit is exhausted, UPRR will have no obligation to make finiher reimbursement until the 
UPRR Representative receives copies of invoices supported by such evidence of payment made 
by the County. Upon completion of the Work, the County has ninety (90) days to submit a final 
invoice with documentation suppmiing all costs for which UPRR will be reimbursing the 
County. UPRR shall reimburse the County for proper billing received from the County within 
forth-five ( 45) days of UPRR's receipt of billing. The County agrees to provide written notice to 
the UPRR Representative when the County becomes aware that the Work may or will exceed the 
Maximum Price, and obtain UPRR's consent to adjust the Maximum Price, which consent shall 
not be unreasonably withheld. Without such consent, UPRR will not be required to make 
payments to the County exceeding the Maximum Price. Any costs in excess of the Maximum 
Price, as may be adjusted, will be the sole responsibility of the County. Except for any amount 
contested for cause by UPRR in writing, all fees due shall be paid prior to UPRR commencing 
development. 

4. The County agrees to use best effmis to process the UPRR Plans pursuant to the 
process and timelines set forth for a "permit" as that term is defined at ORS 215.402(4). 

5. County access for development review related site visits as described in 
Paragraph 1 will be coordinated in advance with the UPRR Representative (or his designee) to 
ensure UPRR safety requirements and operational needs are satisfied. The County agrees to 
notify UPRR in writing at least ten ( 1 0) calendar days in advance for site visits necessary for the 
development review process. No Work will be performed on Property owned or controlled by 
UPRR without written approval of the UPRR Representative or designee, before commencing 
such work. The Work must be performed in a manner that will not endanger or interfere with the 
safe and timely operations ofUPRR and its facilities. 

6. UPRR is solely responsible for the accuracy, adequacy and completeness of its 
Plans. UPRR, however, makes no warranty of any kind, express or implied, regarding the 
accuracy of the information contained in the UPRR Plans. UPRR fi1rther makes no warranty as 
to the merchantability or fitness of the UPRR Plans and related equipment for any patiicular 
purpose. 

7. This Agi·eement is the only understanding by and between the County and UPRR 
pet1aining to the UPRR Project or the County's performance of the Work, and stands 
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independent of any other agreements between the patties and/or their affiliates. This Agreement 
is for the benefit of the patties only and no third-patiy shall have any rights or recourse under this 
Agreement. 

8. Each party warrants that it has the full right and authority to enter into this 
Agreement. All necessary approvals and authority to enter into this Agreement have been 
obtained and the person executing this Agreement on behalf of each patiy has the express 
authority to do so and in so doing, to bind such patiy hereto 

9. Neither party waives, by entering this Agreement, its right to pursue any claim or 
asse1t any defense regarding the nah1re and extent of County jurisdiction over the project. 
Specifically, the County does not waive its right to assert that Oregon law goveming the 
processing of a "permit," as that term is defined at ORS 215 .402( 4), does not apply to the 
County's completion of the Work and UPRR does not waive its right to assert that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission Tetmination Act preempts the County from applying, in the course of 
completing the Work, some or all of the criteria set forth in the NSA LUDO and Management 
Plan. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the patties have executed this Agreement as of the Effective 
Date above written. 

WASCO COUNTY, 
A political subdivision of the State of Oregon 

By: 
Printed Name: Scott Hege 
Title: Chair, Wasco County Board of Commissioners 
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UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 
A Delaware corporation 

By: 
Printed Name: Steve Cheney 
Title: Director Maintenance of Way- Environmental 



Museum Commission Vacancy 

Trish Neal <trishaneal@hotmail.com> 
To: Kathy White <kathyw@co.wasco.or.us> 
Cc: Trish Neal <trishaneal@hotmail.com> 

Kathy, 

Kathy White <kathyw@co.wasco.or.us> 

Tue, Jun 2, 2015 at 10:23 PM 

-. I tried sending an email from my phone and hit "send" accidently so waited to get home. .._ 

The Museum Commission approved requesting that Heather Hopkins be appointed to fill 
Susan Buce's unexpired term which expires at the end of the year. This would make her a 
Wasco County representative since she no longer lives inside the city limits of The Dalles. 
Heather would be willing to renew the term when it expires. 

I will contact Julie Krueger at City of THe Dalles to alert her of the decision so that we can 
get working on a city rep. 

I don't know how the county handles when a commission member leaves, but I would 
appreciate a letter being sent to Susan thanking her for her years of dedication to the 
Museum Commission and to Fort Dalles Museum and Anderson Homestead. She really will 
be missed . 

Please let me know if you have any questions. I wil be checking my email in the morning . 

Thank you! 

Trish 

Trish Neal, President 

Wasco County/City of The Dalles Museum Commission 

541-404-0724 Office 888-269-8775 Fax 



IN THE COUNTY COURT OF THE STATE OP OREGON 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF WASCO 

IN THE ~vfATI'ER OF THE APPOINTMENT OF ) 
HEATHER HOPKINS TO THE WASCO COUNTY/ ) 
THE DALLES MUSEUi\lf COMMISSION. ) 

ORDER 
#15-051 

NOW ON THIS DAY, the above-entitled matter having come on 

regularly for consideration, said day being one duly set in term for the transaction 

of public business and a majority of the Court being present; and 

IT APPEARING TO THE COURT: That a vacancy exists on the \Vasco 

County /The Dalles Museum Commission as a result of the resignation of Susan 

Buce; and 

IT FURTHER APPEARING TO THE COURT: That Heather Hopkins 

is willing and is qualified to be appointed to the \V'asco County / The Dalles 

Museum Commission to fill tl1e unexpired term of Susan Buce. 

ORDER 15-051 PAGE 11 



NO\V, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: That Heather 

Hopkins be and is hereby appointed to the Wasco County /The Dalles Museum 

Commission; said term to expire on December 31, 2015. 

DATED this 3n1 day of June, 2014. 

WASCO COUNTY 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

Scott C. Hege, Commission Chair 

Steve D. Kramer, County Commissioner 

Wasco County Counsel 

ORDER 15-051 PAGE 12 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
          June 3, 2015 
 
Susan Buce 
1006 Verdant Street West 
The Dalles, OR 97058-4243 
 
 
Dear Susan- 
 
The Wasco County Board of Commissioners would like to express their thanks for your years 

of service as a representative of the citizens of Wasco County on the Fort Dalles Museum 

Commission. Your dedication has been instrumental in preserving our local history. 

 

As you move on to other endeavors, we wish you the best and thank you, once again, for your 

hard work on behalf of Wasco County. 

 

       Wasco County 

       Board of Commissioners 

 

 

       Scott C. Hege, Commission Chair 

 

 

       Rod L. Runyon, County Commissioner 

 

 

       Steven D. Kramer, County Commissioner

 



Branch Address: 5387 N Marine Dr. J 
Portland, OR 97203 _____;____ __ _ 

CUSTOMER SERVICE AGREEMENT 
REGULAR SERVICE 

Client Information 

Sold To location: 

Company Name: _W_a_sco __ C_o_un_t..:...y _____________ Tel: 541-506-2530 f:ax: --------
Address: 511 Washington St Unit; ______ _ 

State: Oregon City: The Dalles -------- Zip: 97058 

Regular Servke 

Collection "C" or 
Description 

Container Service Service Quantity Unit 
Dock Stop "D" Service Type Type Frequency Price 

Collection Bin Base (Any Two containers) 64 Gallon on site every 4 1 $54.40 
= $54.40 Bins Shredding weeks 

Collection Additional 64 Galion Bins 64 Gallon onsite every 4 4 $15.00 
Bins Shredding weeks each 

-· 
Minimum Charge: $_5_4_.4_0 ______ per stop Includes: First two Containers 

Service commences at installation. 

Extra Material Rate(s) 

Bankers Box:$ 7.00 Binder Box:$ 10.00 file Drawer:$ 10.00 Blue Bag: $_2_0_.0_0_· ___ _ 

Hard Drive: 0 Small or 0 Large:.$ 15.00/each Media: 0 small or 0 Large:$ 35.00 per box 

Other: Media Type: Tapes, CO's, disks, labels, ect... 

Notes: Minimum charge for one time service of $125.00 +the fuel charge ·for the first 10 boxes of materiaL 

Shred-it guarantees to deliver the highest quality shredding service at all times. Any complaints about the quality of service which 
have not been resolved in the normal course of business must be sent by registered letter to the local- Shred-it General Manager. 
Jf Shred-it then fails to resolve any material complaint in a reasonable period of time, Customer may terminate this Agreement 
provided all containers are paid for at the then current replacement values or returned to Shred·it in good and usable condition. 

I have read and agree to the Terms and Conditions on reverse: 

Shred-it USA LLC. ("Shred-it") x Company--------------------

Signed:-----------------
Print Name: Chris Heath 

Position: Sales Rep 
Date: ______________________________ __ 

:X Signed (Authorized Signature): ---------

X Print Name:--------------------

X Position~------------------------
X Date: ______________________________ __ 

V2._08/20/14 



Terms & Conditions of Shred-it Customer Service Agreement 

Shred-it USA LLC. (''Shred-if'), iu successors and assigns, and Customer, 
and its 5uccessor5 and assigns, hereby agree to the following: 

1. Sole Terms. All 5e!Vices provided by Shred-it to Customer are subject .50iely to 
the terms contained herein and any addenda ag~ed to by the patties in writing 
and attached hereto, and the then-current Schedule of Ancillary Charges at 
www.shredit.com CScheduJe''). No term or condition on Customer'~ purchase 
order or ilny other instrument, agreement or un~rstanding shall be binding upon 
Shred-it unless agreed to by the parties in writing; provided, however, that if a federa~ 
state or local government and agency thereof, or its representative is a party to this 
Agreement, then any proposed modification, amendment or supplement must be rn a 
writing :;igned by the President or Executive Vice Presidenr of Shred-it. All typographical 
and clerical errors are subject to correction. 

2 Shred-it Services . Shred-it win be the exdusiv_. provider of the following seiVices to 
Cu5tomer at all of its locations: 
(a) Shred-it will provide all containt?rs and other related equipment on Customers 
premises for the collection and storage of aJJ of Customer's paper and other ogreed 
upon materials ("Customer Confidential Materials" or "CCM"}. The number of 
container-; will be determined by Shred-it in its discretion after discussions with 
Customer. Subject to the Schedule, additional containers may be added to this 
Agreement and shan <Jutomaticlll!y become a part of and subject to the term~ hereof. 
(b) Shred-it will: (i) collect the CCM on a regularly scheduled and mutually .;greed 
basis and (ii) destroy the CCM using a mechanical device (the "Destruction Process''). 
(c) Within a rea~onable time following completion of the Destruction Process, 
Shred-it will provide Customer with a Certificate of Destruction. 
(d) All <~uthorized repre.sentative of Customer may, at :any time, in~pect the 
Destruction Process. 
(e) Shred-it wlil recycle or otherwise dispose of the CCM. 

3. Mass Destruction Services. At any time during the term of this Agreement and 
during any Renewal Term, Customer may request that Shred-it perform mass 
destruction seNices ("Purge") on a single transaction basis. Bath Parties shall executE a 
Statement of Worll setting forth the fees for the Purge and the particulars of the service. 
Unless otherwise specified in the Statement ot Work, the Purge shall be provided in 
accordance with the terms and condltiom set forth in this Agreement. The Statement 
of Work will be an Addendum to this Agreement and will const!tute a part. of it 

4. Con:sofes 151 Equipment. Containers and any other equipment ("Equipment") 
provided to Customer by Shred-it are the property ot Shred-it. Customer wi!J not file 
any lien, nor allow to be filed any lien, against any wch Equipment. Customer will 
keep all Equipment in good working order, normal wear and tear exc€pted. For any 
Equipment which is moved, damaged, stolen or lost while at Customer's location, 
Customer shall pay a replacement chargE pursuant to the Schedule. 

5. Service Fe.e. Customer will pay the "Service Fee'' to Shred-it ~et forth on the .:over 
page. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary, Customer shall pay the Minimum 
Charge if Customer declines or cancels a scheduled service or if the CIJStomer's offices 
a~ dosed during a scheduled .;ervke_ The SeNir.e Fee is fixed for the first year of the 
lnitial Term. In subsequent years of the Initial Term and upon subsequent automatic 
renewal terms, in its sole discretion, Shred-It re5eNes the right to inaease the amount 
of each Service Fee from time to time. Shred· it wiJI provide notice of any change in 
the .Service Fee to Customer, which notice may be in the form of an invoice. Customer 
may reject any changes to the SeNice fee Within 30 days of receiving 11otice from 
Shred-it, provided, however, that upon sudl rejection by Customer, Shred-it may, at 
its sole option, immediately terminate this Agreement without penalty to Shred-it or 
Customer. Any rejection by Customer to such changes to the Servke Fee after 30 da~ 
of receMng notke from Shred-it may, at Shred-it's option, be considered a termination 
without cause under Paragraph 10. 

6. Payment Terms. Customer agrees to pay the SeNice Fee and all other amounts due 
within 30 days of the date of tl1e invoice. Any payments not received by Shred-it on 
the due date will be sub}ect to an interest cha~ on the LU1paid balance of 1.00/0 
per month {or the maximum amount allowed by l11w). All paymt'Jlts must be in 
immediau:ly available U.S. funds. The amount of any and aH applicable taxes sh<l/1 be 
added to the price and paid by Customer unfess Customer has provided Shred-it with 
exemption certificates acceptable to the taxing authorities. 

7. Amll!ary Charges. CL!stomer agrees to pay andllary charges according to the Schedule 
for services performed by Shred·it. The Schedule is incorporated by refererxe as if fully 
set forth herein and Is subject to change from time to time in Shred-it's discretion. 

8. Fuel, Environmental· and/Qr Other Surcharge. Customer agrees and acknowledg~ 
that (a) Shred-it may, upon notice, at anytime and from time to time, impose and 
adjust a fuel, environmental and/or other surcharge of any amount for any duration, all 
in its sofe dlscretion; (b) notice of any surcharge may be in the form of an invoice; aod 
(c) any surcharge may, from time to time, result fn additional profit for Shr€d~! ,.,o/4-' 

9. Term oftheAgreement. ThisAgreement Wilffemain in forcefor~~months 
("Initial Term"). Unless a new agreement is signed by both parties, this Agreement 
will automatically renew (each ll "Renewal Te1m") for additional terms of the same 
duration unless terminated by either party, by written notice, at least 60 days prior to 
rhe expiration of either the Initial Term or any Renewal Term. On termination by either 
party, Customer will immediately pay Shred· it all outstanding balances for 5ervices 
performed by Shred-it prior to tmnination of the Agreement (along with all other 
money due to Shred-it); and upon the termination date, Shred-it shan have the right 
to retrieve its Equipment1rom Customer. wherever located_ 

Copyright 2014- Shred-it~· USA LLC. ·L~· . EtiAAtL FORM 

11. Default & Eatly Termination for Cause. Either party may immediate-ly terminate 
this Agreement if the other party fails to cure itl breach of this Agreement within 
30 days following receipt of written notice at such breach. Notwithstanding 
aoythlng to the contrary, in the event that Customerfails to pay any amounts owing 
under this Agreement when due, including by tea.son of baf)kruptcy or in~olvency, 
Shred-it may immediately cance>l thl~ Agreement in iu entirety, retrieve its Equipment 
from Customer, wherever lo:::ated, and Customer sh<lll be immediately Hable for all 
amounts identified in Paragrap/1 1 0 for Early Termination, aU withoLJt any liability to 
Shred-it and without CustDmer ~setting any setoff~ or offsets. 

12. Exo.~sed Performance_ ~n the event either party is prevented, hindered or delayed 
from the performance of any <let required hereunder by reason of strike, lock-out, acts 
of God, legal process, failure of power or any other simDar reason not diret'tly the fault 
of such party, or by reason of the other party or i~ agents, then perform<Jnce of such 
act .shall be excused for the period of delay and the period for the performance of any 
such act shall be extended for il period equivalerlt to the period of such delay. 

13. Prohibited Acts/Compliance Wlth Law. Customer shall; (a) not store in any 
Equipment any CCM considered to be highly flammable, expiosive, toxic, biohazard5, 
medical waste, or radioactive, or any other materials which are othetwise illegal, 
dangerous and/or umafe, 11nd (b) comply with all laws, rules and regulatrons, 
including bvt not limited to, all environmental laws and laws governing. the 
confidentiality, retention and disposition of any CCM. 

14. !Jmitation <~f Liability. Shred-It Is not liable for any Joss or <:!amage to or for the repair, 
replaceme.rn: or re~toration of any CCM or other propelt)l of Customer. Shred-it's 
aggregate liability, if any, arising under this Agreement or the provision of ;eJVices 
to Customer Is limited to the amount of the Service hies received by Shred-it from 
Customer under the Agreement during the twelve month period prior to the alleged 
lie~bility or breach by Shred-it ln the case of a Purge, Shred-it's liability, if any, arising 
from the provision of a Purge is limited to the amount of the fees received by Shred-it 
for the Purge. Notwithstanding the foregoing, in no event will Shred-it be liable for 
any special, indirect, incidental, consequential, exemplary, or punitive damages, 
loss of profits or revenue. or ioss of use EVen if informed of the pmsibility ot such 
damages. To the extent permitted by applicable law, these exclusions and li mitations 
will apply regardless of whether liability arises from breach of contract, warranty, tort. 
(including but not limited to negligence), by operation of law, or otherwise. 

1 S. lndernnlfic~ttion, Attomey F~es & Collection Costs. Customer shall indemnify 
Shred-it and its parent>, ~ubsidiaries, affiliates, suci:essors and assigns, and each 
of their respective shareholders, members, officers, and directors, from all losses, 
liabilities, damages, c:laims, penalties, fees, expen~es, j1Jdgmenu and costs (including 
rEasonable attomey's fees and C05ts) (collectively, "Damages"), as a result of 
Customer's actual or th~ened bri!ach of this Agreement (including, without 
limitation, any Damages relatlng to the Equipment, any Damages relating to the 
CCM, and any Damages relating to ihe destruction, removal or di5closure of such 
CCM). In addition to all other legal and equitable remedies, in thE event it becomes 
necessary for Shred-it to enforce the terms of this Agreement, Including but not 
limited to any action to collect sums due hereunder, Shred·it shall be entitled to an 
award of its reasonable attomey·~ fe~, r.ogation expense5 and c:osts of collection. 

16_ Mi.s<ellaneous_ This Agreement, <my addenda attached hereto and ag~ed ttl by the 
parties In writing and tl1e Schedukl constitute the entire agreement between the parties, 
and .sup~es any and all prior agreements and arrangements, whether oral or written, 
between the parties. Any dispute or matter arising in connection with or relating to 
this Agreement shall be resolved by binding and final arbitration before the American 
.Art>itratlon Assodation ("AAA"). The arbitration shall be conducted pursuant to app~cable 
state or federal arbitradon law. Aey SU!:h di~pute shall be determined on an individual 
basis, shall be considered unique as to it!; factS, and shall not be consolidated in any 
arbitration or tJther proceeding with any da~m or controversy of any other party. The 
exdu.sive jurisdiclion and forum for resolution ot any such dispute shall lie in the state 
where the Customer is located at the closest AAA office. The taaure ot either party tD 
insist upon the perlormance of any provision of this Agreement, or to exertise any right 
or privilege granted to that party under this Agreement, will not be construed as waiving 
that provision or any other prtNision. and the provision wlll continue in full force and 
effact. If any provlsron is 1ound to be iKegal, invafid, or otherwise unenforceable by any 
judicial or administrative body, the other provisions will not be affecred and wiU remain in 
full fu~ and effect Provision; herein which by their very nature are intended to survive 
termination or c.ancellatiQn of this Agreement will survive sudl1Errnination or cancellation, 
including without limitation Paragraphs 6, 9-11 and 14-16. Any notices tobegiven 
by one party to the other hereunder 3ha11 be sent by "Certified Mall Retum Receipt 
Requested," to the Customer at its l~eocl Office identified on the cover page, and it to 
Shred-it, to the respective Shred-it bronch with whom the original contrnt;twas sig11ed 
unless notice of a new address is given and received in ac:ordance with this Section. 
Customer represents that Shred-it is in no way infringing upon any e.xlstlng contract 
betv.ieen Customer and another service provider. 

I hereby acknowledge that I have read .~ 
and understood the terms and conditiop~ ·---~------

Customer initials 



Addendum to Section 10 of Shred-it Service Agreement  

In the event customer terminates this Agreement without cause prior to the completion of the Initial 
Term or any Renewal Term, Customer must immediately pay Shred-it (a) all unpaid invoices and interest 
theron as provided in paragraph 6; and (b) a removal fee per Equipment pursuant to the Schedule at a 
charge of $15.00 per console or container. 

I hereby acknowledge that I have read and understood the this addendum to the terms and conditions 
of the Shred-it Customer Service Agreement for Regular Service. 

 

Customer Initials     Shred-it USA LLC Initials 



Wasco County Commissioners 
County Government Office 
511 Washington Street, #302 
The Dalles, Oregon 97058 

Dear County Commissioners, 

April 22, 2015 

We are writing to express our concern over the acquisition of the Limmeroth Ranch property 
by the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW) for use as a recreational area, and ask 
that the County oppose the acquisition. 

As you are aware, the ODFW, through the Trust for Public Lands, is seeking to acquire 
approximately 10,000 acres of ranch land in Wasco County. ODFW plans to add this land to 
the existing Lower Deschutes Wi ldlife Area, over doubling the size of this wildlife reserve. 
The property will be open to the public for hiking, wildlife viewing, hunting, and fishing, and 
will apparently include an established day use park, which without funds for supervision or 
management could easily be used for overnight camping. Camping is currently prohibited on 
ODFW land outside of designated campsites. No plans for campsites have been considered 
within proposed parking areas. 

Acquisition of the Limmeroth Ranch property would also open up public access to thousands 
of acres of land managed by the Bureau of Land Management, which currently does not 
provide for easy public access and which we rely on to graze our cattle and maintain viable 
ranching operations. We believe that ODFW's use and management of the land will create 
serious conflicts for our ranching operations, and we are against this expansion of public 
ownership in Wasco County. i 

The Limmeroth Ranch has been part of a working cattle ranch for decades, The property has 
been leased for Winter and Spring Grazing which is not a full time working cattle ranch. 
and has been a big part of the ranching fiber of this community. The property was originally 
listed for sale in 2011. It appears that ODFW's interest in the property began with its initial 
listing, with the Trust of Public Lands engaging in the acquisition in 2013. We understand that 
two private offers were made on the property, but were rejected as too low. The general 
feeling of the ranching community is that the appraised value for the property was far above 
its actual market value as a working ranch There have been 3 appraisals on the property and 
are all in line with current sales in the area. 

, and competition against a well-funded ODFW and Trust for Public Lands was a strong 
motivator for the family to hold out for a higher price, effectively limiting the market for this 
property to public agencies or trusts willing to pay a premium. All funding for the purchase of 
the property has come from Grants that were sourced through Trust for Public Land and 



ODFW. No ODFW General or License Funds are being used in the purchase of this property. 

While we certainly support ranchers making a profit from the sale of their properties, the 
entry of public entities into the private market for ranches causes price inflation in the area 
and puts area ranchers interested in purchasing the property at a competitive disadvantage. 
The neighboring ranchers were welcome to make any offer. No neighborhing or any rancher 
in the county expressed any interest in the property. The offers received from private parties 
were from outside of Wasco County. 

As the neighboring landowners to the Limmeroth ranch, we are very concerned about the 
impacts that the sale of the ranch and conversion of the ranch to public use. While we 
understand that ODFW is going to endeavor to maintain some level of ranching on the 
property after its sale, that use will be secondary to the public uses intended for the ranch, 
and we have concerns that use will not be maintained in the events of any conflicts with the 
primary public use. ODFW will continue to lease the grazrng to local ranchers. 

There are also valuable BLM permits associated with the Limmeroth ranch. We are 
concerned that the value of these permits will be lost instead of being maintained as part of a 
working cattle ranch. Again the land has been leased for grazing and not used as a full time 
working cattle ranch. 

We are also concerned that this project will have detrimental impacts on neighboring farm 
and ranch operations, making it more difficult to maintain a working landscape and keep our 
ranch land in production. Increased public access to our ranch land creates a host of 
management issues resulting from increased public use near our closely managed ranching 
operations. These conflicts include increased risk of trespass, increased costs due to the need 
for more frequent oversight of livestock and farming operations, and the risk of harm to 
livestock through gates being left open, animals being chased or shot, water troughs being 
vandalized, and other critical infrastructure being damaged. Due to the remote nature of 
these operations, it is not possible for us to monitor our lands or cattle at all times. ODFW 
manages over 40,000 acres in Wasco and Sherman County and have not had any of these 
issues with any of the currently owned properties. 

With significantly increased public traffic in the area, the costs of this access to our operations 
will be real, and will make it more difficult for us to maintain productive working ranches. 

It is for these reasons that we have been working with the Oregon Farm Bureau and the 
Wasco County Farm Bureau to oppose this acquisition. We ask that the county commission 
help protect Oregon's ranch land for agricultural use, and oppose this project in your county. 

Thank you for your consideration and please do not hesitate to contact any of the landowners 
indicated below with any questions. We are also working with Mary Anne Nash at the Oregon 
Farm Bureau on this acquisition, and you can contact her with any questions at 541-740-4062 
or Maryanne@oregonfb.org. 



Sincerely, 

Cc: 

Mary Anne Nash, Oregon Farm Bureau 
Curt Melcher, Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Senator Ted Ferrioli, Oregon State Senate 
Senator Bill Hansell, Oregon State Senate 
Representative Greg Smith, Oregon House of Representatives 
Representative John Huffman, Oregon House of Representatives 
Diane Daggett, Trust for Public Lands 

'The Limmeroth property has been leased as a winter and spring grazing for cattle. 
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