
Wasco County Planning Commission 
March 6, 2018 

Meeting begins at 3:00 p.m.  
Columbia Gorge Discovery Center 

5000 Discovery Dr 
Lower Level Classroom 
The Dalles, OR  97058 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER 
 
Members Present: Lynne Erickson, Vicki Ashley, Brad DeHart, , Jeff Handley, Chris Shanno, 
 
Absent Members: Mike Davis, Russell Hargrave 
 
Staff Present: Angie Brewer, Kelly Howsley-Glover, Will Smith, Riley Marcus, Lisa Johnson, and Brenda 
Coleman 
 
Angie introduced Lisa Johnson as the newest member of the planning Staff.  
 
Approval of April 18 2017 minutes 
Lynne Erickson noted change to pg 2 at bottom: Will Smith makes approve toilet.  Should be AND 
approve toliet. 
Pg 3 Wendy Kellington,  Schanno moves fo, should be for 
Pg 4 For clarity, change to LONG RANGE PLANNING meeting 
Jeff Handley noted for attendance he was present 
 
Vicki moved to approve the minutes as presented 
Jeff seconded the motion. 
No further discussion. 
Brad called for a vote.  Unanimous approval. 
 
Public Comment 
Rob Dellenbach, Tygh Valley (8090 Shady Brook Road).  Rob stated that a cell phone tower has been 
approved to be developed on the Butte at the end of the Shady Brook Road.  He was not notified, he 
does not like the use of cell phones and wanted to live in Tygh Valley because there are no towers.  Rob 
gave some information about the impact of electro-magnetic fields.  He stated he did not like that cell 
towers were being rammed down his throat and run through him without his input.  
 
Rob also stated he has concerns about the citizen’s involvement.  He is angry to have not been 
identified.   
 
Wasco County 2040 sounds like Agenda 21.  Who are the stakeholders identified in the report, how do 
you become a stakeholder?  All taxpayers should be notified, all tax payers should be stakeholders.  
   
Failure to meet the citizens as a citizens advisory board. How come we don’t get a say on the other goals 
that are being updated.  
 



Brad asked for any other comments. 
 
Roy Justesen, Tygh Valley (82790 Davidson Lane). 
Agrees with Rob.  He sent in a letter regarding the cell tower.  Assumes everyone read it.  The way it was 
executed was despicable. 
 
Other comments none. 
 
NSA Updates  
 
Will presented that they sent first amendments to the Columbia River Gorge Commission (CRGC). We 
updated it and sent it to the CRGC they found some inconsistencies.  Staff has updated based on 
feedback, and we need to have a hearing to recommend approval of amendments.   
 
Brad opened hearing by reading script. 
 
1. The public hearing is now open for the purpose of considering: 
 

PLALEG-17-10-0001:  A legislative hearing to consider recommending amendments to the Wasco 
County National Scenic Area Land Use and Development Ordinance (WC NSA LUDO) primarily 
relating to adverse affects, adverse cumulative effects on natural resources, and increased 
protection for cultural resources.   
 
The criteria for approval of this land use decision are contained in the WC NSA LUDO, Chapter 1 
(Introductory Provisions), Chapter 2 (Development Approval Procedures), and Chapter 9 (Zone 
Change, Ordinance Amendment and Revision of Urban Area Boundaries). 
 
The hearings process, notice and appeal period are governed by ORS 197.763 and qualify as a land 
use decision under ORS 197.015(11). 
 
The proposed amendments must comply with the National Scenic Area Management Plan and the 
Wasco County Comprehensive Plan.   
 

2. The procedure I would like to follow tonight is: 
 
a. Reading of the Rules of Evidence, 
b. Disclosure of Interest, 
c. The planning department’s report, 
d. Public testimony,  
e. Planning Commission deliberation; and 
f. If there is enough information the Planning Commission will make a decision tonight, or they will 

provide direction to staff for any additional information or amendments they would like to see 
and continue this hearing to a date and time certain. 

  
3. The Rules of Evidence are as follows: 
 

a. No person shall be disorderly, abusive, or disruptive of the orderly conduct of the hearing. 
 



b. No person shall testify without first receiving recognition from the Approving Authority and 
stating full name and address. 
 

c. No person shall present irrelevant, immaterial, or unduly repetitious testimony or evidence. 
Formal rules of evidence as used in courts of law shall not apply. Evidence received at any 
hearing shall be of the quality that reasonable persons rely upon in the conduct of their 
everyday affairs. 
 

d. Audience demonstrations such as applause, cheering, and display of signs, or other conduct 
disruptive of the hearing shall not be permitted. 
 

e. The person in charge of the decision making body shall have the authority, at such person's 
discretion, to inform, reprimand, or remove any person or persons for violations of the above 
rules of conduct. Violations of the above rules of conduct shall further be grounds for the 
immediate suspension of the hearing. 
 

f. Testimony and evidence must be directed toward the subject hearing. 
 
4. Disclosure of Interest:  

g. Does any Commission member wish to disqualify themselves for any personal or financial 
interest in this matter? NONE 

 
h. Does any member of the audience wish to challenge the right of any Commission member to 

hear this matter? NONE 
 

i. Is there any member of the audience who wishes to question the jurisdiction of this body to act 
on behalf of Wasco County in this matter? NONE 

 
5. Will the staff please present their report?   
 
Will stated that the new amendments include few substantive changes and see his strikes and 
underlines as an attachment.   
 
The CRGC recommended reordering some of the updates. 
 
Cultural recon survey is now required, we added some language that codifies current staff practice.  
 
Now all language matches Management Plan.  Will explained the process. 
 
If agree to recommend it will go to the board next month and then head to CRGC. 
 
Brad called for questions 
 
Lynne pg 4 “action by county governing body” Talks about receipt of the governing body provided that 
the County Court.   We need to update all references to County Court to County Commission. Appears 
on the next page as well. 
 



Angie stated it was a historical reference and can be searched and replaced as a recommendation of the 
PC.  
  
Brad wanted more information on the addition about the Gorge Commision can choose to cultural recon 
survey.  Can you share how that would work?  Can they override a recommendation? 
 
Will – in this case there is a list of proposed uses that is exempt  from having a survey, if the CG feels 
that a survey to protect resources they can request a survey.  
 
Brad can you explain the process. 
  
Will when we send out a prenotice and the archeologist takes a look at that and we state in the staff 
report that no survey is required, if they stated they need a survey and it might add time to the time line  
for the review.  
 
Angie: if you notice the language above ‘known resource area”.  The CG archeaologist has a probability 
map for resources to help them predict cultural resource locations.  This requires land owner signature.  
Should not cost additional money.  
 
Brad asked if there were other questions.  None 
 
Called for public testimony. None 
 
Closed for deliberation 
Vickie moves to uphold the approval and recommend approval to the Board of County Commissioners.  
Jeff amends motion to add a direction to staff to search and replace the County Court to County Board 
of Commissioners.  
Lynne seconded the amended approval. 
No discussion  
Brad called for a vote.  The vote was unanimous in favor of recommending approval to BOCC. 
Adjourned 3:45pm. 
 
Staff Presentation 2040 
Lynne opened the WC CAG meeting.  Lynne reminded members of the rules. 
 
Kelly presented.  See PowerPoint attached. 
Work plan submitted in October to Department Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) for 
approval.  They circulated to their staff and subject experts for review. DLCD suggested we request an 
extension of time to make sure we would not exceed our November deadline.  We were approved for a 
three month extension.  In December we submitted our work plan to the Periodic Review  Assistance 
Team for review and they had a 20 day period to comment.  After that time was up, we resubmitted the 
work plan in December.  What followed was a series of negotiation about timeline and work tasks. 
 
Received the final letter to approve the work plan on February 20.  Timelines have changed on the work 
plan, but its still contained within the original scope and timeline because staff had allotted a buffer.   
 
Kelly presented an overview of the work tasks and items we will be tackling at the April hearing.  
Presentation includes: process, review changes, discussion of spring road show. 



 
First two work tasks are related to goals 1 & 2.  The proposed changes are primarily to make Wasco 
County 2040 consistent with current practice.  There is also a significant format change to the 
comprehensive plan – chapters will align with goals, based on work sessions with the Citizen Advisory 
Group in 2016 and 2017 and public feedback. 
 
Process dates: Hearing 4/3 BOCC 5/2 and 5/17 and submit completed task to DLCD by 5/31. 
 
Will still need work sessions to work on the goals, in addition to the public hearings.  Lots more 
opportunity for public input. 
 
Kelly provided an overview of the general proposed changes to work tasks 1 and 2. 
 
Lynne wanted to recommend staff review plans at a minimum of every five years. Brad as needed is 
recommended by DLCD.  Brad was concerned that having too firm deadlines doesn’t acknowledge 
resource gaps in staffing.  Kelly yes and keep in mind you will have a staff report in the April hearing to 
review and consider this and to submit any proposed modification or edits to the language.  Vicki 
wanted confirmation what State recommendation was.  Kelly suggested there is a lot of pragmatism in 
developing plan review clocks, based on resources available to most counties in Oregon.  Chris 
suggested a time frame might limit folks to thinking they only needed to update on a certain cycle, 
rather than as needed.  Brad also wants to think about what constitutes a review.   
 
Work task 3 needs to be submitted by November, so we will likely start that hearings process in August 
or September. 
 
We want to repeat successes and get more feedback about topics that were popular concerns during 
the visioning work sessions.  Spring/summer road shows will focus on:  
Water conservation.  Heard from everyone that water availability is an issue.  Limitations of the land use 
program in relation to water conservation, and what the potentials are for land use planning. 
 
Agri-tourism.  We are not up to our potential of agri-tourism but many folks don’t want to expand it 
because of current conflicts between tourist activity and farm use.  We need to look at where we want 
to make allowance for agri-tourism uses/activities.  
 
Economic development policies.  Better broadband, better internet.  Agriculture emphasis.   
 
Incentive based land use strategies.  These could be things like reduced fees for compliance.  We want 
to hear from public on what would incentivize them.  
 
Road show details 
Kelly asked for feedback on where when and who as well as format of the road shows.   
 
Vicki Maupin, Dufur, The Dalles, Mosier  
Jeff wanted to add Tygh Valley as well 
Kelly reminded everyone that the last roadshow we had 7 events: 1 in The Dalles; 1 in Petersburg; 
1 in Tygh Valley; 1 in Mosier; 1 in Washington Family Ranch; 1 in Dufur; 1 in Wamic. 
Brad agree with whittling the numbers down but doesn’t want to eliminate ones that had a good 
turnout such as Petersburg. 



Angie we will also be adding radio advertisements this time around 
 
Lynne asked when do you want to start. 
Kelly stated it takes a couple months to get it going, if we do 4 we could accomplish it May and June or 
June and July.   
Vicki is concerned that we will run into vacations and haying. 
Jeff see Dufur, Petersburg, Tygh Valley,  
Brad increase to 5 and include 1 in The Dalles? 
Kelly is Tygh Valley south enough for folks down south? Or do we need to do Maupin? 
Kelly wants to think about organizing the time when it is best for the community.   
Brad Dufur Maupin Petersburg Mosier and The Dalles 
Kelly the only issue with Petersburg is that we were at a private residence and there was concern from 
the public and the BOCC on the propriety of holding meetings at private residences. 
Investigate whether Petersburg school is available to meet 
 
Lynne what is your thought about format for the presentation? Like a 1 page issue paper, or PowerPoint. 
Brad stated presentation should examples of just exactly what we are talking about.  Getting people’s 
thinking going. Not recommending, but just examples. 
Kelly asked how would we do that.  What would it look like? Break out into small groups?  
Vicki suggested that if you split them they might want to be water and agritourism. 
Chris suggested to frame it as these are the topics and what we are thinking, what are your thoughts.  
Vicki stated to give them opportunity to give written feedback that night. 
Kelly replied we had that at the last road show and no one took advantage of it. 
Lynne suggested this format: is ______ an issue,  what are some of the options to address these issues 
or concerns. 
Kelly stated that if we had commitment from CAG members to facilitate we could do small groups. 
Vicki stated priorities will be different at each location. 
Lynne suggested a signup sheet for PC to commit to attend. 
Kelly suggested she give presentation with context, break up in small groups to discuss. 
Chris likes having a large discussion.   
Brad prefers open forum large discussion. 
Kelly suggested we have boards and let people write priorities. 
Vicki suggested a large discussion with 20 minute topic discussions. 
Angie suggested if we don’t break up then facilitators need to be actively getting people to speak. Large 
groups can sometimes be intimidating. 
Kelly stated we could have tablets and pass out people to take surveys. 
Brad also suggested we use the issues at the front desk as some of the examples. 
Brad stated we need to have sideboards on the examples – such as great idea but state won’t allow it. 
 
Consensus on format to be brief presentations on topics with PowerPoint followed by large group 
discussion. 
 
Other items: None 
Lynne adjourned CAG at 4:33 
 
Reconvened PC at 4:34 
Angie informed that Building Code Services is now in the Wasco County Public Works building. State is 
providing services for the county as of 2/1.  Interim Building Official who is working in several 



communities.  Wasco County Planning migrated our database to the state database to make it more 
seamless and accessible for the public. 
Code compliance officer has been filled Chris McNeel currently transitioning from the sheriff’s office.   
Scenic area Gorge 2020 process is moving forward.   Tyler Stone stated that the Columbia River Gorge 
Commission has a crowd sharing app to track how it is trending and allow for input.  Kelly stated that 
she posted a link to the Gorge 2020 site on the Wasco 2040 website. 
DLCD has notified us that there will be FEMA updates soon.  Brad asked if that was related to flood plain 
mapping. Angie replied yes, and how they affect threatened and endangered species. 
Angie stated we are still waiting to hear outcome of legislation that would require accessory dwelling 
units to be permitted in all zones that allow dwellings.  Was supposed to insert words “inside urban 
growth” may not happen.  May need to adopt emergency rule to address this.  
Will informed the commission about the CPAW.  Team will be coming to do some workshops and tours.   
Adjourned at 443. 
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