
MISSION STATEMENT: TO CREATE A HEALTHY, SAFE, DIVERSE, AND PROSPEROUS CITY 
BY ENGAGING COMMUNITY MEMBERS TO DEVELOP AN ENRICHED QUALITY OF LIFE.

COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA
CITY COUNCIL – CITY OF ONTARIO OREGON

TUESDAY, JUNE 15, 2021, 6:00 PM, MT
Zoom Link

Pursuant to the Public Meetings Laws and Rules within the Oregon Revised Statutes, the City Council has the authority, ability, and standing to take action on any 
items on the Agenda, or add items to the Agenda, during the Study Session or Regular Meeting, as long as all public meeting notice requirements have been met.

The City Council may recess/adjourn to Executive Session under ORS 192.660(2) as follows: (a) Employment of Public Officers, Employees, or Agents; (b) Discipline of Public Officers, Employees, or Agents; (d) Labor Negotiations; (e) Real Property Transactions; (f) 
Exempt Public Records; (g) Trade Negotiations; (h) Litigation /Consult with Legal Counsel; (i) Performance Evaluation of Public Officers and Employees; (j) Trade Negotiations; and/or (l) Labor Negotiations.

The City of Ontario does not discriminate in providing access to its programs, services and activities on the basis of race, color, religion, ancestry, national origin, political affiliation, sex, age, marital status, physical or mental disability, or any other inappropriate 
reason prohibited by law or policy of the state or federal government.   Should a person need special accommodations or interpretation services, contact the City at 889‐7684 at least one working day prior to the need for services and every reasonable effort to 
accommodate the need will be made. 

 

1) CALL TO ORDER 
  Roll Call: Freddy Rodriguez            Sam Baker            John Kirby            Ken Hart           

Michael Braden            Eddie Melendrez            Mayor Riley Hill           
 

2) PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

This Agenda was posted on Friday, June 11, 2021. Copies of the Agenda are available from the City Hall Customer Service Counter 
and on the city's website at www.ontariooregon.org.
 

3) MOTION TO ADOPT THE AGENDA 
 

4) PUBLIC COMMENTS Citizens may address the Council; however, Council may not be able to provide an immediate answer or response. Out of 
respect to the Council and others in attendance, please limit your comment to three (3) minutes. Please state your name and city of residence for the 
record.

 

5) CONSENT AGENDA 
  A) Minutes: Council Meetings 04‐08‐2021; 04‐20‐2021; 04‐27‐2021; 05‐06‐2021; 05‐18‐2021
  B) Hangar Lease: Koeppen Family Trust to Rob & Lisa Saunders (102 Hotel, 103 Hotel, 107 India)
 

6) OLD BUSINESS 
  A) Resolution #2021‐117: GASB 54
  B) Resolution #2021‐118: Clean Up End of Year
  C) Resolution #2021‐119: Master Fee Schedule
  D) Resolution #2021‐120: City Council Rules and Regulations Policy‐ Meetings
  E) Ordinance #2791‐2021: Amend OMC 2‐8‐5 re Public Works Committee (First Reading)
  F) Lease Renewal for Beck's Spray Service
  G) Charter Amendments
 

7) NEW BUSINESS 
  A) Paul and Stacey Gehrman Half Street Construction ‐ North Dorian Drive
  B) Mayor Appointments to Special Committees
  C) Create a Code Enforcement Ad‐Hoc Committee
  D) STOL Presentation
 

8) PUBLIC HEARING 
  A) Accept Right of Way Airport Way and SW 31st Street as per the Approved Partition under Planning Action 2020‐

06‐24 PTN
  B) Accept Right of Way for SW 6th Avenue and SW 26th Street as per the Approved Subdivision of Wapato West 

Subdivision under Planning Action 2021‐05‐19 SUB
 

9) DEPARTMENT HEAD UPDATES 
  A) Fire & Rescue: Quarterly Report
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The City Council may recess/adjourn to Executive Session under ORS 192.660(2) as follows: (a) Employment of Public Officers, Employees, or Agents; (b) Discipline of Public Officers, Employees, or Agents; (d) Labor Negotiations; (e) Real Property Transactions; (f) 
Exempt Public Records; (g) Trade Negotiations; (h) Litigation /Consult with Legal Counsel; (i) Performance Evaluation of Public Officers and Employees; (j) Trade Negotiations; and/or (l) Labor Negotiations.

The City of Ontario does not discriminate in providing access to its programs, services and activities on the basis of race, color, religion, ancestry, national origin, political affiliation, sex, age, marital status, physical or mental disability, or any other inappropriate 
reason prohibited by law or policy of the state or federal government.  Should a person need special accommodations or interpretation services, contact the City at 889‐7684 at least one working day prior to the need for services and every reasonable effort to 
accommodate the need will be made.

 

10) DISCUSSION ITEMS 
  A) Bid Award: Street Paving ‐ Goodfellow Street
  B) Airport Hangar Incentive Program

11) HAND‐OUTS 
 

12) CORRESPONDENCE, COMMENTS AND EX‐OFFICIO REPORTS 
 

13) ADJOURN 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
April 8, 2021 

  

The scheduled meeting of the Ontario City Council was called to order by Mayor Riley Hill at 6:00 p.m. on Thursday, 
April 8, 2021, in the Council Chambers of City Hall.  Council members present or attended via telephone were Riley 
Hill, Michael Braden, Ken Hart, John Kirby, Freddy Rodriguez, and Eddie Melendrez. Sam Baker was excused.  

Members of staff present in person or via telephone were Adam Brown, Tori Barnett, Peter Hall, Terry Leighton, 
Steven Romero, Kari Ott, Dan Cummings, Larry Sullivan, Al Cablay, and Paul Woods.  

The meeting was recorded, and copies are available at City Hall.   

Riley Hill led everyone in the Pledge of Allegiance.  

AGENDA 
 
This Agenda was posted on April 6, 2021. Copies of the Agenda are available from the City Hall Customer Service 
Counter and on the city’s website www.ontariooregon.org. 
 
HART moved, BRADEN seconded, TO ADOPT THE AGENDA AS PRESENTED.  Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-
out; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 

 
 PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
Marc Garcia, Ontario: stated: First of all, thank you for your time today. This will be quick and sweet, sweet and short. 
This is for the northeast neighborhood. It’s been an issue for some time, the noise, and the semi-trucks over by 
Americold and Ore-Ida. It’s pretty noisy because they park in front of residences and places of habitation so even the 
places that are businesses over there still had an issue with the noise or the semi-trucks blocking the traffic, parking 
in the middle of the street. It’s been an issue for along time. The good thing is, one thing is how noisy is it? Well, it’s 
very, very noisy, so from about two blocks away it’s about 70 decibels. For comparison, 87 decibels is a vacuum 
cleaner in your home. Even with the best situation, the houses, the triple-plane glass, they’re so close and the wall 
they’re next to is all concrete going up about over 20 feet. It just echoes back into the neighborhoods. The other thing 
is really, if you’re thinking about that like long term, there is some damage to hearing, anything over 60 decibels. It’s 
24/7. Last night they were waking up at 2:00 a.m., 3:00 a.m., trucks coming in, jack-knifing, air-braking, stuff like 
that. It’s really just asking the city to maybe put some places where they could park away from those paces. And we 
have the space. So, the other question you may ask is how much will this cost? Really, there’s no cost to it. Just paint. 
If there’s any signage that needs to go up, we can pay for it, like we can donate that. Now I’ve been talking to 
Americold since last summer and I included the email from a Supervisor there. They are open to this; they just need 
direction. They’re very cooperative. It isn’t a cost or impact to them in any way. I think that’s the biggest thing. We 
kind of worry because they are a big employer in Ontario, but they’re on board. I mean, they want to be good 
neighbors. They’re not just a local company anymore. They’re pretty much a national/international company being 
Heinze and Americold. So, they want to do a public service, they want to do the right thing. It’s just us directing them. 
I think there’s a map there and I have a PowerPoint I’ll email you, probably tomorrow, or tonight, and it’s going to 
be seen a little bigger. You can see the first picture, there’s three semis, there’s a multi-family there with children 
housing. There’s nobody parking back on 6th and 3rd Avenue North. Right? There’s plenty of parking, but they never 
park there. They’re always parking right by the office. It’s not necessary. They’re getting called by dispatch, by radio. 
Is there a reason for them to park there three or four days and then take off? There are other places they could park. 

http://www.ontariooregon.org/
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I just want to bring that situation up. The other thing is the speeding on those roads too. I think if you added 
speedbump – again, we can pay. The residents are willing to pay the money, I’m willing to pay the money to put a 
speedbump in there. But basically, signage and addressing the issue. Today, I got pretty much everybody to sign, and 
I emailed that over to Tori. She can probably share with you guys, requesting that you guys are looking at right now. 
Basically, to put signage up. I think that’s going to go a long way to tell people who are not from the community or 
Treasure Valley who are truck driving in there that the city cares about what’s going on, the behavior as it happens 
there. I think that sometimes we get people from Texas or California driving in; they’re speeding through there, they 
don’t’ care, they will park in your yard, they will crash into your fence, they will take down your stop sign, stuff like 
that. Just respectful to people. There are kids there. The first thing I did when I pulled into town today, sure enough 
there’s a kid on a bike, maybe five years old, and there’s a semi-truck speeding, not paying attention, looking at his 
phone, trying to find the office. I don’t think that’s necessary. I think we can do a lot just by doing that. So, I’ll finish 
up real fast. Short term, what happens, or long term, what happens. If we don’t do anything about it, we’re still 
disadvantaging basic community. They got zones commercial industrial even though it’s one of the older 
neighborhoods in town. They were never asked to be zone commercial, but we’re okay with it. We understand 
Americold and Ore-Ida have to operate. We’re perfectly fine with that. We’re just asking for some city to kind of guide 
them, the truck and traffic in that area at little. I think a little bit of paint, signage, will go a long way. It’s very low 
cost for the quality of life for everybody there. Other benefits are there’s no impact to Americold operations. It’s very 
low cost, and you also have improved traffic and safety. That’s pretty much it. Again, I talked to Americold, and it 
seemed like they were going to cooperate. Thank you so much for your time. (Document attached) 
 
Mayor Hill thanked Mr. Garcia for his presentation. It was clear he’d put some effort into this and there was 
neighborhood participation, and rarely did the city have someone come in and say they were willing to participate 
in the costs. He asked for a consensus from the Council to ask the Chief and the City Manager to look into these 
issues.  
 
Council consensus to have the Chief and City Manager look into the items outlined by Mr. Garcia.  
 
Marty Justus, Ontario, stated: So, I wasn’t sure if any of you saw the Malheur Enterprise the week of March 24th, so I 
just wanted to come in and read that editorial to you so that’s part of the city record for perpetuity. An Editorial, 
Malheur Enterprise, March 24, 2021. Members of the Ontario City Council must break their silence over Councilor 
Freddy Rodriguez. They must lead, not dodge. They must show they care about safeguarding the community and its 
citizens. Community leadership demands more than showing up for Council meetings and reading briefing papers. As 
public officials, Councilors carry the weight of authority, and it’s not just their legal duty. They are expected to 
exemplify the best of the community – to exhibit integrity, morality, and courage in facing sometimes hard choices. 
Being a community leader means always acting in the best interests of all. Every citizen should feel Councilors 
represent them. Community leaders must inspire confidence that they are selfless in duty, articulate in decisions, and 
forthright in conduct. In the Rodriguez instance, Councilors have abstained. They may dismiss the Rodriguez imbroglio 
as some personal issue of no import to city government. Nonsense. Any issue that riles citizens and disrupts city 
functioning matters. They may conclude that attending to Rodriguez’s behavior is not their job, that is a task left to 
voters. Nonsense again. And they may argue they have limited legal authority to do anything. That’s escapism. The 
legal limits are clear. They can’t arbitrarily “fire” Rodriguez from his Council seat. They can’t impeach him. Councilors 
even lack technical authority to take away his title as Councilor President. But nothing in the City Charter or state law 
or the U.S. Constitution bars each Councilor and the Mayor from using their political and moral authority, vested in 
any public official. They can speak if they want. They are muzzled only by their own fear or excuses. At a minimum, 
the Council could act for the community to get at the truth of several matters. It could deputize investigators to 
address those issues swirling around Rodriguez. These include: Residency. There is the issue about where the 
Councilor lives. He testified under oath that he lives in a travel trailer with his daughter. Another witness said it’s 
parked outside city limits. Rodriguez has made the claim he went from homeless this year to simultaneously having 
residences in the country and in the city. Citizens expect Councilors to live in town. Political Pressure: The Councilor 
turned directly to Police Chief Steven Romero for help getting back a dog he had given away. Rodriguez may have 
tried to use his official city position, perhaps indirectly, to get special treatment from the police. Citizen Attack: 
Rodriguez used his Council seat to slander a citizen, making the vile accusation that the individual was a child 
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molester. Rodriguez justified his remark by saying he heard it from a friend. That’s not evidence and he knows that, 
given his experience with the justice system. Domestic Violence: Rodriguez said an arrest for spousal battery in 2003 
in California resulted in a year-long domestic abuse coursework.  
 
Mayor Hill stated they had read the article and it had been worked over to death. That was one person’s opinion in 
the paper. They also had an opinion from legal counsel what the Council… 
 
Mr. Justus stated: I’m going to finish my statement, Mayor. I’m going to finish this if you don’t mind. I’m going to put 
it into the city record. A 2010 arrest in Idaho for domestic battery led to a 12-week program called “Men’s Healthy 
Relationship” and dismissal of the charge. A second 2010 arrest in Idaho for domestic battery resulted in a 52-week 
domestic battery treatment program. And in June 2020, a state judge found Rodriguez was a credible threat to an 
Ontario woman, restraining the Councilor from going near her. The city generally has a duty to confront all domestic 
violence, a persistent threat for many women in Ontario and Malheur County. Rodriguez tends to blame others for 
his trouble, to abdicate responsibility. That’s his weakness. That weakness – abdicating responsibility – shouldn’t be 
echoed by Ontario Councilors. They can act. They can each speak up. They can tell the community what they sand for 
– and what they won’t tolerate. They can act individually and collectively. No legal authority to remove Rodriguez as 
President? Perhaps. But they have the political authority to speak one by one calling on him to resign the post. 
Nothing – nothing – prevents that. They can speak up on behalf of domestic violence victims. They can clearly 
condemn, not condone, any and all such abuse. Councilors Ken Hart and Michael Braden provided statements to the 
Enterprise generally doing so – but haven’t spoken directly to the public during Council sessions. They can speak up 
against abuse of citizens who brave the spotlight and Rodriguez’s wrath by appearing before Councilors. They should 
go on the record about the potential recall – do they support that or not? But the strongest signal they can send to 
the community – and Rodriguez – is to unite, one by one, for a call for Rodriguez to resign. Nothing – nothing – 
prevents Mayor Riley Hill or Councilors John Kirby, Eddie Melendrez, Sam Baker, Ken Hart, or Michael Braden from 
doing so. More is at stake than Rodriguez’s reputation or conduct. Getting citizens involved in local government is a 
challenge. Getting citizens to have faith in government is essential to progress, stability, and popular support. That 
is all at risk in this moment. The Councilors can either rise to meet the moment with courage, or they can let their 
silence continue to erode community trust and support in Ontario’s city government. Thank you. (Document attached) 
 
Councilor Rodriguez commented to Mr. Justus that it was his clear knowledge and understanding, based on what 
numerous people had indicated to him, that the very competent and extremely efficient Malheur County Sheriff’s 
Department already investigated all of the things he’d stated that had been alleged about him committing in Malheur 
County. Months later, no arrest, no nothing. What did that tell him? 
 
Mr. Justus stated that told him that the city…. 
 
Mayor Hill stated there would be not back and forth. They’d both made a statement, so it was done. The City 
Attorney had already presented the Council with their options.  
 

CONSENT AGENDA 
 
KIRBY moved, BRADEN seconded, TO ADOPT THE CONSENT AGENDA, WHICH INCLUDED COUNCIL MEETING 
MINUTES OF FEBRUARY 4, 2021; FEBRUARY 16, 2021; AND FEBRUARY 23, 2021; AND HOUSING INCENTIVE 
PROGRAM: RYWEST HOMES (29-2021). Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-out; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
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PRESENTATION 
 
BLUEBIRD EXPRESS CAR WASH (Attached) 
John Fery, Operating Partner, stated: Thank you guys for having me. I have to admit, I’ve never presented to this 
many people outside of my employees, but they’re paid to listen to me, so I appreciate your guys’ consideration. 
What brings me here is two studies that we’ve gotten done, but before we get into that, I thought I’d give you guys 
a little bit of background on Bluebird ‘cuz not many people know a whole lot about us other than we have a bunch of 
pretty lights, soap, and a lot of whirly things, and a lot of people in bow ties. When I was 16, I started a detailing 
company as kind of a way to have a flexible summer job. Turns out I really liked that, and I was pretty busy. So, the 
next summer I hired my brother – don’t tell the labor board, he was 12 - he now actually is the operations manager 
for Bluebird. Anyway, every summer we’d hire more and more kids because we got busier and busier and business 
and when I went off to college, my brother ran it remotely, or managed it remotely and when I got out of college, I 
was given the opportunity to kind of get back into the car wash business. Needless to say, I love it, and it kind of 
hooked me. I had my first wash in Denver and then we rebranded and created a new model, the Bluebird model, and 
Ontario is actually the first community that got to see that model. Jumping back into kind of why I’m here, so there’s 
two professional and independent studies done on water usage in car washes and trying to figure out what we are 
here to talk about today. The conclusion of that is that the way that the sewer is billed to the wash is great for most 
organizations, but for the car wash it’s actually overbilling for services that aren’t provided by the sewer. To dive in, 
I jumped a little bit to the background, we are a family-owned company. We joined in 2019 when we opened. Our 
system is one of the largest, most environmentally friendly systems in the nation and our water reclamation system 
is actually one of the biggest in the U.S. One of the ways that we’re able to be environmentally friendly was we 
recycled all of our water, and I’ll kind of go into that for you. Despite being promised a five-year exemption by Greg 
Smith on our taxes before we started construction, which you can read about. The Enterprise did a lot of fun stuff on 
it. We’ve really worked hard to be a really positive and supporting member of the community. We employed 
anywhere from 10 to 15 people, we do guaranteed hours, medical insurance, 401K, 10 days PTO, our starting wage 
is $14 an hour, we have a leadership program, tons of bonuses, and - we are proud of this – we never laid one person 
off during Covid for Covid related issues. That was something that was really important to me. The reason I bring it 
up is that we are very loyal to our people and again to this community. Each year we donate thousands of dollars to 
every organization out there. The last two years we’ve been doing a fundraiser for Giggles and Grace through our 
Tunnels of Terror, please come if you’ve never come. I think you’ll really enjoy it. When you look at the demographics 
of who we draw from, we draw from about actually a 50-mile radius. Our customers come 50 miles to come into the 
community and use our services.  Let’s get into the nerdy stuff on car washing. What we do is we take the city water, 
then we soften it through a 3-tier industrial water softener, some of that water goes to a reverse osmosis system, to 
get that water clarity, and then we combine it with our biodegradable soap to wash your cars and do all the pretty 
things to make it shiny. What most people don’t know if that we actually have to balance the pH of your car and we 
have to balance the pH of the water before it goes into our reclamation system. So, it’s really important if you’re a 
water nerd because if you balance water, it won’t go septic, it won’t smell, but also the finish of your car is perfect. 
Once the water goes through the wash, it’s all collected and goes into a 20,000-gallon water reclamation system. 
The idea is that solids go to the bottom, the oils go to the top, the good waters in the middle, we pull that and recycle 
it. While the water is in there, we treat it with ozone so it’s oxygenating it and constantly cycle it to keep it fresh, no 
bacteria growing, and pH balanced. Every few months we spend about $3-5K pumping all the mud, the solids, out of 
the bottom and then that gets disposed of and recycled and reused sometimes for fill dirt and stuff like that. Any 
excess water that’s not carried out by vehicle or evaporates goes through the sand and oil interceptor – which we 
pump that as well - and then it goes to the sewer. Generally, in just as good of shape as it was received. Those are all 
the big-picture things. Bringing into the two different studies that are attached in the hand-out. Since we’ve opened 
in 2019, using the facts and averages from the study, we’ve been overcharged by over $17,700 and all that’s doing 
is taking the average figures of how much water is lost to evaporation and carry-out and applying it to the sewer bill 
to show how much water was actually not returned to the sewer. In most circumstances how much water you use 
really goes into how much water goes back to the sewer. We have a really large discrepancy of how much water 
actually goes back to the sewer that we’re being charged for. I know we’re weird. Car washing is just its own little 
thing, but it’s really important that we discuss some possible solutions. To dive into those things, evaporation, 
everyone in the study does things a lot differently than we do from the standpoint of they’re smaller, they use less 
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blowers, and no heat. We use 20 15-horsepower blowers, and two 1,000,000 BTU heaters and that’s why we can 
achieve a finish unlike most people, which also means we have a tremendous amount of evaporation. In the summer 
it’s 115⁰ in the blower room. All the water, when you come into the blower room, gone. We like clean shiny dry cars, 
and that’s one of the ways we achieve it. Most of the car washes in the study use about 7-10 and no heat. The other 
one is carry-out. Our highly processed, filtered, and treated water gets trapped in pickup beds, door jams, and trunk 
lids. If you opened your car door and saw a little water running between the seams and the exterior, this is what they 
call the carryout. On average, between the carryout and the evaporation, the different studies have found that about 
6.3 gallons of water, on average, are carried out with the vehicle or they evaporate during that process. That equals 
– depending on how much fresh water you used – about 21%. That’s where we get the figure of $17K. The current 
billing structure was great for most organizations, but it’s really unfair to the carwashes because we’re being billed 
for a service that we’re not using. If you guys want to go to page 3, just to walk you through really quickly, the table, 
they show the freshwater GPV (gallons per vehicle) and they show it that in the E&C (evaporation and carryout) and 
then the percentage. For reference, and why this is important is we use way less fresh water than all these 
organizations so the figures of 21% should be conservative. Here’s what we’re proposing, and I’d love your feedback 
in understanding how the process goes. We’re proposing that we don’t get repaying of the $17K, but what we’d like 
to do is be able to have an adjustment factor for the water billing and how much we are billed on sewer. That would 
be on average if we used the averages, it would be 21% less because we are not giving that water back to the sewer, 
not to mention all the work we put into processing the water before we give it back. That is all I have. Are there 
questions? 
 
Mayor Hill thanked him for his presentation. He asked the Council, because it was new to them, to maybe get a 
consensus to ask the City Manager and the Public Works Department to study this and present a recommendation 
to them.  
 
Council consensus to have the City Manager and Public Works Department study the proposal and present a 
recommendation to the Council.  
 
2019-2020 Audit (Attached) 
Chelsie Hewitt, Owner/Member, Connected Professional Accountants, presented.  
 
Skyline and Malheur Farms (Attached) 
Paul Woods, City Engineer, gave a Power Point presentation.   

 
 

OLD BUSINESS 
 
Bid Award: Wayfinding System 
Adam Brown, City Manager, presented.  

HART moved, KIRBY seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL TABLE THE BID AWARD FOR THE WAYFINDING SYSTEM 
UNTIL COUNCIL RECEIVED CLARIFICAION. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-out; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
 

NEW BUSINESS 
 
Resolution #2021-110: Bid Award for Cultural Monitoring 
Peter Hall, Assistant City Manager/HR Manager, presented. 
 
KIRBY moved, BRADEN seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE RESOLUTION #2021-110, A RESOLUTION 
REQUESTING TO AWARD CULTURAL MONITORING SERVICES TO BLUE MOUNTAIN CONSULTING AT A RATE OF 
$1,108.80 PER DAY AND NOT TO EXCEED $16,632. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-out; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; 
Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
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Liquor License Application: The Devil’s Playground, LLC 
Steven Romero, Police Chief, presented. 
 
BRADEN moved, KIRBY seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE LIMITED ON-PREMISES LIQUOR LICENSE 
APPLICATION FOR THE DEVILS PLAYGROUND LLC. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-out; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; 
Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
 
Delinquent Utility Billing Accounts to Collections 
Kari Ott, Finance Director, presented.  
 
HART moved, BRADEN seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE LIST OF UTILITY BILLING WRITE OFFS AS 
PRESENTED AND AUTHORIZE SENDING THE APPLICABLE ACCOUNTS TO COLLECTIONS. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; 
Baker-out; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
 
Application for Appointment to Airport Committee: Justin Kearns 
Mayor Hill stated he was not familiar with the applicant but noted the phone number and address were in Nampa, 
Idaho.  
 
Councilor Kirby stated he had attended the previous Airport Committee meeting, and he believed that the only 
current member with an Ontario address was Gary Taylor. It had been discussed about the various city committees 
that there be city residency or possibly within the school district. But with this one, there was vested interest in 
aircraft ownership or being in the industry that provided that service. They were working on a Master Plan that was 
proposed to increase the capacity and there was a lot going on. What was before them currently had not been 
presented prior to the Airport Committee. He thought it was possible that Mr. Kearns be put on the committee, but 
maybe have some review of the policy as it pertained to the Airport Committee as to who could be a member.  
 
Mr. Brown stated in reviewing the Airport Committee, there were four members with an Ontario address, one Vale, 
one Nyssa, and one Weiser.  
 
Councilor Hart stated the argument that just because someone had a plane in Ontario, they could be on the 
committee, he didn’t agree with. He would ask, before considering people who didn’t live at least in the school 
district and paid taxes, see if there were others, or ask the Airport Manager, to get some folks from Ontario. If, 
and/or when that route was exhausted, then reconsider others.  
 
Councilor Kirby was not opposed to that; he just thought a review of the overall policy should be done.  
 
Council consensus that instead of rejecting the application, it would be put in abeyance until they had the 
opportunity to study the policy for the airport and what they wanted to do regarding appointment people to 
committees.  
 

DEPARTMENT HEAD UPDATES 
 
Finance: Monthly Report (Document attached) 
Kari Ott, Finance Director, presented. 
 
Police: Quarterly Report (Document attached) 
Steven Romero, Police Chief, presented. 
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DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
Memorial Day Activity 
Councilor Rodriguez wanted to speak about the hydrant repainting project he’d been involved with over the past 
few years. Last year it was taken out by COVID; they’d still painted, but not as many as they’d have like to. This year, 
on Saturday, May 15th, they’d be gathering at 11:00 a.m. at Lion’s Park to pain. The day they were doing it this year 
– May 15th – was also Peace Officer Memorial Day. They would be painting from 11:00-3:00, and around 3:30 they 
would be doing a commemoration of local, state, and federal peace officers who had died or been disabled in the 
line of duty with a moment of silence. They were also working on putting together a bar-b-que to feed the local 
officers. After the year this nation had endured, officers being put in danger, it would be a positive gesture for 
Ontario to show the dedicated, honorable, and community-driven law enforcement officers and their fellow fallen 
brothers and sisters this love. They were still looking for teams or individuals to sign up to help paint. He was also 
working with local businesses to fund the bar-b-q and to provide some painting equipment. He was looking to 
acquire some PPE, so they were covered on that end. He would appreciate some participation and direction from 
the city’s own police department. He also encouraged the Mayor, other City Councilors, and city staff to participate 
and attend. Anyone interested could contact him directly. There was a Facebook page about the painting project. 
 
18th Avenue River Crossing in the Transportation Plan 
Mayor Hill stated he was seeking to amend the Transportation Plan to include a river crossing on 18th Avenue. He 
had thought about the Ontario underpass – what if a truck went through there and wrecked or there was a fire, and 
the crews could not get through. The railroad already closed off the 6th crossing. He was concerned about fire and 
safety issues on the other side of the tracks. Also, the traffic that had picked up on Idaho Avenue over the past year. 
It was significant. The city needed another route. He was asking the Council to consider that and for the Public Works 
and Community Development Departments consider that and put it in the Transportation Plan. Further, the Fruitland 
City Council was going to address this issue at their meeting on Monday night. They had already been thinking along 
those line. He had also already spoken to both Senator Merkley and Senator Wyden’s office and let them know this 
would be brought up to the Council for discussion.  
 
Paul Woods, City Engineer, stated the Transportation System Plan was scheduled to go before the Planning and 
Zoning Commission this coming Monday.  
 
Dan Cummings, Community Development Director, stated they have to handle it at a different meeting as it was too 
late to add it to the upcoming meeting. It would be out of the scope of the consultant who was doing the project. 
He recommended that staff get together and review it. That crossing had been in the Master Plan quite some time 
ago. To get it in the Master Plan, it would have to have some type of cost associated with it. It would really be giving 
them two bridges – one over I-84 that continued over the Snake River, the other met up with the downtown street, 
giving two ways into Idaho. It would just be an addendum or an addition to the Master Plan. 
 
Council consensus to proceed with getting this action in the Master Plan.  
 
Ordinance Truck to Airport 
Mayor Hill stated he had noticed the Ordinance truck sitting in the parking lot, and the Council had added into the 
budget the funds to purchase another truck for the Airport. It seemed that the city should be able to change the 
decals on the Ordinance truck and the airport could purchase it from the General Fund and the city could keep $25K 
in the treasury. He’d like to see it on the next agenda if the Council supported his idea.  
 
Mr. Brown stated staff had spoken with Chief Romero about the condition of the truck, and it was in great condition, 
with about 50K miles on it.  
 
Councilor Braden like the idea. The extra Ordinance truck sitting there, and during the Budget Committee meetings 
one think that had not passed was $14K for a fence to the Malheur County Fairgrounds. He’d like to consider using 
some of the truck savings to fund the request for the Fairgrounds fencing.  
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Hangar Incentive Program 
Mr. Brown stated this had been discussed with the Airport Manager. It had been discussed with the Airport 
Committee last Monday, who supported the proposal going before Council. This was for hangar development at the 
Airport. The more ground leases, the more sustainable. Airplane hangars paid a ground leases and purchased fuel. 
They were still discussing the size of the issue and were just seeking permission to review it further. 
 
Mayor Hill asked if they were looking at it monetarily, or forgiveness of the ground lease for a few years, or was it 
all still open? 
 
Mr. Brown stated it was open, but any of those would be possible. The hangar renters paid a ground lease, but also 
a city and county tax on property improvements.  
 
Golf Course Clubhouse Lease 
Mr. Brown stated there needed to be corrections to the lease. It had been revised last year when their business 
model changed. They initially intended to put up large greenhouses and do seedlings for the farmers to plant. That 
didn’t make sense in the current environment in their business model, so they let the city know they didn’t need the 
land. The lease had been revised to eliminate the nine acres down to one acre, but there were script errors in the 
contract, however, the version submitted by them to the city did not match the communication that had occurred 
between them. It was enough of an error that he believed it needed to be set before Council for approval. The intent 
was all there, but he didn’t feel comfortable just making the changes.  
 
Another piece of the issue was that they were behind in rent, possible three months. Staff had been speaking with 
them about several different issues, but the Mayor wanted this brought to the Council’s attention. Delinquency 
notices had been sent, but it was now to the point that it could be considered if they city wanted to enforce the 
contract regarding delinquency.  
 
Mayor Hill stated he drove out there and saw several doors blown off of the golf storge units and were beginning to 
fall into severe disrepair. He continued to think that was a good location for the homeless population. 
 
Councilor Hart stated they needed to be consistent regarding enforcement of contracts. It could become awkward 
being questioned about enforcing some, but not all. As a government, it was important to abide by city contracts, as 
well as those who were in contracts with the city.  It seemed it should be the default to enforce the contracts.  
 
Mayor Hill agreed, also because the city spent $84K upgrading the facility.  
 
Malheur River Trail 
Mr. Brown stated there had not been any funds put into the water trail, but someone had been working on 
determining how to place a dock, but he hadn’t heard back. Now, in speaking with DEQ yesterday, following a 
conversation they had with the Argus Observer, it was determined that the Malheur River had problems. It was not 
bad where the other tributaries entered into it, but from there down to the Snake, DEQ was worried about the 
bacteria levels at that point. DEQ had a list of rivers, which a link would be sent to him, to see which they were. The 
Trail could easily be moved near the Water Plant where there was already a natural trailhead. Last week, he reached 
out to the Snake River Water Trail Association, and it was mostly comprised of organizations in Idaho, but there were 
some upstream in Oregon. He had been seeking support from them in going after grant monies. He was told they’d 
like them to be part of the Association, which could be a benefit to the city. As of today, it would be easy to move 
that project over to the Snake River, just south of the Water Plant. There was a natural take-out at the state park, 
where the city wouldn’t have to do anything to it.  
 
Councilor Hart asked if was an absolute that this shouldn’t be done, or was it more that they needed additional 
research? 
 
Mr. Brown stated he was told by DEQ that it should not be used for the water trail.  
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American Rescue Plan Act 
Mr. Brown stated Councilor Hart had asked this be added to the Agenda for discussion. He had distributed some 
documents about two different items. First, the document titled “Frequently Asked Questions”. There were 
questions about ARPA (American Rescue Plan Act). The first four questions gave the city additional guidance, and 
the understanding was that half of the funds would come quickly, but the other half farther off. Four areas, first, 
respond to the pandemic where it’s negative economic impacts including assistance to households, small businesses 
and non-profits, or aid to impacted industries such as tourism, travel, and hospitality. Second, for premium pay to 
eligible workers performing essential work as determined by recipient government during the pandemic, providing 
up to $13 an hour above regular wages; Third, for the provision of government services to the extent of the reduction 
in revenue due to the pandemic. Regarding that particular item, Ontario had not been affected much, but there 
were communities across the US who had been; fourth, to make necessary investments in water, sewer, or 
broadband infrastructure. That was probably one of the best ones the city had funded recently, the engineering of 
the Treasure Valley 200 and the Navarrette utility extension. They were making the community more resilient, which 
was one of the governor’s priorities or principles, as outlined in the criteria for American Rescue Plan Funds. He 
believed the city’s allocation was $2.240950M. In thinking about this, with broadband, the city had it here but there 
were some opportunities to incentivize the four companies that were already here, none of which blanketed the 
city. But also, the fund the implementation or match for other governmental funds for extending utilities. Also, with 
the first one, if Council wanted, that could be added under the travel and hospitality industries, it was possible that 
could be used for Wayfinding implementation.  
 
Mayor Hill stated they were also waiting to see if the city were going to receive a grant to out on 2nd, and the match 
of that would be $1.6M.  
 
Mr. Brown stated yes, and the city currently had $800K in the 2021-22 budget, and they’d need to find another 
$800K in the 2022-23 budget. This match could cover the local match.  
 
Mayor Hill stated it was in the county, so the county should participate in that match.  
 
Mr. Brown stated that day a meeting had taken place with the Regional Solutions Team, who was reaching out for 
requests for the state’s share of the ARPA funds. There were $2.6B coming to Oregon from ARPA. The state would 
be using a lot for their own projects, but they were considering other projects. The guidelines for how to spend it 
would be included in the principles and the 10-point economic recovery plan. By next Wednesday, they wanted the 
city to submit projects they’d like to submit, with only one to two projects per community. But they wanted them 
shovel ready. The city’s most shovel ready was SE 2nd Street. Also, the funds had to be expended by 2024. He believed 
that was doable. There was an opportunity to use that money to match the federal money that was going to be a 
20/80 split. Given the short deadline for the two projects, he’d like to submit the water plan and the road project.  
 
Mayor Hill stated if they took $2.3B divided by the Oregon population, multiplied by 12,000 Ontario residents, what 
did that equate to? Ontario needed to ask for their share. 

 
CORRESPONDENCE, COMMENTS, AND EX-OFFICIO REPORTS 

 
• Mayor Hill stated he had people asking him, so he wanted to add Business Requisition on the Agenda for 

discussion.  
• Mayor Hill stated they had discussed the magistrate court a few times, so he’d like to have that come back 

for discussion. 
 

• Mayor Hill asked for an update on two grant the city had received. It appeared that around $68K came in 
for the trail design, and $150K for the airport. This showed that the money being expended for Merchant 
McIntyre was giving results. 
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Mr. Brown stated he would put the Business Registration on the next Agenda for discussion. Regarding the 
funds, the city was notified they would be receiving the Oregon Community Pass grant, federal money run 
though Oregon Parks & Recreation, the Oregon Bike Pedestrian Trail was recommending funding by the 
Oregon Commission on Transportation. It would go to the OCT in May for approval, then the city would 
receive official notice, but they had already published notice of their recommended funding projects and 
Ontario was on there. That was $75K with a $10K match. That was the project that would connect the trail 
that came across from the state park over the highway and ended by the Horseshoe Restaurant. This would 
connect that near the Public Works Shop, Beck Park, the Fairgrounds and find a way to connect that to 
Lion’s Park. That would create a trail from the state park to the end of 14th and 4th. Also, the city had received 
$150K for the Master Plan, which already had the city’s share budgeted, which was around $30K. The $150K 
for the airport was a surprise as it was not in the regular five-year funding plan. 
 

• Mayor Hill stated the city had all the land under control for the Tater Tot Trail except for one piece that was 
over by Ore-Ida that Americold had an issue that needed solving. What was the status on that? 
 
Mr. Brown stated Community Development had been working on that and was in constant contact with 
them. He, himself, had reached out to Americold and was able to speak with the General Manager. His 
recollection was that Americold had asked for some amendments and then passed it back to Heinz. That 
was shared with Community Development.  
 
Dan Cummings, Community Development Director, contacted them because the attorneys for Heinze were 
telling him that it was Americold holding things up. He contracted the Heinze attorney who told him that it 
was back with Heinze, and they were working on finalizing it. Her understanding was that it was good 
enough to let Americold sign the consent, but Americold was not signing anything until they had the 
agreement with Heinze in place. It was not back in the Heinze ballpark.  
 
Mayor Hill informed them all that the city was not eligible for any grants, state, or federal money until they 
had control of the entire trail.  
 
Mr. Cummings stated there were other benefits to getting this completed. In the agreement with Heinze to 
vacate those roads, they were going to have to construct 5th Street, from 3rd to 2nd, which was currently a 
gravel road. Heinze would develop that and connect it as a city street and improve their gravel parking lot. 
That was all in the agreement. That would clean up a lot of that area and provide better traffic flow. Getting 
this project done would help with a lot of the truck traffic that had been address earlier in the meeting by 
a resident of the area. He would stay on top of the situation.  
 

• Councilor Melendrez stated he was interested in looking into some type of forgiveness programs for fines. 
In the five-year strategic plan, it had talked about a sentiment to make people pay, but it hadn’t worked 
out. He’d like to see it discussed again.  
 
Mr. Brown stated staff would bring that back on a future Agenda.  

 
HAND-OUTS 

 
Minutes: (Attached) 
County Court: Mar 10, 2021; Mar 17, 2021 
 
Monthly Department Stats (Attached) 
Fire & Rescue, Police, Public Works, Code Enforcement 
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EXECUTIVE SESSIONS 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: ORS 192.660(2)(e) 
An executive session was called at 8:33 p.m. under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(e) to discuss real property. The 
Council entered into a second executive session at 8:52 p.m. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: ORS 192.660(2)(a) 
An executive session was called at 8:52 p.m. under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(a) to discuss a contracting agent. 
The Council entered into a third executive session at 8:59 p.m. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: ORS 192.660(2)(h) 
An executive session was called at 8:59 p.m. under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(h) to discuss current or potential 
litigation. The Council reconvened back into regular session at 10:06 p.m. 
 

ADJOURN 
 
HART moved, KIRBY seconded, THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-out; Kirby-
yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
 
ACCEPTED:       ATTEST 
 
 
_____________________________    _________________________________ 
Riley J. Hill, Mayor      Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder 



City of Ontario 444 SW 4th Street Ontario, OR  97914 

 

  Ontario City Council Meeting Minutes: April 20, 2021  Page 1  

 

 

  

 
 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
April 20, 2021 

  

The scheduled meeting of the Ontario City Council was called to order by Mayor Riley Hill at 6:00 p.m. on Tuesday, 
April 20, 2021, in the Council Chambers of City Hall.  Council members present in person or by call-in were Riley Hill, 
Michael Braden, Sam Baker, Ken Hart, John Kirby, Eddie Melendrez, and Freddy Rodriguez. 

Members of staff present in person or by call-in were Adam Brown, Tori Barnett, Peter Hall, Dan Cummings, Terry 
Leighton, Steven Romero, Kari Ott, Larry Sullivan, Al Cablay, and Erik Hartley.  

The meeting was recorded, and copies are available at City Hall.   

Mayor Hill led everyone in the Pledge of Allegiance.  

AGENDA 
 
This Agenda was posted on April 16, 2021. Copies of the Agenda are available from the City Hall Customer Service 
Counter and on the city’s website www.ontariooregon.org. 
 
BRADEN moved, BAKER seconded, TO ADOPT THE AGENDA AS PRESENTED.  Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-
yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Marty Justus, Ontario, stated: Mayor and Council, I want to give you an update on the recall. We have over 400 
signatures collected and need 497. We should have those, hopefully, by the end of this week or the beginning of next 
week. You can sign up at my office; you can sign at * supply place on NW 4th; Romio’s Restaurant; or at two more 
locations and I’ll make those public on Facebook as soon as I have. The reason I gave you all washcloths is so you can 
wipe the brown off your nose. You all should be ashamed of yourself for letting that man say what he said about me. 
I’m going to be here and I’m going to make sure you hear from me on a regular basis because what you’ve done, 
what you’ve allowed him to do, I’m going to do back to you. Do you understand? I want to make sure that I’m clear. 
Thank you.  
 
Councilor Freddy Rodriguez stated: Christopher Plummer said those things about you. What have you told him? 
Have you made him accountable? What have you, why haven’t you said anything to him? Because it’s true, is that 
why? Is that why, Marty? I wasn’t planning on saying anything, but obviously I need to. I’ve had enough of his fake 
attacks, especially from someone like Marty Justus. I have way, way reason to believe that things that I said about 
you were 100% accurate. You have not made any move to try to discredit or disprove what I said. All you have done 
is jump on this recall that is based on fake news. You want to say something? Why haven’t you addressed that with 
Christopher Plummer? He came up here and he said that I said those things to him. And then he went on the 
newspaper and said he lied. So, have you said anything about him? So, he lied to me. Why haven’t you said, hey 
Chris, why did you lie to Freddy? You haven’t said anything, have you.  
 
Marty Justus: Mayor, you going to let me respond? You going to let me respond to him? 

Mayor Hill stated no, he’d had his three minutes and he had his signs. That was good enough.  
 

http://www.ontariooregon.org/
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Councilor Rodriguez: You need to attack the source bro. Make signs about him. Abuser! 
 
Anthony Kalindo, Ontario, voiced his concern about the conditions of the homeless and the disabled.  
 
Lynelle Christiani, Ontario, stated: Good evening Councilmen, Mayor. I’m here on behalf of the Fairgrounds, again. 
I’m hoping that my appearance here in March might have swayed some of your opinions as far as helping the 
Fairgrounds with the different events and different projects that we have going on. As you know, the Fairgrounds are 
one of the hubs of the community. We have 20,000 people that come through the Fairgrounds during fair, another 
30,000 the remainder of the year. That’s 50,000 people. With even a $35 per person impact, the economical impact, 
that’s $1.5M annually. The Fair Board does not get any tax money as we discussed when I was here last month. We 
have to generate our own revenue and unfortunately 2020 was darn harsh on us because instead of having 100 
events, we had three events. In May, when we decided not to have a fair, the Fair Board decided they couldn’t afford 
a caretaker and an office person, so I split my time between the office and maintenance. I get the mowing and 
irrigating as well as taking care of any incidents, anything that is necessary in the office. In the big picture, we are 
financially solvent and fiscally responsible, yet we do struggle to make ends meet. Every penny that we make, we put 
back into the facility. Even with careful budgeted, we, like other fairgrounds in the state, struggle to make ends meet. 
We are unable to do any major improvements and critical repairs are left undone. The two projects the Fair Board 
would appreciate consideration on are one, the fencing replacement that we discussed in March, and the second one 
is an additional one that we would appreciate consideration is ADA, our grandstands were built in 1908, for folks that 
didn’t know that. In the fall, we went int with a cultural grant and did upgrade the restrooms for ADA, so the concern 
we have now, we only have one access to the grandstands themselves to the restrooms. We would like to, so 
additionally from the restrooms themselves down under the tunnel and to the front of the grandstands to actually 
have an inclusive area for folks with mobility constraints. That’s one of the things, the grandstands are ADA 
accessible, but in my opinion, it’s tough to use the grandstands. I was in a boot and on a knee brace for six months, 
and I appreciate those things more than I used to, but that is one, the other thing that we’re looking at. We’re always 
asking, the Fair Board’s always asking for help and last year, the city, with COVID money, one of the grants that I was 
able to receive was the utility forgiveness. We appreciated that more than you probably can imagine because three 
months of not having to pay our utility bill was truly a Godsend last year. So, thank you for that, and thank you for 
allowing us to come here and speak to you this evening. I appreciate that as well. The Fair Board would like to be a 
benefit to the community rather than a burden to the commu8niyt. We would like to be part of this team that is 
trying to bring Ontario back around and making it a strong, vibrant city. Any questions of anyone tonight? Eddie? 
 
Councilor Melendrez stated his support for the Fairgrounds. He’d seen firsthand the work and projects, and working 
with his boxing kids over there, and he hoped the city could help out.  
 
Ms. Christiani: Thank you. And for the folks that don’t know Eddie, I mean really know Eddie with the boxing group 
that he’s come with, it is such a joy to work with him and his kids because he is such an inspiration to me to be a 
better person, to work with the kids he works with. It’s always a joy to have you and your kids at the Fairgrounds, 
always. Anything else? Can I do one quick, like an advertisement? The question I keep hearing around the community 
is whether we’re going to have a fair. We are slated to have a fair, I mean, judges are hired, everything is in a go 
mode, it will just depend on where we are with the COVID situation, what it’s going to look like. But we are a go, so 
anyone asks, I keep trying to get this information out, and keep getting asked the same question.  
 
Councilor Melendrez thanked everyone who had come to speak. Speaking to Mr. Kalindo, he understood he hadn’t 
eaten or had anything to drink that day, so he’d like to offer his water. Mr. Kalindo declined the offer. He wanted to 
buy his own things with his own money, not have to have somebody’s leftovers. 
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CONSENT AGENDA 
 
HART moved, KIRBY seconded, TO ADOPT THE CONSENT AGENDA, WHICH INCLUDED CITY COUNCIL MINUTES OF 
MARCH 4, 2021; MARCH 16, 2021; AND MARCH 23, 2021; AND AIRPORT LEASE TRANSFER OF OWNERSHIP-Vera 
HOLTON TO STEPHEN MEYER (330 ECHO). Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 

PRESENTATION 
 

Proclamation: Arbor Day 2021 – Friday, April 30, 2021 
Al Cablay, Public Works Director, presented. 
 
KIRBY moved, BRADEN seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL PROCLAIM FRIDAY, APRIL 30, 2021, AS NATIONAL ARBOR DAY 
IN THE CITY OF ONTARIO, OREGON. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
Resolution #2021-112: State Revenue Sharing 
It being the date advertised for public hearing on the matter of Resolution #2021-112, the Hearing was declared 
open.  There were no objections to the city’s jurisdiction to hear the action, no abstentions, ex-parte contact, and 
no declarations of conflict of interest.    
 
Kari Ott, Finance Director, presented.  
 
The Hearing was opened for public testimony.  Opponents:  None. Proponents:  None. There being no Proponent 
and no Opponent testimony, the Hearing was closed.  
 
HART moved, KIRBY seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPT RESOLUTION #2021-112, A RESOLUTION DECLARING THE 
CITY'S ELECTION TO RECEIVE STATE REVENUES FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; 
Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
Resolution #2021-113: Adopt City of Ontario 2021-2022 Budget 
It being the date advertised for public hearing on the matter of Resolution #2021-113, the Hearing was declared 
open.  There were no objections to the city’s jurisdiction to hear the action, no abstentions, ex-parte contact, and 
no declarations of conflict of interest.    
 
Kari Ott, Finance Director, presented.  
 
The Hearing was opened for public testimony.  Opponents:  None. Proponents:  None. There being no Proponent 
and no Opponent testimony, the Hearing was closed.  
 
KIRBY moved, BAKER seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPT RESOLUTION #2021-113, A RESOLUTION TO ADOPT AND 
APPROPRIATE THE ANNUAL BUDGET FOR 2021-2022, IMPOSE THE TAXES UPON TAXABLE PROPERTY, AND 
CATEGORIZE THE TAXES IMPOSED FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 2021-2022. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-
yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
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Ordinance #2786-2021: Amending Title 10A of the Ontario Municipal Code, which Addresses the State 
Requirements within Oregon House Bill 2001; Code Changes will Comply with Requirements on Duplex Provisions, 
Accessory Dwelling Units, and Siting of Manufactured Homes on Individual Lots, and Declaring an Emergency 
(Planning Action 2020-01-02CPAMD) 
It being the date advertised for public hearing on the matter of Ordinance #2786-2021, the Hearing was declared 
open.  There were no objections to the city’s jurisdiction to hear the action, no abstentions, ex-parte contact, and 
no declarations of conflict of interest.    
 
Dan Cummings, Community Development Director, presented.   
 
The Hearing was opened for public testimony.  Opponents:  None. Proponents:  None. There being no Proponent 
and no Opponent testimony, the Hearing was closed.  
KIRBY moved, BRADEN seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ACCEPT THE RECOMMENDATION OF THE PLANNING 
COMMISSION AND APPROVE THE FINDINGS OF FACTS AS OUTLINED IN ATTACHMENT 1 FOR THE REQUEST TO 
AMEND THE MUNICIPAL ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT CODE WITHIN TITLE 10A SUBSTANTIVE ZONING 
REGULATIONS OF THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL CODE AS SET FORTH IN PLANNING ACTION 2020-01-02CPAMD. Roll 
call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
MELENDREZ moved, BRADEN seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE ORDINANCE #2786-2021, AN 
ORDINANCE TO AMEND TITLE 10A OF THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL CODE, WHICH ADDRESSES THE STATE 
REQUIREMENTS WITHIN OREGON HOUSE BILL 2001. THE FOLLOWING CODE CHANGES WILL COMPLY WITH 
REQUIREMENTS ON DUPLEX PROVISIONS, ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS, AND SITING OF MANUFACTURED 
HOMES ON INDIVIDUAL LOTS. SET FORTH BY PLANNING ACTION 2020-01-02CPAMD. ON FIRST READING BY TITLE 
ONLY AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
BAKER moved, BRADEN seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL WAIVE THE SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE #2786- 
2021, AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND TITLE 10A OF THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL CODE, WHICH ADDRESSES THE STATE 
REQUIREMENTS WITHIN OREGON HOUSE BILL 2001. THE FOLLOWING CODE CHANGES WILL COMPLY WITH 
REQUIREMENTS ON DUPLEX PROVISIONS, ACCESSORY DWELLING UNITS, AND SITING OF MANUFACTURED 
HOMES ON INDIVIDUAL LOTS. SET FORTH BY PLANNING ACTION 2020-01-02CPAMD AND DECLARING AN 
EMERGENCY. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. 
Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
Ordinance #2787-2021: A Request by the City of Ontario to Adopt the Ontario Active Transportation Plan as 
Refinement to the Transportation System Plan and Amend Title 10 – Comprehensive Plan, title 10A – Substantive 
Zoning Regulations, and Title 10C – Substantive Regulations for Land Development of the Ontario Municipal Code 
to Implement the Active Transportation Plan and Declaring an Emergency (Planning Action 2021-02-07-CPAMD) 
It being the date advertised for public hearing on the matter of Ordinance #2787-2021, the Hearing was declared 
open.  There were no objections to the city’s jurisdiction to hear the action, no abstentions, ex-parte contact, and 
no declarations of conflict of interest.    
 
Dan Cummings, Community Development Director, presented.   
 
The Hearing was opened for public testimony.  Opponents:  None. Proponents:  None. There being no Proponent 
and no Opponent testimony, the Hearing was closed.  
 
KIRBY moved, BRADEN seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ACCEPT THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATION TO APPROVE THE FINDINGS OF FACTS AS OUTLINED IN ATTACHMENT 1 FOR THE REQUEST 
TO AMEND THE MUNICIPAL ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT CODE WITHIN TITLE 10 – COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, TITLE 
10A – SUBSTANTIVE ZONING REGULATIONS, AND TITLE 10C – SUBSTANTIVE REGULATIONS FOR LAND 
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DEVELOPMENT OF THE ONTARIO MUNICIPAL CODE AS SET FORTH IN PLANNING ACTION 2021-02-07 CPAMD. Roll 
call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
MELENDREZ moved, HART seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE ORDINANCE #2787-2021 AN ORDINANCE 
ADOPTING THE CITY OF ONTARIO ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN AS A REFINEMENT TO THE CITY OF ONTARIO 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN; AND TO AMEND THE ONTARIO PLANNING AND ZONING DEVELOPMENT 
STANDARDS. ON FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; 
Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
HART moved, BRADEN seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL WAIVE THE SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE #2787- 
2021, AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING THE CITY OF ONTARIO ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PLAN AS A REFINEMENT TO 
THE CITY OF ONTARIO TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN; AND TO AMEND THE ONTARIO PLANNING AND ZONING 
DEVELOPMENT STANDARDS AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; 
Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 

OLD BUSINESS 
 
Transitional Homeless Shelter (PowerPoint Attached) 
Barb Higinbotham, Community in Action, presented.  
 
Good evening Mayor Hill and City Council members. I’m Barb Higinbotham, the Executive Director for Community in 
Action, and I’m here to talk about the shelter project that we have been working on for the last couple of years. I 
have this PowerPoint that I’m going to try and multitask on it. First of all, I just wanted to let you know what is on 
our agenda today. We want to do a general update for the Ontario Shelter Project; we want to talk about the 
awareness of the shelter committee and partnerships; we want to talk about the shelter resident demographics; we 
want to talk about some testimonials from our shelter residents and some information from Community Action and 
the staff; we want to compare the new shelter operations versus other shelters that we’ve experienced in our area; 
we want to talk about security and neighborhood input; we have two asks – we want to ask you to extend the shelter, 
the current shelter, through June 30th of this year; and we would like to ask for a Conditional Use Permit based on 
this model including the rules, policies, rights, and responsibility documents that we have established.  
 
First of all, I just wanted to recognize the partnership. We have been an active shelter committee for probably a year 
and a half or maybe closer to two years now. We have a partnership between the City of Ontario, Community in 
Action, Origins Faith Community, community churches, and the Ontario Shelter Committee that includes faith-based 
members, city officials, Department of Human Services, non-profit entities, local businesses, and private citizens 
interested in the wellbeing of others, and invited guests that come on occasion to talk about current events. If you 
have any questions, please just stop me, or let me know.  
 
Introduction to Shelter in Ontario – Community in Action and its partners have had two years of experience in piloting 
a shelter project in Ontario. As some of you would remember, in February of 2020 is when we started the first shelter 
project. It was very brief. It lasted about 30 days, and we were able to move 38 families into what we call step-up up 
housing. So, we literally took them from the streets and helped them with whatever their gaps or their needs were 
and helped them to find housing that was suitable for them. The second pilot started in December of 2020 and is 
currently running through April 30, 2021. The preliminary results of the second pilot are positive and support the need 
for case management and continued work with intervention staff who are trained to assist homeless residents. 
 
The goal of the shelter is to provide a temporary and safe place to live for those who are literally homeless; we are 
maintaining 16 units of shelter, and I want to remind everybody that we have over 300 homeless residents in our 
county; we want to ensure that the shelter participants actively work on case management plans that are designed 
to help them attain an improved living situation, and that is a requirement for everybody that enters the shelter; 
there are a variety of requirements or gaps in things that we identify in the beginning and then we help those 
customers work on whatever those case plan details are; another goal is to provide care and services for residents 
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who need it the most; and improve the health of the community by providing cameras, supervision, and continuing 
to be receptive to community feedback and needs.  
 
Just some quick slides to talk about demographics. 90% of our residents are adults; 10% are children. Ethnicity, if 
anybody is interested in that – information that wasn’t given was 10%; Hispanic or Latino residents were 13%; and 
the remaining 77% were non-Hispanic or non-Latino.  
 
This is a 2020 shelter siting. I just wanted to reiterate that the lot was prepped, weed-free, leveled, ready to go and 
that took a lot of work by community members and Community in Action and folks that we hired to come in and do 
electrical work and that type of thing. The contrast is a nice-looking shelter that looks like the picture on your left and 
the picture on your right is a shelter that is just a made shelter by somebody who needed shelter, and this was in the 
Argus a couple of years ago, so you might remember that picture. There were a series of pictures that showed what 
a shelter looks like currently when it’s not managed well. This is just a picture to show the inside of the units. The 
units are 8x10, they are very small, they’re very manageable for our residents. They are meant for short-term and 
temporary use, and you can see that there are cots and sleeping bags, microwaves, mini fridge. Depending on how 
many cots you have, you may a chair. Each of them has a lock and a window and heat. These are some customers 
sharing their personal story and I’m just going to read a few of them. 
 

“For the past few years, I was living outside, feeling really ill and sick. When I moved into the shelter I was 
provided with support and assistance to get me back to decent health. I have had help with food, clothes, 
and getting me back on track with my doctors and prescriptions. I have been homeless for the last few years 
and have not had a lot of luck finding my own place. I know that I am a little more difficult to house due to 
some past mistakes. It’s great to have a group of people helping me and not turning me away.”  

 
Some important thing to remember that our shelter residents have long history with homelessness, some have short 
history. Either way, it’s a very difficult thing to deal with. The next slide, other folks that were sharing their personal 
stories:  
 

“I think the tiny homes really help. I was homeless and they allowed me to stay until I could get into an 
apartment. If you are homeless and you follow the plan, you benefit and are able to help yourself. When I 
was there, I helped people as they came in and have seen another person get their apartment. I think they 
should stay open as long as they can. There are a lot of people that need them and need to be able to have 
a spot so they can help themselves.” 

 
This other story is a 19-year-old homeless youth. They were a resident of the shelter for about three months and 
needed some assistance applying for jobs. We did that, we provided that assistance for them. They are now working 
and enrolled at Treasure Valley Community College for this current year. So that was a huge improvement from living 
on the streets and not knowing how you’re going to eat or if you are going to be safe.  
 
Another story, an elderly woman who had been homeless on and off for the past year had been applying for 
subsidized housing in the area. And I don’t know if you all know, but the Section 8 waiting lists are very long. It could 
be six to eight months or six to twelve months before you actually get a Section 8 voucher, and then you have to find 
a home that is suitable. Within three weeks of staying at the shelter, she had been approved for a senior subsidized 
unit and she had been on the waitlist for almost a year.  
 
The Shelter Committee helps to address the needs of the homeless. A couple came into the shelter and had been 
homeless for the past six months. They spent two months in the shelter. In that time, they were able to get back on 
track with medical appointments, find a job, and had been approved for subsidized housing. This picture was taken 
at a prayer dedication in December of 2020. 
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A 21-year-old homeless man sought services at the tiny homes shelter. He had no family in the area and did not know 
where to find resources. Case managers were able to assist with housing at the shelter while connecting him with 
the resources he needed. His case manager reached out to an Idaho program for adults, and long story short is this 
person was able to contact with services that they need and become successful in his own apartment. That was 
through a short term stay and case management folks who understand their jobs and are able to help.  
 
This is a picture of the vaccination clinic that they had a couple of weeks ago, showing volunteers and some of the 
resident so the shelter, how they’re helping out, just to a really cool human-interest story that shows that people are 
willing and some of the able. Not everybody’s able to help out in this way, but those who are, generally do.  
 
Resident commitment to the community and the program – the following rights and responsibilities are agreed to in 
writing by each shelter resident. When we came back several months ago it was important that we were able to 
convey that there are rules and regulations and expectations for folks. These are just a few of them. Rights and 
responsibilities that each resident agrees to is to conduct yourself in a safe and reasonable manner; be responsible 
for yourself, your actions, and the actions of your children; treat others with respect and dignity; take care of your 
personal belongings. Some things that could be considered policies and procedures violations of the shelter would be 
if they were possessing weapons on the site; if they brought drugs or alcohol on site; no items are permitted that 
pose a threat; and there will be no smoking gin areas other than designated areas. Keeping those things in mind, we 
had three folks that were asked to leave the shelter because of violations of the rights and responsibilities, and we 
had zero violations of actual shelter policy. That’s good to know that out of the 31 residents that we have worked 
with so far. Ten out of 31 shelter residents have found permanent transitional housing during this difficult time where 
COVID has affected so many. That is awesome news. It’s really tough to find housing in our area because there is a 
huge lack of safe and affordable housing and if you find it, it’s hard to attain. Wait list for subsidized housing, as I 
said before, can be six to twelve months. Section 8 wait list has over 250 families currently that are waiting for 
assistance. Landlords have expressed to us that per one unit opening, they can receive up to 70 applications. That 
kind of tells you how quickly units come and go. COVID 19 has created difficulties for those seeking housing. I think 
that’s probably pretty obvious to all of us as we work through his pandemic. 
 
I’m going to get to the ask, but before I do that, I want to have Priscilla Garcia come up and say a few words about 
the current shelter project and the work that they’ve done in the community.  
 
Priscilla Garcia, Community in Action, stated: Hello, good evening everyone. I kind of wanted to touch base regarding 
how the shelter project’s going and how we’re moving forward. We do understand compared to last year’s numbers 
they’re a little different; however, we are in the midst of the pandemic. The moratorium program is holding up a lot 
of evictions, people moving, we are actively trying with our clients and having them follow their case plans whether 
that be looking for housing, looking for employment, just to find any step-up housing. Right now, housing is very 
sparse, so we are doing the best that we can between our partnership with Origins and our case managers at 
Community in Action. We did hold a public meeting for our neighbors last Friday. Unfortunately, we probably got 
about five neighbors to show. Moving forward, we definitely will probably adjust times to get a better idea of when 
more neighbors can come and voice their opinions, concerns. We did get a lot of positive feedback; we also did get a 
lot of voices of concern; however, we did try to build relationships, providing contact information for myself, my case 
managers, and also Origins staff as well. Moving forward, we are hoping to strengthen those relationships with 
neighbors. I’m going to pass it over to Heather. Her and her team have done a great job of neighbors coming to the 
site with concerns, with questions, and just coming to tour the area, so she’ll be up in just a minute. Is there any 
questions on behalf of where I stand? 

Councilor Melendrez asked for clarification on step-up housing. He believed it was from homeless to an actual house 
or apartment. 
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Ms. Garcia: That definition can vary. We could do transitional housing; we can do step-up affordable housing for the 
client. We have in the past helped our youth or any type of homeless person who has a safe place to go to provide 
like bus tickets over to family, so it can honestly vary. If we can find more appropriate housing, reach out to family 
out of the area, and sometimes that’s worked and they’re willing to take, or not take but have us send over their 
family member or loved one to go live with them for a while.  

Councilor Melendrez asked her to speak to some of the stigmas associated with some of the residents that lived in 
the shelters, like they might stay there for free, or they weren’t doing anything to get on their own. Some of the 
experience he had with working with homeless youth was the barriers to just completed an application, or the credit 
checks or reference check, those type of things. He saw barriers that the youth dealt with, the 16–24-year-olds. If 
someone didn’t have the best credit or any references, they couldn’t get into a place. Like stated either, for one 
place open, there were a lot of applications. He’d like her to address the stigmas. 

Ms. Garcia: Yes, I can assure you if they are staying in the shelter, they are actively working on their case plan. Now, 
everyone plans may be different, but they are actively working towards their one main goal, to find more permeant 
supportive housing. Obviously, there are steps to take into that. Some people need to find employment in order to 
afford housing afterwards; some people need to work on budgeting skills because maybe they’re just living off a fixed 
income of Social Security, so we work up towards that. We work towards applying applications daily, whenever there 
is something that comes available. Getting everyone on the Section 8 wait list that’s eligible. If there’s barriers with 
getting information like a birth certificate, ID, we will step in and assist and pay for those things. If they are staying 
at the unit, they are working on a case plan to better themselves. So, I’ll pass it along to Heather.  

Heather Echeveste, Community in Action, stated: I’d just like you to know that all of the people that are staying at 
the shelter would enjoy meeting here because it’s currently 78⁰ in this building right now. My name’s Heather 
Echeveste, I’m the Executive Director of the Origins Outreach Initiative, and we provide oversight for the tiny shelter 
project. We also run the New Hope Kitchen that provides a meal daily, Monday through Friday, and various other 
programs. We deal with food insecurity, and we have case managers that can help assist with just about anything 
that somebody brings to us. Our experience, I was actually with Community in Action when the initial project was 
launched last year, April of last year. We had great success with that. That was right when COVID was hitting so that 
was a strange time. Now, I’m over on the oversight side of it. So far, I feel like although things have been shutdown 
due to COVID, we’re still very successful. There have been people that have been asked to leave the program because 
they weren’t following their case plan. There have been police presence. Most of those have been medical at the 
shelters directly. I just want to remind everyone that we are surrounded by a whole neighborhood, so sometimes the 
police are there in the area, but it’s not necessarily for the shelters, although sometimes it has been. They were 
present today for a dog at large, so we made sure to communicate with neighbors that were outside that that might 
be concerns to, that the police were actually there. It was actually the Ordinance Officer. I did expect a few other 
neighbors, although they said they were going to try to make it, they were unable to make it to the meeting that we 
had this past Friday at Origins due to time, work, so they were going to try to make this evening, but the neighbors 
that we’d received, or that you had received letters from that were in the newspaper. They have assured us that they 
support us fully. I know, Eddie, you actually went around and talked to some of them yourself directly. I don’t want 
that to be a rumor that I’m starting because they’re not here. I don’t know how else to share that with you if they’ve 
been unable to attend. I’m really actually glad that you were able to do that. It’s not all fun, it’s not pretty every day, 
but it’s definitely rewarding and it’s working.  
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Councilor Melendrez sated when he spoke with the people, they were concerned about police presence, some 
thought some things were missing, and some other concerns, but they understood that the residents of the tiny 
homes needed a place to stay and didn’t’ want to throw them out somewhere they didn’t have access to services. 
Everyone came to an agreement that they understood that people needed a place to stay and have access to services 
in the community. He thought there was a feeling of unison that they wanted to feel safe, but they also wanted to 
help people in the community who needed help.  

Ms. Echeveste: Absolutely. I would never try to present that everyone is excited about it, not at all. But, yes, willing 
to allow us to help? Absolutely. Where at the beginning there was a lot more of we don’t want any part of that. Now, 
they were seeing and understanding through conversations and things why we’re doing it. I think that’s a big shift, 
in my opinion, to be completely opposed to oh we don’t love it, but we understand why so we’re not necessarily 
against it, either. I’ll take that.  

Councilor Melendrez stated it was great when she spoke about taking some of the neighbors around and touring the 
shelter so they could see who was living there. That created more awareness and education. Hopefully, they 
continued to do that. 

Councilor Rodriguez thanked everyone for attending and speaking. He asked if they had some type of faith-based 
services available to the residents? 

Ms. Echeveste: I myself work for the outreach initiative. I don’t work with Origins, the church side, so I can’t say what 
they have right now. They had shut down, I know, due to COVID. They did have a reopening plan, although as many 
of you may know, the pastors of the church resigned and stepped down and they are moving in different directions. 
Currently, there’s a Spanish-speaking church that takes place there three times a week. That gathering is growing 
weekly. But, again, grants and faith-based don’t always go hand in hand so I don’t dabble in their business so to 
speak. 

Councilor Rodriguez stated she knew she would agree that having some type of service helped provide direction. 
Like the Boise Rescue Mission, if he recalled correctly, a person ad to attend church. He knew both sides of the issue. 
Not wanting to go somewhere that forced you to do that, but also the benefits of going to those services when they 
were available. He highly recommended seeking out a partnership with faith-based organizations to ask if anyone 
was willing to provide that. He also asked about the units. There was another extreme coming up, being the heat. 
The units had heaters, but was there a plan to get them cooled? 

Ms. Echeveste: Absolutely. First of all, the difference, I would say, between as you probably know the Boise Rescue 
Mission and our operation is that they are privately funded and so they can require those things. We work under 
some federal, some state funds, some local funds, donations, the funds that we work under come from many different 
places. What I can tell you is we have a very strong group of faith-based people, faith-based leaders, that are in our 
shelter group, and they would be, I’m sure, more than happy to come and provide those things. As you see, they came 
and blessed the shelter site; they make the meetings weekly, without fail, so I think that if that was something that 
we wanted to see implemented, I know that we could go right in tomorrow at 3:00 o’clock and ask for that and have 
an outpouring of offers as needed. 

Councilor Rodriguez stated that would be amazing. He understood that there wouldn’t really be a requirement for 
that, but once a week, if there was just one meeting that allowed anyone to voluntarily attend, would create 
direction.   
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Ms. Echeveste: We actually do have to, very quickly, Tom Greco attends weekly. He comes and volunteers. Tim Brewer 
is also a member of our shelter group. Tom Greco attends and helps distribute meals every Wednesday. He helps 
handout water; he speaks with them. I can’t say, honestly, that that has been openly offered, but they are there, they 
are present, and so I think that would be a very easy thing to transition into. As for the cooling, we’ve talked, we are 
looking at what’s best. The windows are very small and that’s for the safety so people aren’t crawling in or out, so 
the window units are very small so we’re actually in the midst of researching what the best way would be to cool 
them. We do have funds available to provide those because we certainly don’t want anybody to overhead. We have 
a lot of elderly and/or disabled on many medications, and they just simply can’t be in the heat in that manner, so yes, 
we’re working on that now.  

Mayor Hill stated it was clear there were 300+ homeless in town and 16 little units didn’t solve that problem, but it 
did help. He had hoped to hear that some type of long-term plan, other than just the16 units in the spot that was 
supposed to be a pilot program, but he hadn’t heard that. He thought they should ask those others in the audience 
if they wanted to speak on this issue.  

Ms. Higinbotham: I just want to mention that, first of all, we do have a couple of asks up here, and I’ll get to your 
question through the asks. The first ask is, we would like to extend the shelter through June 30th and part of the 
reason we would like to do that is because our second ask is to ask for a Conditional Use Permit for this particular 
shelter. Now, with the Conditional Use Permit, and Dan is the expert on that so I appreciate him being here because 
he might have to answer some questions, and my understanding of the Conditional Use Permit is that we would be 
able to have two such models like this within the Urban Growth Boundary, I think is the rule. So, we would like to 
have that Conditional Use Permit based on this model, based on our policies and procedures, rights, responsibility 
and the permit will express any additional rules or requirements for this type of a shelter. Again, my understanding 
that two of these types of shelters can be within the Urban Grown Boundary, so what the second shelter looks like is 
a little bit up to interpretation. It would be up to funding, it could be an expanded shelter, it could be a lot of different 
things. I mentioned earlier that we have guests that speak at our shelter committee meetings and one of the guests 
that we had was pastor Bill Rosco from the Boise Rescue Mission and so there is another, well, it’s our group, but 
there’s another push to explore that piece of it further and to determine if there are some options with the Boise 
Rescue Mission and we think that there are some options, but that would be in addition to what we’re doing here. 
So, the ask is to please let us extend through June 30th so that we can hopefully get that Conditional Use Permit that 
will allow us to function under these current rules, policies, rights, responsibilities, and terms.  

Councilor Hart asked why this was the best long-term location? It had been somewhere else and his first vote as a 
Councilor had been to approve this facility as a temporary facility for the winter emergency. He was concerned that 
in Ontario, was that location for this wonderful program. He wanted to hear why where it was located now as better 
than where it had been located before, or some of the other options in the community. There were many open 
spaces throughout the community. The people that it impacted the most were those who lived next to the site, 
whereover it was, and that was going to be an issue. Even his church had a large field behind it – could it go there? 

Ms. Higinbotham: I think one of the things that I would answer is that we have an awesome relationship with the 
landowner. Stephanie happens to be here and I think Wayne is in the back there somewhere and they have been 
instrumental in helping us get the units sited, to be partners that are offering the property free of charge; we’ve made 
improvements to the property so that it looks like; we’ve added fencing; we’ve added security cameras; our goal, 
actually, for that community, is to make it a safer place for all the residents that are near the establishment and I 
think we are going to be able to accomplish that. The first siting was really to get our feet under us and to figure out 
how to run the shelter and we were lucky that the City of Ontario was able to provide that property. Moving it to a 
location where the person that owns the land also owns apartments and we have step-up housing there so the 
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transition is really nice and easy for us if we can find units that are available there. Again, we couldn’t ask for a better 
partnership than what we have with Stephanie and Wayne. They are here if you want to ask them questions about 
that, but really, this is a model, be it a small model, it’s a model that we think works and works really well and can 
be replicated somewhere else. In your field or wherever the second location needs to be, we’re still interested in 
talking and having those discussions.  

Councilor Hart stated the question was was it near services, near a kitchen, explain the services it was connected to 
so he could feel good telling the neighbors why it needed to be there.  

Ms. Higinbotham: The answer to the services question is part of the convenience of that location is that our service 
provider that is providing the oversight and management is a contract through Origins Faith Community and they 
are right across the alley so we’re able to use that facility. That facility has a kitchen, that facility has outreach 
workers, it has people that are actively managing, they have shower units, they have a washer and dryer available. 
Our long-term plan for that particular lot is to build a center in the middle of it, a small community center that would 
have a shower and that would have restroom facilities and laundry facilities and just a place to get of the elements. 
So, yes, location wise it is ideal. It’s also within walking distance to grocery stores, within walking distance to other 
services, the bus route is right near that location so people can have transportation to and from so it checks a lot of 
those basic boxes about where it actually is location. So, yes, very much of the heart of where services are provided. 
Did that answer your question fully? 

Pastor Tim Brewer stated: There’s been some dialogue with Reverend Bill Rosco, the Director of the Boise Rescue 
Mission. He came and toured our community, saw the great need for the homeless situation, he came to our 
community and Reverend Greco took him on tour, he was overwhelmed at the need that we have here and so they 
have done several things to partner with us. He has met with our committee that meets every Wednesday. He and 
Tom are speaking at one of our churches this weekend. We’re proceeding to try to find a location that we can set up 
some type of rescue mission. It would be, and they are willing, Boise Rescue Mission is willing to be a consultant with 
us and their now current director, board direction, board chair, is coming off the board in October and he wants to 
donate his time with us to help organize that as well. So, Tom and I are working on a variety of things to help make 
that happen. I don’t want to overpromise, but we are moving in that direction that there could be some form of a 
rescue mission. As a pastor to this community, I would say as well that what excites me about 2021-2022 is that there 
is a variety of things that are going on from transitional housing, these tiny houses, the rescue mission, Love in the 
Name of Christ working at reengaging that, but we also have these low-income houses that are coming in. That is 
125 units – that’s huge for us. I’ve been here 14 years and this need has been great and I’m glad to see us moving 
this direction. There’s a holistic approach being looked at this.  

Councilor Kirby stated the city was going to be faced with a challenge based on Martin vs. City of Boise. The Oregon 
legislature has taken that on. House Bill 3115 passed the House. Basically, people who were homeless that could set 
up a tent on public property; however, if the city had an alternative place, even for a tent, then they would get off 
city property. Currently, with the ruling by the 9th Circuit, people could go to Lion’s Park and put up a tent. The city 
would have no authority to remove them.  

Pastor Brewer: Let me speak for a bit. None of what we’re looking at meets that need, so you’ re right, that’s a 
significant need that needs to be brought to our attention. But, Councilor Rodriguez, you talked about Boise Rescue 
Mission. I think one of the things that people would need to know is that it’s not some place that you show up and 
you get to spend the night. You have to become part of the program and that’s one of the reasons they don’t take 
federal funds. They are not just about supplying a place to sleep; they’re trying to help people to get to the next step 
for them if that makes sense at all. I want to make sure we understand that.  
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Councilor Rodriguez agreed, but what he was trying to exemplify from their program was that it was strict, and it 
was effective because of that. He wasn’t suggesting it for their area, but it should be looked at as an option.  

Pastor Brewer: That’s what we’re pursing, and they are really consultants in the process.  

Allan Vincent, Ontario: My name’s Allan Vincent. I live next door to Origins Faith. I’ve lived there since 1973. This soup 
kitchen and little houses are by far the worst thing that’s happened to my neighborhood since 1973. We’ve had a 
continuing problem with trash, dumpster divers walking the alley, needles, cop calls, parking, thefts, trespassers, 
campers on our property. I’ve had to build taller fences, I’ve had to put in a locking dumpster, and it devalued our 
property. I urge the City Council not to extend the Conditional Use Permit or allow it to be open in the summer. The 
winter months, I’ll put up with it for that point where people could freeze outside, but I don’t think it should be there 
anymore than that. Thank you.  

Maria (**), Ontario, stated: (Using an interpreter) Good afternoon. My name is Maria **. We are the neighbors to 
the tiny houses. This is my worry. I have babysat children for twenty years. Since we have moved in, since they have 
moved in, my husband and I have noticed the accumulation of garbage. My husband has seen people smoking outside 
on the sidewalk. I have children in my care. They don’t have anything against them. My worry is…she’s worried that 
families have stopped coming to her house. We did everything that we could to make sure that that house was safe 
for childcare. That’s her permit from the state. She has no more children to take care of. The single daughter, she’s 
at college. Is my daughter going to be safe outside my house? We hear lots of swear words outside. Our family isn’t 
like that. We don’t yell at each other, we don’t do drugs, we don’t swear. We’ve only been there about a year, a little 
over a year, but I had children that I took care and now they’re not there. I had to get a permit so that I could take 
care of older, disabled people because I have to work. My husband and I really don’t know what to do. How do I keep 
my family locked up inside for nine hours? We can’t have them outside seeing these things. That is my worry. My 
daughter and the children I take care of. Thank you for your attention.  

Councilor Melendrez asked if things had improved since the communication with Community in Action or Origins, 
or was it an ongoing issue and they still were in fear?  

Ms. Maria: (Using an interpreter) We do feel safer. Her main concern is having the kids outside that she’s taking care 
of. Somebody walks by, says something bad to the little children, but she said yes, communication has been better. 
They do feel safer with the camera. She is worried just about people coming by and the children and the safety of her 
daughter. She’s concerned that a child is going to hear something that they wouldn’t normally hear at home and 
that, even though the police response is very quickly, the cameras are on, that child has already been affected. They 
have thought about selling the property, but the real estate agent they used previously had informed them that 
because of the tiny houses that the property value has decreased.  

Mayor Hill verified that previous to the tiny houses, she had a thriving business with taking care of children, but after 
the tiny houses were put in, the business went away. 

Ms. Maria: (Using an interpreter) She’s always had between 8 and 10 children, and now she doesn’t have any.  

Susan Vincent, Ontario: I am Susan Vincent and I live next door to the tiny houses. One of my main concerns was that 
I don’t feel safe. Mrs. Cook was there at the meeting as well, and you know, they say that the police presence hasn’t 
been at the tiny houses, but it’s still at her residence as well. There have been disputes between the people at the tiny 
houses and the townhouses. There are people there all the time. This place attracts the homeless, which is a good 
thing during the day when they’re serving meals. I get up, we have a young puppy, I get up several times a night now 
to take him out and there are people, no matter what time I go outside, there are people walking up and down the 
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street and up and down our alley. As I had told, in my letter to the committee, that I don’t even feel safe going out to 
my own garbage can at night to put garbage in it. I realize a great deal of people are mentally ill and I worked for 
two and half years for National Alliance for the Mentally Ill while I was going to college. I know that mentally ill 
people off of their meds, you don’t know how they are going to react or respond. I could say something, or I could 
move the wrong way and it would set them off. You don’t know and they can’t help it. I agree that we need tiny 
houses. I agree, Mr. Mayor, that it’s only 16 and we have a much bigger problem in Ontario, but I don’t feel safe. 
Even with the cameras, it’s a little better, but I still don’t feel safe.  

Stephanie Cook, Caldwell, Idaho, stated: My name’s Stephanie Cook, thank you Mayor and Councilmen for hearing 
us. I am the property owner on which the tiny homes are on and also the one next door. I’ve owned that property 
since 2013 and I have been on that property every week for the last seven years. I now have a relationship with Chief 
Romero, and I’ve had the police on the property on numerous occasions over the years. The property is not in the 
best part of town and the officers that have come out on numerous occasions, and we stood on my property, and he 
said I can stand here and there are four drug dens that I can see from this property. Four. And the are known drug 
dens where drugs are traded consistently all the time. I understand that’s now legal in this state, but the property is 
not where all of those issues are coming from. You have those people, and you’ve had the drug issues in the area for 
many, many years. When I bought that property, it was a drug-infested garbage dump, and I have personally, with 
my own blood, sweat, and tears over this last seven years, worked really hard to clean up that property, to renovate 
every single unit, and to provide people who struggle with housing, a safe environment to live in that is clean and 
well-maintained. When Dan Cummings came over after we looked at doing a lot split last year, he said to me, I am 
astonished at the work that you’ve done. That property is not even recognizable compared to what it was seven years 
ago. My hands are tied right now in getting rid of troublesome tenants because of COVID. This particular year has 
been a struggle, not because of the homeless people that are, but because I cannot evict tenants that are causing 
problems for my other tenants, for the neighbors, and for the tiny homes. There’s nothing I can do until then. As soon 
as I am able to get rid of those troublesome tenants, and right now there are about four or five of them, they will be 
gone, and if there is anything that I can do to do that, I will get rid of them. But the complaints, and I hear them, and 
I recognize them. I am on that property every single Tuesday afternoon. You can come by and see me, and I pick up 
every single cigarette butt and every piece of garbage that I can find from the middle of the street all the way around 
that block, all the way down the alley, in front of Mr. Vincent’s property. I go through there, I go all around there, 
pretty much that whole block, and I am there every single week picking up the garbage every single cigarette butt 
that I can find and anything bigger than that. You can come by anytime and see me there. That property is not full of 
garbage because I personally pick it up. It is clean, it is well=maintained. I want this to be a model for other 
communities to copy so that they can come to Ontario and say this is a fantastic project, how can we do it in our 
community and I want to partner with you, I want to partner with Origins, I want to partner with the neighbors, I 
want to partner with the Police Chief, with Dan, with everybody, to make this something that other cities can come 
to and recognize and say you guys have done an amazing job on this and we want to replicate this because then the 
homeless population will do down. I’m in this for the long-term, I am in this so that we can improve the lifestyle of 
every single person in this community. That we can come alongside these people that are struggling and help them 
get to the next step because we are only as good as how we treat the poorest in our community and I want us to be 
the ones where other people look at it and say we want to do what Ontario’s doing because you guys rock. If you 
have any questions for me specifically about the property or the project or my other tenants or anything, I am happy 
to take those questions.  

Councilor Rodriguez stated she stated multiple times that she was doing this to make sure those who were struggling 
with housing, she wanted to help them rise up and empower them, which was good, but she also said that she had 
four or five tenants that were being troublesome, and she’d evict them if she could. It sounded like there were four 
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or five struggling tenants. If she were to remove them, where would they go? He’d guess those struggling people 
didn’t have anywhere ready to go when she evicted them. They’d probably go next door. It appeared she had an 
opportunity to help people that were homeless or at risk, so was there anything in place, or had she spoken with 
any of the organizations she worked with to provide the same help that she was looking to provide so adamantly for 
the people that were homeless, to the ones she was ready to kick out? 

Ms. Cook: My understanding is that there are people who want help and there are people that don’t, and when 
somebody does not want help, then it is very, very difficult to help them. And there is only so much you can do when 
somebody refuses it. I have done everything I can to work with these tenants, and I’ll just give you an example. We 
had a family come in off the street and they had children and he came in on the lease with his two children and his 
wife was not on the application or on the lease. After he moved in, she moved in, and it appears that there’s drug 
dealings going on and things like that, but she’s not on the lease. I took him outside one day and there was multiple 
calls to the police because of this particular family and they were, there appeared to be domestic violence and an 
unsafe environment for the children, and just a whole list of things. I worked with him to get in there with their 
paperwork and everything else, and I took the tenant outside one day and there didn’t happen to be anybody else 
around and I took him aside and I said, listen, I said, what you are creating in your home is not acceptable. It’s an 
unsafe environment for your children and I explained to him about boundaries and how boundaries required that 
there is a code of conduct when somebody is your presence or in your home or on your property, and I said to him, I 
am happy for you to be here, and I happy for your wife to be here even though she is not on the lease; however, her 
behavior not only causes an unsafe environment for you and your family, but it also causes an unsafe environment 
for everybody else in the community, and that is not okay. And so, if you cannot enforce those boundaries within your 
home and that she can understand and be a part of that and play by the rules, then I’m going to have to ask you 
leave. And the astonishing thing to me was the following week, everything changed in that home. Everything. And 
there’s a little sign over the door now that says Love Grows Here, and all of those different things. Those things 
changed overnight because I had a conversation with him. And those are the kinds of conversations that I have with 
my tenants. I’m interested in their well-being, but I have to create a safe environment not only for them, but I can’t 
put the rest of my tenants at risk as well. As long as they’re willing to be a part of that, then I will do that, so I do 
everything I can. The ones that I’m turning out are the ones who refuse help and consistently insist on creating unsafe 
environments for everybody else. I’m not looking to turn somebody out because they don’t’ pay their rent or because 
they had a disagreement with somebody. I’m looking to turn people out who consistently and long-term over a long 
period of time, create unsafe environments for those people around them.  

Councilor Rodriguez understood that, but she stated she knew, and continued to know, that the area was bad, so 
she would have to agree with the type of people that would be interested in renting in that area. Especially with 
housing designed for people with situations like that. Would she agree? 

Ms. Cook: Absolutely, but I also have a whole lot of tenants who are happy to be there. I have a woman who’s been 
there for over five years, she’s a recovering meth addict. 

Councilor Rodriguez stated he wasn’t arguing that there wasn’t anyone there that wanted to be there; his concern 
was that he knew that there were property owners in town who were actively creating homeless situations because 
they want to make sure they kept a property paying tenant. Be honest – she wanted people in there who were 
paying. Owners he knew in this area who had a large pool of people eager and willing to pay any amount of money 
to have a place to live, people would be churned out who didn’t want to play or be safe, to get someone in who 
would. Property owners in this community are creating a large homeless situation. Could she promise them that 
instead of churning out more, like the other bad property owners, that she would try to work with those who were 
her tenants before turning them over to next door. 
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Ms. Cook: I think Barb will attest to the fact that every time I have an empty unit, the first person that I go do is Barb 
and her committee to try to pull those people off the street. Every single time I have an empty unit, I go to Barb, do I 
not? 

Ms. Higinbotham: Yes, you do. 

Ms. Cook: That is my goal. 

Councilor Rodriguez stated it was a cycle. 

Ms. Cook: Not it’s not. For some tenants it is a cycle. For others, it’s been a long-term successful thing.  

Councilor Rodriguez stated they needed to stop the cycle. 

Ms. Cook: Absolutely, and I’m trying to be a part of that solution.  

KIRBY moved, BRADEN seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ALLOW THE TRANSITIONAL HOUSING SHELTER TO STAY 
IN OPERATION THROUGH THE END OF THE FISCAL YEAR, JUNE 30, 2021. No vote. 
 
Councilor Kirby stated they obviously needed to give some certainty to their operational year. But they also needed 
to be concerned about families who have lost their livelihood. This social situation that country was in had every 
community on the ropes. They needed to find a solution that allowed the neighbors to not lose their business, or 
their home value, and they didn’t have to live in fear.  
 
Councilor Hart stated there wasn’t one negative thing said about the program taking place with the tiny houses. It 
was a wonderful program, and she cared deeply and was helping people. But he would vote no because of what he 
voted for originally, which was an emergency shelter for the winter to make sure that people were housed. He 
wanted the city to continue to figure this out that if this failed, what could be done long term for people in the 
community. They owed the citizens to have discussions about where they would house the most vulnerable in the 
community. 
 
Councilor Melendrez thanked everyone for coming to speak, and he’d vote yes on the extension, but a different 
location needed to be researched and discussed. 
 
KIRBY moved, BRADEN seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ALLOW THE TRANSITIONAL HOUSING SHELTER TO STAY 
IN OPERATION THROUGH THE END OF THE FISCAL YEAR, JUNE 30, 2021. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-no; Baker-no; 
Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-no; Melendrez-yes; Hill-no. Motion failed 3/4/0. 
 
From the audience: Are you going to come help us move everybody out and tell them they have to be in the streets? 
Thanks! Mr. Hill, why don’t you give us your address and we’ll take these homeless people and we’ll put them in that 
lot right next to you because the end of this month, you guys are making 16 families homeless. I hope you sleep well 
at night.  
 

NEW BUSINESS 

Resolution #2021-111: Bid Award for Technology Backup Services 
Peter Hall, Assistant City Manager/HR Manager, presented. He would be bringing an actionable item back to the 
Council at a later date.  
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Approve Agreement: Oregon Department of Transportation/ODOT Public Works Emergency Response 
Cooperative Assistance Agreement 
Al Cablay, Public Works Director, presented. 
 
BRADEN moved, HART seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE ODOT'S PUBLIC WORKS EMERGENCY RESPONSE 
COOPERATIVE ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT AND AUTHORIZE THE CITY MANAGER TO SIGN THE AGREEMENT ON 
BEHALF OF THE CITY COUNCIL. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-
yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 

HOMELESS SITUATION 
 
Mayor Hill stated he wanted to go back to the homeless situation. He had been told earlier that they were going to 
ask for an extension through May, not a two-month extension. In retrospect, a 10-day period to make them move 
out and close the program might be too short an order. He was seeking a consensus before a motion was proposed, 
asking if anyone on the Council would be okay taking the program through the end of May.  
 
BRADEN moved, KIRBY seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ALLOW THE TRANSITIONAL HOUSING SHELTER TO STAY 
IN OPERATION THROUGH THE END OF MAY 2021. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; 
Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 

DEPARTMENT HEAD UPDATE 
 
Airport: Quarterly Report (Document attached) 
Erik Hartley, Airport Manager, presented. 
 

DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
Amnesty Program for Code Enforcement Fines 
Adam Brown, City Manager, stated the Council asked for a different approach towards derelict properties and the 
fine structure. The original approach had been in the Strategic Plan three years ago, amended by the Council of 2019. 
This Council wanted something softer, and in discussion subsequent to that, they had discussed an amnesty 
program. He was seeking comments or approval to move forward on that process. It would be where a person could 
pay their original fine or penalty, and the fees, late fees, or liens would be waived. This would close the books for 
the city, and the property owners would get to move on clean. The time period was up for discussion – two weeks, 
a month, even a year – but he would suggest three weeks. It would allow time for compliance. A list would be 
obtained from Finance, notification would go out to the community, letting everyone know if they came in during 
the time period, the late penalties and liens on the property would be waived. Ideally, they’d come in, the list would 
be reviewed noting the original fine, it would be paid, then Ordinance would confirm the property was in compliance. 
If it weren’t, the induvial would be given an addition 30 days to come into compliance. If that worked, everyone 
would begin fresh. The boundaries could be added to or stricken out, based on Council feedback.  
 
Mayor Hill stated he wanted to note that the city was paying an Ordinance Officer approximately $95K a year, plus 
a truck, so it was well over $100K for that position, and the city’s goals were not being met. The city wasn’t cleaning 
up their own property. He suggested designing a plan where the city could bid out for a business for May to October, 
a tractor, mower, and truck, who would be available to clean up city property and for a fee, that contractor would 
be available to clean up lots that could not find someone else to do the work. The goal should be to clean up the 
town, not issue a bunch of fines.  
 
Mr. Brown stated in previous years, there had been three firms who did that, but those companies had steady, 
regular customers who took precedent over the city’s call to take care of a particular address, garnered no response. 
However, they’d be willing to go that route again.  
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Mayor Hill stated the city would have an actual contract with a business for a six-month period, to find someone for 
that period with the equipment, and they actually worked for the city. It was only up for consideration.  
 
Councilor Kirby stated he spoke with a previous Councilor who informed him that one of the problems had been 
when the city’s contractor cleaned up the property, the owner wouldn’t pay the abatement cost. That was why 
punitive damages were established. Some couldn’t afford it; some just wouldn’t do it.  
 
Mayor Hill stated the goal was to get the community cleaned up. It had only been a thought.  
 
Councilor Melendrez stated the Ordinance Officer was a very important position. That position also supported other 
law enforcement activities; much the Council probably was unaware of.  
 
Councilor Hart stated he had asked for, and received, the paperwork on a property that had been levied in July for 
$27,500. He doubted that was the intent of the previous Council to create homeless people because who could pay 
$27,500 for a fine. He’d rather have an approach to help people get their property cleaned up. Some could take care 
of that, but that was not the vast majority of this area. He was concerned that this was continuing.  He assumed that 
the officer still had authority right now to levy another $30K against someone in the community. The fines did not 
seem reasonable. He’d like to pause filing fines until the Council determined what to do with the program in the long 
term.  
 
Mr. Brown stated a few months back, Chief Romero had been before Council, and they had put a cap on that amount. 
Based on the conversation with the Council, it had been determined that it would cap. 
 
Chief Romero stated the current ordinance allowed for a penalty up to $2K per day. The model used was from Salem 
and was already in place.  He was currently restructuring the policies and protocol, trying to find the most equitable 
and effective system given the challenges in this community. In the new model, it would give a cap, he believed, on 
a major violation, the maximum would be around $6K, over an extended period of time, nearly a year. In opinion, 
the goal was to gain compliance, monetary sanction or not. Whatever policy the Council saw fit to impose, was the 
policy he would administer to his staff. He’d be bringing a written outline for discussion at an upcoming meeting.  
 
Mr. Brown stated it was within the Council’s authority to impose a moratorium to stop assessing fines until a new 
matrix could be presented, discussed, and/or adopted.  
 
Mayor Hill wanted the matrix to include to delineate the person causing the trouble; it wasn’t always the landowner. 
The person who owned the land was getting popped, not the person causing the problem. He wanted in the matrix, 
#1, the person causing it; and #2, the landowner to try and clean it up. That was currently part of the ordinance, but 
it was never enforced. They always went after the landowner.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated the abatement process started with the notice. It did not begin with a fine. Even with a 
moratorium, the city could still give notices that they had to abate, and there would be some compliance through 
that process without ever imposing a fine. A moratorium wouldn’t necessarily interfere with the ability of the 
Ordinance Officer to bring attention to a property that needed abatement.  
 
Councilor Braden stated the city of Ontario needed to be a good neighbor, and they were trying to create good 
neighbors. Excessive fines of $27K on a residence owner was not making a good neighbor, nor being a good neighbor. 
It’s pretty poor policy. They needed to have some teeth in assessing fines and put the fiscal burden on them if they 
refused to follow the request to help them be good neighbors. He was ready to review the matrix the Chief had 
presented to them a few months ago and make that an actionable item. It was far more reasonable than what they 
were currently discussing.  
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Mr. Sullivan stated for the City Manager to impose a moratorium, he probably had that authority already but doing 
so with a consensus let him know he was acting with the Council’s blessing. He could not do the amnesty portion. 
 
Mr. Brown stated staff would have something ready for the next meeting.  
 

HAND-OUTS 
 
Minutes: (Attached) 
County Court: Mar 31, 2021; Apr 7, 2021 
 

CORRESPONDENCE, COMMENTS, AND EX-OFFICIO REPORTS 
 

 Councilor Baker stated at the previous Public Works Committee meeting, the committee elected Bernie 
Babcock as their Chair, Scott Wilson as their Vice-Chair, and Pat Woodcock as Secretary. Babcock, Wilson, 
and Fox attended the meeting. With regard to the safe travels to school issue, they heard from Andrea 
Buchholz, Alameda Elementary School Principal, who let them know there were two accidents last year. 
One involved and injury to a child, the other involved a car wreck. He was very concerned about the injury 
to the child. Mr. Cablay was also in attendance and let them know they were seeking options. The issue was 
where the children were being picked up. Busses were in front, and parents were picking up kids in back. It 
was very congested in that back area. Bruce Hunter was also in attendance, a resident of the area, who told 
them he also had extreme concerns about the area. They were seeking ways to get them in and out without 
crossing traffic. Something had to be done. The issue came up on who would pay for things - snow removal; 
open the gates; who owned the property. Adam said he would look into it as there was currently an 
agreement between the school and the city with the Recreation Department for their soccer field grounds 
and other youth sports programs. They were also looking at the school district for the cost and upkeep of 
the road. The taxpayers were burdened enough, but whoever had to do it, it needed to get done. They 
talked about switching the busses, but Ms. Buchholz stated the traffic on Alameda was too high speed. 
Secondly, he wanted to make them aware that Mr. Cablay had presented the Mission Statement for the 
committee, which was to advise the Council, the City Manager, and the Public Works Director on things 
that they thought needed to be done. There seemed to be an issue with them not getting enough 
information to make decisions. These were all businessmen that were known and trusted, and their input 
was invaluable.  

Mayor Hill stated he had served on the Public Works Committee for ten years, prior to becoming Mayor. 
The enacting ordinance did not include that the Public Works Committee acted on, saw, or reviewed the 
budget for the Public Works Department. That was a mistake – it should pass through the Committee before 
going before the Budget Committee. The reason the PWC was created was because there had been a 
previous Public Works Director who was out of control. Did they need to add it to the ordinance, or place 
it in the Charter? He preferred the Charter.  

 Councilor Melendrez stated he concerns on traffic traveling west on West Idaho, there was a left turn lane 
that went to NW 4th Street. It was a major hazard for kids who were coming or going to the middle school. 
Maybe they could add a yellow blinking flasher. Secondly, he spoke with residents in the Americold/Ore-
Ida area following Mr. Garcia speaking to the Council. They voiced the same concerns–semis on the road, 
parking, blocking roads, blocking driveways, and no 4-way stop signs on 2nd. When semis entered, they did 
their business, and when leaving, making a U-turn on 3rd, which was a traffic hazard. He’d like to see Public 
Works research placing a 4-way stop sign up and designating parking areas. 
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 Mayor Hill stated with regard to Councilor Baker’s comments, he’d had conversations with ESD, and was 
told that the school districts were swimming in money, so it seemed that someone should approach 8C 
School District about that situation at Alameda Elementary.  
 

 Mayor Hill stated he and the City Manager had spoken about the Tech Fair that the city had designated 
$10K for. He spoke to the Fair Manager about it, as well as a member of the Border Board, who thought 
they could also contribute money to it. He was trying to get the ball rolling on that.  
 

 Mr. Brown stated since the city was moving the river trail from the Malheur River to the Snake River, it gave 
the city an immediate opportunity to apply for some grant funding through the Recreation Trail Program to 
work on the trailhead, which would serve both the Tater Tot Trail and the Snake River Trail. Without the 
river trial, it was a trailhead with no trails. With the river trail there, they could apply for the RTP money. 
He’d like to bring back a proposal to begin engineering. Money had already been set aside for both the 
Tater Tot Tail and the river trail. He’d work on a grant proposal with Merchant McIntyre.  
 

EXECUTIVE SESSIONS 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: ORS 192.660(2)(e) 
An executive session was called at 9:37 p.m. under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(e) to discuss real property. The 
Council entered into a second executive session at 9:54 p.m. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: ORS 192.660(2)(h) 
An executive session was called at 9:54 p.m. under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(h) to discuss current or real 
litigation. The Council reconvened into regular session at 10:13 p.m. 
 

AMEND AGENDA 
 
BRADEN moved, HART seconded, TO AMEND THE AGENDA TO ADD REAL PROPERTY ACTION. Roll call vote: 
Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
BRADEN moved, RODRIGUEZ seconded, TO ACCEPT THE OFFER OF $1.13 PER SQUARE FOOT FOR THE PROPERTY 
PROPOSED FOR THE TATER TOT TRAIL FROM KAISER ENTERPRISES. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-
yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
BRADEN moved, KIRBY seconded, TO FORGIVE CIVIL FINES AGAINST KAIZER ENTERPRISES, LLC, IN THE AMOUNT 
OF $31,125.00. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. 
Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
 

ADJOURN 
 
KIRBY moved, BAKER seconded, THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-
yes; Braden-yes; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
ACCEPTED:       ATTEST 
 
 
_____________________________    _________________________________ 
Riley J. Hill, Mayor      Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
April 27, 2021 

  

The scheduled meeting of the Ontario City Council was called to order by Mayor Riley Hill at 6:00 p.m. on Tuesday, 
April 27, 2021, in the Council Chambers of City Hall.  Council members present in person were Riley Hill, Freddy 
Rodriguez, Sam Baker, Ken Hart, John Kirby, Michael Braden, and Eddie Melendrez. 

Members of staff present in person or by call-in were Adam Brown, Tori Barnett, Peter Hall, Dan Cummings, Terry 
Leighton, Al Cablay, Larry Sullivan, and Jason Cooper.  

The meeting was recorded, and copies are available at City Hall.   

Mayor Hill led everyone in the Pledge of Allegiance.  

AGENDA 
 
This Agenda was posted on April 23, 2021. Copies of the Agenda are available from the City Hall Customer Service 
Counter and on the city’s website www.ontariooregon.org. 
 
HART moved, KIRBY seconded, TO ADOPT THE AGENDA AS PRESENTED.  Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; 
Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Marty Justus, Ontario, stated:  Thank you, Mayor. I came here not to speak today. I was just going to sit in the 
audience and express my First Amendment rights to free speech. But the City Clerk handed this to me when I walked 
in. It’s from Council President Freddy Rodriguez. There’s all kinds of stuff in here, but basically, it’s asking why I haven’t 
sued him for slander. I just want to let you know that I have retained counsel. You all will be hearing from them 
shortly. The only thing is, I don’t want anything you have, Freddy. All you own is a used camp trailer parked in 
Montgomery Village, outside of the city limits. But that’s up to you. So, anyway, I just wanted to let you know that 
I’m here, Freddy. Make any accusations that you want, that you have proof of, please bring them forward. I am not 
scared of you or anyone on this Council. I am a proud, gay man that lives in the City of Ontario and will freely express 
my First Amendment rights anywhere and everywhere that I’m allowed by law.  
 
Councilor Freddy Rodriguez stated: Thank you, Mayor. So, I’ll go ahead and read the statement. It’s not a letter, it’s 
a statement. Thank you for being here. First off, I’m pretty sure you were going to say something but when you seen 
that this was on the docket to be discussed, you stated you wanted to say something. So, I’ll go ahead and read it 
and be short. First off, I want to thank, I already did that, I’ll do it again. I want to thank you, Marty, for having the 
courage to come up and speak, even with all the negative attention you’ve garnered for yourself. You keep stating 
you don’t want to cause disruption for City Council, yet we find you here every meeting reiterating acts that have 
already been spilled and have zero substantiated evidence or proof behind them. What exactly do you expect Council 
to do with me with your claims of my bullying you, when all I did was simply report a grotesque action that was 
disclosed to me? I am a mandatory reporter. I did what I was supposed to do based on that fact. Why are you here? 
Because I did what my oath to being a mandatory reporter asks of me? To report any actual or perceived abuse of 
any vulnerable adult or child or anyone for that matter? You say I’m lying about you, yet the person who disclosed 
all pf these details has publicly stated he told me those things, but lied. It says it right in the Argus article. This 
individual is a big-time volunteer in many agencies in town, including agencies that place him in the line of assisting 

http://www.ontariooregon.org/
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vulnerable citizens. And you and the entire recall effort is completely ignoring the fact this man is yet another real 
threat to vulnerable adults and especially kids with his open admitting to lying about well, you being a predator. Is 
he lying? Is he lying? Nod? Shrug? Yes? Is he lying? No answer, everybody.  
 
Mr. Justus: The only liar in the room is you. You’re the liar, Freddy! You’re the liar, Freddy! 
 
Councilor Rodriguez: Let me just finish so we can go on with our lives. Did you know that he isn’t the only name I 
provided to law enforcement as someone who told me they could corroborate such stories of you? There’s more to 
this than just what you’re letting people know through your vain attempt to use my ex’s lies to cover up your dirty 
carpet. It’s crystal clear now that the main effort to recall me isn’t based on the now overshadowed reasons originally 
given in the recall effort.  
 
Mr. Justus: Is the time up? Mayor, is the time up? Is the time up? Mayor, is the time up, yes or no? 
 
Mayor Hill asked Mr. Justus to stay quiet or leave, one of the two.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez: Cooke has stated how she has nothing against me besides my recent domestic accusation, yet 
she went golfing with me after those accusations came to light by the Enterprise. Ask yourselves what changed 
everyone’s perception of me. And why isn’t anyone asking you to be honest? Why aren’t you suing, well, we already 
talked about that, but why aren’t you suing for slander? Because when you get sued for slander, you get sued and I 
would go down if I’m lying. We can find out through that, so we’re going to go that route it sounds like, so I’m all for 
it. You’re an adult. Act like one and man up to your deeds. I’m not threatening anyone with investigations. If you’re 
innocent with zero to hide, then no reason to consider this madness, right? It’s not madness if there’s nothing to hide, 
right? Look, I am not gonna go off on some Plummer style rant. I just wanted you to hear me directly state these 
things to you. Again, thank you for showing up.  
 
 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: ORS 192.660(2)(e) 
An executive session was called at 6:10 p.m. under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(e) to discuss real property. The 
Council reentered regular session at 7:03 p.m. 
 

NEW BUSINESS 
 
Contract Extension: Joel Ruiz 
BRADEN moved, BAKER seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL EXTEND THE CONTRACT WITH RUIZ ENTERPRISES FOR 
AN ADDITONAL 60 DAYS AND ACCEPT THE $5,000 IN EARNEST MONEY DEPOSIT. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; 
Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-abstain. Motion carried 6/0/0/1.  
 
Liquor License Application: Ontario Liquor Store, LLC, Change of Ownership 
Jason Cooper, Police Lieutenant, presented. 
 
HART moved, BRADEN seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE CHANGE OF OWNER OFF-PREMISES LIQUOR 
LICENSE APPLICATION FOR ONTARIO LIQUOR LLC. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; 
Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
Letter: Opposition to Qualified Immunity Reform 
Mayor Hill stated he believed it important to let the other side of the state know Ontario felt. He only visited with 
Councilor Braden about this. The letter was in the packet. It was based on seeing on television the burning of Portland 
and the burning of Salem and the defunding of police. He wanted to make statement to that side of the state that 
Ontario supported their police and would not be defunding them. 
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Councilor Kirby stated they were trying to tell the officers who worked for Ontario that they were appreciated, and 
the Council and the city didn’t want to leave them standing outside the courthouse all alone.  
 
BRADEN moved, KIRBY seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO SIGN THIS LETTER ON 
BEHALF OF THE COUNCIL IN OPPOSITION TO QUALIFIED IMMUNITY REFORM. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-
yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
Letter: Bridge Crossing 
Mayor Hill stated as the Council might recall, he had broached the issue of the bridge on 18th, some safety issues 
there, and he also spoke to the City Manager about drafting a letter in hopes that the Council would approve it. He 
also spoke with the City Manager in Fruitland, who asked for a copy of the letter. He also appeared before the 
Fruitland City Council speaking to this issue, and they were on board, and approved the action of trying to get that 
crossing.  
 
BRADEN moved, HART seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ALL SIGN THE LETTER IN SUPPORT OF THE BRIDGE 
CROSSING OVER THE SNAKE RIVER. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 

 
DISCUSSION ITEMS 

 
Concept of Changing Council Meeting Dates 
Councilor Hart stated this was at this request. He hoped they all had a chance to review it and give it some thought. 
It was related to the Council’s meeting schedule. Currently, they met three times a month, sometimes a second 
meeting was waived. He was proposing it for a personal reason because if he were successful in his bid for a seat on 
the TVCC Board, he would have a conflict with the third Tuesday. That would cause him an issue. But they had already 
discussed the idea that sometimes the citizens were confused on Thursday Work Sessions and Tuesday Council 
meetings; did voting on issues occur during Work Sessions, or not. To give some consistency of the night of the week 
the Council met, and when they met, they were meeting as a City Council versus Work Session. If that was brought 
up, was it a change to how they did business? His request would be that instead of meeting on the first Thursday, 
the third Tuesday, and the fourth Tuesday, they’d meet on the second Tuesday and the fourth Tuesday and eliminate 
the Work Session. They’d meet only two times a month, once at the beginning, one at the end. They’d never go more 
than two weeks without meeting.  
 
Mr. Brown stated it was the Council’s prerogative to amend the Council Rules and Procedures Policy.  
 
Councilor Braden asked if that would put any additional burden on staff? The timing and spacing issue might help 
concentrate on the issues to present them in a timely manner.  
 
Mr. Brown stated that was true, but it would pose a challenge when the occasional week was changed based on the 
LOC conference, the Mayor’s conference, etc. Sometimes, those were held during the final week of the month. Staff 
worked those things out at the beginning of the year prior to adoption of the schedule by Council. If the Council 
wanted to make that change, staff would review the calendar looking for conflicts. Then they could approve the 
schedule for the remainder of the year. There might be a conflict with things that were out of their control.  
 
Mayor Hill stated in times past, the Council used to have an open forum lunch that the City Manager explained the 
issues coming before the Council. It was truly just an explanation. Then on the meeting a few days later, action was 
taken on those items. Sometimes it was nice to hear about items before being asked to make a decision. 
 
Mr. Brown stated staff tried to preview items before asking for Council action, and they’d still follow that path, unless 
it was an emergency.   
 



City of Ontario 444 SW 4th Street Ontario, OR  97914 

 

  Ontario City Council Meeting Minutes: April 27, 2021  Page 4  

 

 

Councilor Rodriguez asked for clarification from Councilor Hart. He was asked that the Council remove one meeting 
completely, moving it down to two meetings a month, and then to have them both on a Tuesday. But he had added 
that it was for personal reasons. What was the personal thing? Was it because he was running another position? 
 
Councilor Hart stated yes, he was running for a seat on the TVCC Board, who met on the third Tuesday of each 
month. One, it wouldn’t happen unless he was elected, so it wouldn’t begin until July, but he would have a consistent 
conflict on that third Tuesday.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez stated he was never in support of reducing the duties of the Council. They had just recently 
amended the way they pushed for that third meeting. Councilor Hart had stated that at every second meeting they 
needed to discuss the third meeting. This personal thing was really kind of stepped into the Council operations. He 
was most concerned because if he were running for the other Board, he would look at this. He felt that if they were 
to change the schedule based on what they knew of the reasons behind the change, it put a constraint on the other 
candidates because it was giving him a clear path to hold that other position. It sounds like, maybe, otherwise, he 
would not be so gung-ho because it would be a conflict and he couldn’t do both. It seemed a little too personal and 
felt it would affect the potential ability for other candidates to be successful while the Council would potentially be 
clearing the path for Councilor Hart to do that, even when they just discussed how they often needed that third 
meeting, to be discussed at the end of every single second meeting.  
 
Councilor Kirby stated if he understood Councilor Rodriguez, he felt that the Council would be endorsing Councilor 
Hart’s candidacy over Christ Plummer by changing the schedule at this time, and if they wanted to remain neutral 
as a Council, they should wait until after the election results.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez stated he added the waiting part, but the first part was correct. He didn’t believe they should 
be reducing their duties.  
 
Mayor Hill stated this was just a discussion, no action. This would not be acted upon for a few months.  
 
Councilor Hart stated they didn’t have to act on it ever, but he would ask, depending on the election results, to 
discuss it again in June and maybe act at that time.   
 
Councilor Braden stated he had been attending Council meetings for 3+ years, doing it for six to eight months for 
actually running for a seat. As Councilor Hart had expressed, citizens had confusion regarding cancelled meetings, 
too. During his time before being on Council, he came to those third meetings, and he’d be at the door, and no one 
was there. He did miss a lot as a concerned citizen. He was not looking at it for any personal reasons. It made 
Councilor Hart look at it from a Council perspective and investment and relation with the community and they were 
communicated with. Having two meetings, two weeks apart, equally posted, gave staff time to work on projects for 
presentation. It was a neat, orderly flow to what had been a confusing process.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez stated it sounded like publishing a third meeting was what needed control. He had been on 
Council two years, and during those years there multiple third meetings a month. It was like saying they should 
communicate better with the community by the Council working less.  
 
Councilor Kirby stated he preferred something in the morning, as it was easier to schedule around. 
 
Qualified Immunity Issue 
Councilor Melendrez stated with regard to the Qualified Immunity letter; could someone please explain better. He 
was for backing the police but wanted better clarification. Where had that come from? 
 
Jason Cooper, Ontario Police Lieutenant, stated that they, as Police Officers, were put into situations that were life 
and death and although they had training and experience, some more than others, they were asked to make split 
second decisions and to make those decisions with 100% effectiveness and they were held to a higher standard, and 
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there was accountability. What that did, it didn’t permit the officer, in general, to be sued by an individual. It held 
the City of Ontario, through any legal lawsuits, essentially, it didn’t leave the officer hanging on his own where he, 
or she, could lose any of their assets. It was to hold the officer liable through the City of Ontario.  
 
Councilor Melendrez stated some things he had heard from the news was that it was not suing the police officer 
personally but maybe their union? Had anyone heard that? Instead of the city’s paying lawsuits. For example, George 
Floyd – that city would have to pay his family, correct, that money, millions of dollars for what happened there? Not 
so much going after the officer but going after that officer’s union. 
 
Mayor Hill stated what he believed the letter would do was state that no matter what, in seeing what was occurring 
in Portland, Salem, or Seattle, that wasn’t wanted here. Some areas were trying to put the complete onus on the 
police officer – that’s not going to work and it’s not going to happen here. Anybody that sued was going to be 
everybody they could; whoever had the deep pockets. This letter was a support letter for the officers in our 
community, and letting the rest of the world know, letting the elected officials know where the City of Ontario stood 
on the issue.  
 
Homeless/Small Homes 
Councilor Kirby stated whether they called it the tiny house issue or homeless issue, they voted, but the issue was 
still there. The Council had to be part of the solution, but they couldn’t be the solution alone. He had been 
approached by a member of a side organization – Pastor Tim Brewer – and they had a discussion about it. They had 
some concerns because they felt that they would like to develop a solution. At some point, it needed to be revisited. 
He asked that Pastor Brewer meet with this group to put something on paper to present to the Council. He also 
suggested Pastor Brewer speak with the Council individually before bringing it back for public discussion. 
 
Mayor Hill stated he contacted Community in Action, but no surprise, was not welcomed with open arms. He also 
spoke with the City Manager and asked him to bring forward the text of the bill that the city would be faced with. It 
was going to pass – the city was going to have to do something. They could see what they were faced with so they 
could make decisions. He told CinA that the Council wanted a long-term plan and wanted to be part of the solution 
and they all needed to work together.  
 
Councilor Melendrez thanked the Mayor for having that conversation. It was a community issue that they all needed 
to work together on. Too many times people just handed a person, or a situation, off to someone else, but that 
couldn’t happen here. It had to be the whole community. This was a nationwide issue and they all needed to do their 
part. He wanted Ontario to be a city as a success for combatting homelessness.  
 

CORRESPONDENCE, COMMENTS, AND EX-OFFICIO REPORTS 
 

• Mayor Hill had received an invitation from the Oregon Historical Society to participate in the Oregon NISEA 
Veterans and the Japanese American Museum of Oregon. He thanked the city needed to participate in some 
manner because we had a Sister City in Osakasayama, Japan. That could be passed off to the City Manager, 
to pass off the Peter Hall, to get a response back. It was scheduled for June 14th. They wanted a 
proclamation.  
 
Councilor Kirby stated this also related to the 442nd. The Cultural Center received their major funding 
because of the 442nd. He received a call from Representative Bob Smith, and they were seeking a way to 
get the funding for the first Gulf War. Senator Dan Inouye had it tied up in the Senate Appropriations 
Committee and Senator Ted Kennedy approached Bob because he knew that Senator Hatfield and Senator 
Inouye were very close friends. Through those efforts, they wanted to know if anything about the 442nd was 
going to be in the proposed Cultural Center. The committee assured them it was, so they received a check 
for $4M the morning the first Gulf War started. Also, Tom Greco had a friend who lectured on the 442nd, 
and was available to this community. He highly recommended support.  
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Mayor Hill stated the city had also been invited to give a short video tribute along with the city’s 
proclamation. He’d been happy to help get that video together.  
 

• Councilor Melendrez stated he had been on City Council for about three months, and it was a lot to learn. 
He wanted to apologize to the Ontario citizens for all the things they’ve been seeing in the newspaper, on 
Facebook, or wherever they saw things. He was there to do the best job he could for the city, and he wanted 
to apologize for any disturbance they saw or any embarrassment they felt the city was bringing to the 
citizens. He wanted it clear that he stood for respect, justice, and for helping others. He would do his best 
to never embarrass anybody on the City Council on the dais. He wanted that clear. Thank you.  
 

ADJOURN 
 
KIRBY moved, BAKER seconded, THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-
yes; Hart-yes; Braden-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 7/0/0. 
 
 
ACCEPTED:       ATTEST 
 
 
 
_____________________________    _________________________________ 
Riley J. Hill, Mayor      Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
May 6, 2021 

  

The scheduled meeting of the Ontario City Council was called to order by Mayor Riley Hill at 6:00 p.m. on Thursday, 
May 6, 2021, in the Council Chambers of City Hall.  Council members present or attended via telephone were Riley 
Hill, Ken Hart, John Kirby, and Eddie Melendrez. Michael Braden was excused. Sam Baker arrived at 6:05 p.m. Freddy 
Rodriguez arrived at 6:20 p.m. and departed at 6:36 p.m. 

Members of staff present in person or via telephone were Adam Brown, Tori Barnett, Terry Leighton, Steven Romero, 
Kari Ott, Dan Cummings, Larry Sullivan, Al Cablay, Erik Hartley, and Paul Woods.  

The meeting was recorded, and copies are available at City Hall.   

Riley Hill led everyone in the Pledge of Allegiance.  

AGENDA 
 
This Agenda was posted on May 4, 2021. Copies of the Agenda are available from the City Hall Customer Service 
Counter and on the city’s website www.ontariooregon.org. 
 
KIRBY moved, HART seconded, TO ADOPT THE AGENDA AS PRESENTED.  Roll call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-out; 
Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-out; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 4/0/3. 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Zach Olson, Ontario, stated: Thanks for the time. My name is Zack Olson. I live here in Ontario. I’m a lawyer. I 
represent a handful of folks who were fined by your Code Enforcement Department last year. I listened, somewhat 
alarmed, to the discussion that you had here about that last week. It came to my attention that I really don’t think 
the Council has a firm understanding what happened here last year. What happened, in my view, is the Council, not 
necessarily you exact people, but the City of Ontario Council expanded the Code Enforcement Department and then 
told those officers that they need to go collect a bunch more revenue in fines to cover that budget gap. And they went 
out and did their best and they fined the crud out of people last year. I’ve talked to a lot of people that were fined, 
and it is really, it’s just a heart-wrenching thing to talk to people about. What happened was really bad. I ask the 
Council to reflect on what happened and ask you to take responsibility for it. The good thing is it was one bad year. 
We’ve gone over 100 years without having these crazy fines; it happened one bad year in 2020, and you guys can 
make that go away, get rid of the old fines, shut down the system, and we can move forward without it, just like we 
have for a long time. We’ll be just fine. As you guys talk about this some more today, I want to put one document in 
front of you. So, this is, in my view, kind of the perfect encapsulation of what happened last year. Started out the year 
with this idea that you’re going to fine a bunch of people and get a bunch of money out of it, and then what happened 
is, the end of year, on Christmas Eve, you’re out beating up on essential workers. So, this notice was issued to a 
woman named Della Warren. Della is, in my view, a hero. Della is a Certified Nurse Assistant; she works at a 
residential assisted living facility taking care of elderly people during a pandemic. Della works long hours, as you can 
imagine. It’s been hard to stay fully staffed over the past year in that profession. Della pays her rent, she pays her 
taxes, and she lives in a home that she purchased for $9,000. Unfortunately, she is estranged from her husband. 
When he moved out of the trailer, he left a bunch of junk in the yard. That junk has been there for years, but for some 
reason last year, it turned into a hanging offense. I really hope you guys will understand that nobody talked to Della 
about this. Please don’t let anyone come here and tell you that Code Enforcement goes and talks to people before 

http://www.ontariooregon.org/
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fining them. Della, and she was going to be here today, but her shift changed so she couldn’t be here, but she says 
she was actually working night shift, so she was at home when the cops came and she went out to try and talk to 
them, you know, what’s going on officer? And they said nothing, we’re just looking. Then I guess they drove back 
here and mailed the fine to her. She had no real opportunity to do anything about this and there’s a lot of people in 
her position because you are charging a $250 fee for someone to appeal the fine. A lot of people get these fines, and 
they look at them and they say this is obviously wrong, but I don’t have $250, there’s nothing I can do about it, let 
alone go hire an attorney and go have someone fight for you on this. Your code requires the officers to try and work 
with people and to give them notice about what’s going on. This is not some trivial technicality. These people are not 
getting any opportunity to protect themselves from these abusive fines. When they say they talk to people, what they 
do is they send this confusing word vomit abatement notice letter that’s very confusing and they don’t know what to 
do about it. Then five months later, or whenever, the police come back and boom, they stick them with a fine and 
they say you’ve been out of compliance for five months now, so we can fine you whatever you want. We can fine you 
$500, we can fine you $5,000, we can fine you $27,000, or we can fine you $227,500, which is the biggest fine that 
was issued last year, at least according to what I’ve been able to get from public records. A woman named Naomi 
was fined $227,500. I don’t know what’s for. I’m still trying to find out what it was for, but I think you guys know that 
cops can’t write tickets for $200,000; that’s not how this is supposed to work. If you look at that notice, you’ll see 
some kind of chicken scratch there from Della. She got this notice; she tried to do the right thing to try and figure out 
what she’s supposed to do. I mean, this is scary stuff; this is many times the value of her home. The weird thing about 
this fine is, so it says liens are non-negotiable, but then you call the city, and you ask oh my God, what do I do? They 
say, well, call Adam Brown, Adam Brown can negotiate your fines. And Della tried to do that. She talked to him a 
couple times and he would not waive her fines. There was kind of a weird discussion about that last week where you 
heard the City Manager say that he waives a bunch of these fines. The records I have show that he does. One woman, 
a lady named Jody, got $170K fine written off. This is all being done in a back-door room somewhere. Nobody has 
any idea why Jody gets this huge discount and Della gets stuck with this tab. I don’t mean to pick on the City Manager, 
but that is not a fair position for anyone to be in. If he was Jesus Christ Himself, it would be very difficult to go in and 
beg for $170K fine reduction so you can keep your house. That’s just an awful and degrading position to be in.  
 
Marty Justus interrupted by calling for Point of Order. Three minutes…three minutes was what public comments 
were for.  
 
Councilor Hart replied to Mr. Justus that he was not a member of the Council anymore.  
 
Mr. Justus stated he understood. 
 
Mr. Olson: May I proceed? Almost done.  
 
Councilor Hart informed Mr. Olson he needed to wrap it up. His time was done. 
 
Mr. Olson: So, the proposal you are looking at today is for Della Warren to come in and pay $1,500 and then have 
this person, the same person, the Ghost of Christmas Past, who gave her this notice on Christmas Eve, to go to her 
house and then judge if she will get the $26K remaining deduction. That’s not a good way to do it. She doesn’t have 
$1,500 anyway, and there are a lot of people in that position. So, I really urge the Council to take control here, shut 
this down, stop the fines, and take care of the mistakes you made last year. Thank you.  
  
Marty Justus, Ontario, stated: Council, I happen to have been on the Council when that new ordinance was written. 
I also know that ordinance has some language for appealing those fines. I also know that we have a Mayor that’s 
suing the city, who’s making a big deal out of something here that is obviously not true. Mr. Olson, are you 
representing the Mayor?  
 
Mr. Olson: I represent his company, yes.  
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Mr. Justus: I understand. That tells you everything you need to know about the presentation that was just done here. 
That ordinance is written well. It was taken from Salem. It was never, ever, ever a motion by Council or direction from 
Council to go and balance our budget with code enforcement. What was directed by the Council was for the Police 
Chief to start enforcing the ordinance as it is written. We have a code enforcement issue in this city. It is obvious the 
Mayor is one of our biggest, biggest persons that takes advantage of not taking care of his property. So now he wants 
to sue the city to do away with it because he doesn’t want to pay his own fines. That’s the facts, and that’s the truth. 
What kind of Council is going to allow the Mayor to sue his city? Is that what you’re going to do? Are you going to let 
it happen? I don’t think you should, and that’s why I’m here telling you this today. Thank you. 
 

CONSENT AGENDA 
 
KIRBY moved, HART seconded, TO ADOPT THE CONSENT AGENDA, WHICH INCLUDED A PROCLAMATION: 
DRINKING WATER WEEK MAY 2-8, 2021; HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM: BK CONSTRUCTION (30-2021); 
HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM: RYWEST HOMES (31-2021); HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM: GUARDIAN REAL 
ESTATE MANAGEMENT AND HOLDINGS, LLC (32-2021); HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM: GUARDIAN REAL ESTATE 
MANAGEMENT AND HOLDINGS, LLC (33-2021); HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM: GUARDIAN REAL ESTATE 
MANAGEMENT AND HOLDINGS, LLC (34-2021); HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM: GUARDIAN REAL ESTATE 
MANAGEMENT AND HOLDINGS, LLC (35-2021); AND HOUSING INCENTIVE PROGRAM: RYWEST HOMES (36-2021). 
Roll call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-out; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 
5/0/2. 
 
 

OLD BUSINESS 
 
Clyde Esplin: Airport Issues 
Clyde Esplin, pilot, stated: I think we’re staring to work things out at the airport, and I have a meeting with Adam 
Brown next Thursday and I could possibly delay any comment until that next Thursday and possibly we could work 
things out without going beyond that. The issues are, basically, he says our fuel plan is approved to fuel our airplane 
on the airport. We still have the issue of a lease for Beck’s Spray Service that we have to work out. Hopefully, in our 
meeting Thursday next week at 3:30 we can work that out; otherwise, on the18th maybe I’ll come back. I appreciate 
all the work you do. If I could be indulged for a moment, I was interested to hear what Mr. Olson said and it kind of 
dovetails with what we’re dealing with a little bit. I’m not sure what direction the city’s going, but it seems like they’re 
trying to generate revenue from any possible source, and some of them probably are harmful to the citizens of 
Ontario, probably harmful to bring business here and encourage businesses to stay here. I felt a little bit of that at 
the airport, but I’m not totally familiar with what’s going on with Mr. Olson’s case, but just hearing what I heard from 
him and then from the former City Councilor who has determined that the city go around like Nazis and try and 
enforce an HOA type of code is ridiculous, especially on people who are trying to eke out a living, like the people he 
mentioned. I personally dealt with that with an HOA in the past, and I just say that for whatever it’s worth. Thanks 
for your time.  

Resolution #2021-107: Establishing Fees for Non-Commercial Locations for Registration Beyond Three Dogs 
Steven Romero, Police Chief, stated this had come before Council several months ago, where he shared that there 
were two applications for individuals who owned more than three dogs. The city’s current ordinance stated that any 
one premise could have up to three dogs; anything beyond that required a special application. OMC 6-2-3 has no 
fees associated; however, it also reads that the Council needs to pass a fee resolution. There is currently no fee 
resolution associated with this application. Therefore, the two applications that were submitted cannot be 
processed. The proposed resolution would establish fees for the application to have more than three dogs on one 
premise that was not a kennel or breeder situation (non-commercial applications). The fees would also include the 
charge associated with an appeal should the application be denied.  He was proposing to establish a non-refundable 
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application fee of $75 for a non-commercial dog licensing permits above three dogs for any one premises, and to 
establish an appeal fee of $150 per application case.  
 
Councilor Kirby asked if there had been any discussion that if there were to be multiple animals on site as to how it 
would impact the neighborhood, and what the input of the neighbors might be.  
 
Chief Romero stated the current ordinance required that the applicants contact the neighbors in a 150-foot radius. 
They were required to get a letter of support from the neighbors in that area in order for the application to move 
forward. In the two applications received, both had met that requirement.  
 
Councilor Kirby asked if the other animals on site were already licensed? 
 
Chief Romero stated each dog would require a separate license.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez questioned the quality-of-life issue for dogs. What there any type of requirement that dogs 
must maintain a level of hygiene? What would be the proper avenue for reporting if that weren’t being done? 
 
Chief Romero stated it was very generic for what a violation would be. It didn’t breakdown the conditions. It was 
clearly defined for commercial kennels, but not so much for non-commercial. The ordinance read that a complaint 
could be filed with the city, but it did not designate a particular department or position. The permit was currently 
set for three years, and if a complaint were received within that time period, the permit could be revoked.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez asked how many complaints had been received on his dogs over the past three years. 
 
Chief Romero stated he was not aware of any.  
 
Councilor Hart asked to table this action until the next Council meeting in two weeks unless there was an emergency 
need. 
 
Chief Romero stated the two applications had been on his desk for several months but was not aware of any adverse 
conditions that had been created because of that. 
 
Councilor Hart stated the requirement to pay a fee to appeal; there were concerns that not everyone could afford 
the $!50 to appeal, which took away the right to appeal. What was the purpose behind charging for an appeal? 
 
Chief Romero stated most cities had that administrative fee to cover the costs of handing the appeal.   
 
Councilor Hart asked who the appeal would go to. 
 
Chief Romero stated the current ordinance was generic; it just read it would be filed with the city. In researching 
ordinance from other cities, they varied from the City Clerk to City Council.  
 
Councilor Hart stated if this moved forward, it needed to be clear who the appeal would be filed with, as well as who 
would actually hear the appeal.  
 
Mayor Hill stated he did not see in the ordinance that the neighbors had to be contacted. Four dogs were a lot of 
dogs, regardless of size.  
 
Chief Romero stated he was not proposing an ordinance amendment; he was proposing fees for the application 
process. But, there would an ordinance amendment in the future for a variance.  
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HART moved, KIRBY seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL TABLE RESOLUTION #2021-107 TO A FUTURE DATE. Roll 
call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-out; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 5/0/2. 
 
Council and/or Audience Decorum 
Councilor Melendrez asked about maintaining Council decorum. Councilor Rodriguez had put up a sign and was 
recording the meeting on his phone.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez replied oh please, grow up. He was just going to leave. The Council allowed a disruption at every 
single meeting, and they didn’t say anything. Then they allowed some guy to make up comments.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez departed the meeting.  
 
Resolution #2021-111: Bid Award for Technology Backup Services 
Mayor Hill presented as Mr. Brown could not Zoom in.  
 
HART moved, KIRBY seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL TABLE RESOLTION #2021-111 UNTIL THE NEXT REGULAR 
COUNCIL MEETING. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-out; Melendrez-yes; Hill-
yes. Motion carried 5/0/2. 
 
Council and/or Audience Decorum 
Councilor Hart stated with regarding the comments from Councilor Melendrez related to decorum, what the Council 
were doing as Councilors was important, but it was also important that the audience had decorum. He was unaware 
of the rules related to that. Was it allowed? What was allowed from the Council and the public? 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated the person presiding at the meeting had the right to enforce rules of decorum. If the Councilor 
President was causing the problem, then the Council had a problem. There wasn’t much action that could be taken 
at that point.  
 
Councilor Hart asked the Mayor to not allow people to flash signs. It was disrespectful to the process. The point had 
been made. There was a time for public comments.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated the rule was they could not kick someone out of a meeting unless they were breaching the peace. 
That included using profanity, doing things to disrupt the proceedings. It could be difficult to establish that someone 
holding a sign towards the Council was going to interfere with their ability to conduct the meeting. It might be 
unseemly, but probably not enough to establish a breach of the peace.  
 
Councilor Hart stated the word used was “probably”, so the needed to determine if they could or could not.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that would be no. Holding up a sign was not a breach of the peace. If it was slanderous, the person 
being slandered had a cause of action. If it were something preventing the Council from conducting normal business, 
that would be a breach of the peace. Holding up signs was not a breach.  
 
Councilor Melendrez stated people should have a right to attend and protest, but the Councilors themselves were 
held to a higher standard. It made him uncomfortable when the Council engaged with the citizen or recorded the 
meeting. He did not think they should be doing that. An audience member should be able to put up a sign. If they 
didn’t think the Council was doing their job, they should be allowed to speak up or protest, or even file for recall. 
But they, as the Mayor and Council, needed to be held to higher standards.  
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Civil Penalty Amnesty Program 
Kari Ott, Finance Director, presented.  
 
Mayor Hill recused himself due to a conflict of interest in the action.  
 
HART moved, KIRBY seconded, TO APPOINT SAM BAKER AS PRESIDENT PRO TEM FOR THE CIVIL PENALTY 
AMENESTY PROGRAM ISSUE. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-out; Melendrez-
yes; Hill-abstain. Motion carried 4/0/2/1. 
 
Councilor Kirby asked what they considered a derelict building? Was it structurally unstable, or abandoned, or 
something else? 
 
Chief Romero stated he believed derelict were structures that were structurally hazardous, had a chance for collapse, 
or could cause injury to a person entering the building.  
 
Dan Cummings, Community Development Director, stated the code defined derelict buildings. There was actually a 
derelict and dangerous building code within the building department.  
 
Councilor Kirby asked if the Code Enforcement Officer contacted his department for their determination on that.  
 
Mr. Cummings stated yes. In the past, they’d worked with the building Official to ensure they were interpreting the 
codes the same way as the Building Official. They carried files on derelict buildings within the department, so they 
were aware which buildings the Chief was associating with derelict and dangerous buildings.  
 
Councilor Baker stated his concern on the time frames. Did they coincide with what they were trying to get done? It 
was a good idea, but he wanted to make sure it was successful.  
 
Councilor Melendrez asked if this was complaint driver, or a proactive search for that type of building? 
 
Chief Romero stated complaints were received, but also their own observations.  
 
Councilor Kirby stated fines had built up due to the inability to contact the owner of the property. Had everyone on 
the proposed list been contacted? 
 
Chief Romero stated he did not know who all had been contacted. There was a problem with absentee owners in 
Ontario.  
 
Councilor Hart stated he wanted to address the overall program. The goal was to clean up Ontario and to make 
properties look better. It was not to create fines. The amnesty was a way to address the ballooning fine issue. He 
wanted a comprehensive approach, not just peace meal it.  
 
Councilor Kirby asked about interest on the accounts. 
 
Ms. Ott stated they were being assessed interest and penalties.  
 
KIRBY moved, MELENDREZ seconded, THAT ALL INTEREST BEING CHARGED AGAINST THOSE FINES AND FEES BE 
STOPPED UNITL THE ISSUE IS RESOLVED. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-out; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-abstain. Motion carried 4/0/2/1. 
 
Mr. Sullivan asked what the “initial fine” meant. 
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Ms. Ott stated many of these accounts had more than one fine. The initial fine might be small, but the next fine 
could be large. It depended on reoccurrence, which would be a higher fine.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated his understanding was that many of the fines were generated because a fine was imposed for 
each violation, but then there were other imposed because of additional violations? 
 
Ms. Ott stated yes. There were many that had more than one fine. Also, Chief Romero asked her to remind them all 
that no new fines were being issues currently because of Council direction at a previous meeting.  
 
Councilor Melendrez stated to Chief Romero and Ms. Ott that the Council was asking a lot of questions because staff 
was doing what Council directed. He respected their hard work on this action.  
 
Councilor Baker stated they all appreciated staff’s hard work.  
 
Mr. Sullivan asked if the Council wanted staff to continue to work on the amnesty program or was it the consensus 
of the Council that it was not interested in the program. 
 
Councilor Kirby wanted to proceed on the issue.  
 
Councilor Baker agreed. 
 
Councilor Hart wanted a comprehensive analysis of the whole program and amnesty would be part of that, just not 
a stand-alone piece.  
 

NEW BUSINESS 
 
Delinquent Utility Billing Accounts to Collections 
Kari Ott, Finance Director, presented. 
 
HART moved, MELENDREZ seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL SEND THE BALANCE OF $21,859.40 TO COLLECTIONS 
AS PROPOSED BY STAFF AND WRITE OFF THE BALANCE. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-
yes; Braden-out; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 5/0/2. 
 
Resolution #2021-114: Appropriating Funds for the Gazebo Relocation Project; Award Gazebo Relocation Contract 
to the Low Bidder, JLCC, Inc.; and Issue a Notice to Proceed (NTP) 
Al Cablay, Public Works Director, presented. 
 
Mayor Hill stepped down due to a conflict of interest and passed the gavel to Sam Baker.  
 
KIRBY moved, MELENDREZ seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL AWARD THE BUILDING FOUNDATION BID TO JLCC, INC 
FOR $30,700, APPROVE RESOLUTION #2021-114 APPROPRIATING FUNDS FOR GAZEBO RELOCATION PROJECT, 
AND ISSUE A NOTICE TO PROCEED.  Roll call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-out; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-abstain. Motion carried 4/0/2/1. 

 
DEPARTMENT HEAD UPDATES 

 
Finance: Monthly Report (Document attached) 
Kari Ott, Finance Director, presented. 
 
Public Works: Quarterly Report (Document attached) 
Al Cablay, Public Works Director, presented. 
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DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
Staff Analysis of Bluebird Car Wash Request to Modify Sewer Fees 
Paul Woods, City Engineer, presented. Staff was directed to do an analysis of the presentation by John Fery at a 
previous meeting. The contents of the report were shared with Mr. Fery. The overall analysis was that the study was 
sound in its methodology. His observation was that evaporative loss was something that was experienced by 
customers throughout city. The city did not measure the flow of sewage due to the nature of its content and the 
difficulty in doing that, which was common nationwide. When there was industrial wastewater that did not have a 
lot of solids, it was common to meter and measure the consumption based on a metered result. His recommendation 
was rather than grant a reduction based on a study done in other communities, trying to verify if the equipment at 
the car wash was similar to that in the study, a better way would be to have Blue Bird install a meter and then base 
their charges for consumption based on the meter flow.  
 
Mayor Hill asked how expensive it would be to modify and install that meter? 
 
Mr. Woods stated that had been discussed with Mr. Fery and told him it depended on his set-up. They currently did 
solid separation, grease removal, and water they discharged was recycled off their system, so they could have the 
opportunity to put that through a typical water meter more common for residential use, or they might have to install 
a weir section. Staff let Mr. Fery know they would meet with him to select the best route, but Blue Bird would fund 
the cost.  
 
Councilor Melendrez asked if Blue Bird would save money going this route. 
 
Mr. Woods stated his belief was that there would be a reduction if the study was true. They were asking for 
verification by installing the meter and the cost would be based on that.  
 
Snake River Water Trail Grant Support (Slides attached) 
Paul Woods, City Engineer, presented. There was money in this year’s budget to develop the trail. The property by 
the Water Treatment Plant was owned by the city and some of the production wells were located there. They also 
withdrew water from the Snake River. The concept would be to have a trailhead there. There were issues that 
needed to be discussed with the Oregon Department of Water Resources, who generally liked to see a 50-foot 
setback from the wellhead, but a waiver could be requested. There would be a parking area, and access to the river 
for put ins and there would be a trail along the river. The trail would end at the existing boat ramp. This route dealt 
with three property owners, one being the city. The implementation strategy was to do some engineering, getting 
the trailhead approved, and there was a federal grant program titled the Recreational Trails Program that the city 
would be eligible for, and the engineering would be reimbursed. One advantage was that this would be part of the 
entire Snake River Trail system that involved the Idaho and Oregon recreational trail system. Being part of that had 
many advantages. The direction he’d received from the City Manager was to move forward and position themselves 
for state and federal grant dollars. To move forward, designing the trailhead would be done by an engineering firm, 
but prior to that some questions had to be answered with the Oregon Marine Board regarding interaction at the 
takeout, which was currently a motorized boat launch, as well as setbacks with the trailhead. They wanted to move 
forward because there was $40K in the budget that was being moved to this project, and another $150K already in 
the budget.  
 
Additional Bridge Between Oregon and Idaho 
Riley Hill, Mayor, presented. He and Councilor Hart had met with Congressman Bentz and shared this idea. It had 
been discussed previously and asked them to provide some information. Jacobs got it together for him on their fast 
response. Copies were provided to the Fruitland City Manager, who would be passing it on to their legislators and 
to IDATRAN. He’d also provide copies of everything to Congressman Bentz. He thanked Jacobs for their assistance 
and fast response.  
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Amend Establishing Ordinance: Public Works Committee to Review Public Works Department Budget Prior to 
Disbursing to Budget Committee 
Mayor Hill stated committee members had previously requested to amend the ordinance so they could discuss 
budgets with the Public Works Committee prior to going before the Budget Committee. 
 
Councilor Hart stated they held the discussion about the budget, and Councilor Baker was the liaison to the Public 
Works Committee. When the question was raised about if the PWC had a change to weigh in on the budget, it was 
not specifically their purview to do that. He looked to all the committees as folks in the community who were 
appointed by the Council who took the time to get up to speed on issues, and he’d like to have those experts weigh 
in, so the Council knew their views. He supported the proposal for the Public Works Committee. He’d support that 
action for the other city committees, too, if they didn’t’ already have that authority. 
 
Mayor Hill stated there would be no formal action, but he’d like a consensus if they wanted staff to proceed with a 
possible amendment to the Public Works Committee ordinance.  
 
Council consensus to move forward on the matter.  
 
Homeless Legislation 
Larry Sullivan, City Attorney, presented. There had been two homelessness bills passed. The major impact of House 
Bill2006 would be that it imposed an obligation on the city to work with organizations that wanted to develop 
homeless shelters in the city and restricted the city’s discretion in what type of plans the city could veto. It would 
put pressure on the city to improve homeless shelters if there were organization that were prepared to make a pitch 
to the city for those shelters. There were rules that impacted what experience those organizations had to have: they 
had to have two years of working with homeless shelters before they fit within the category on the Bill. It was unclear 
what the long-term effect of that legislation was going to be on the city because it was going to be up the public 
benefit corporations and other entities to approach the city to tell the Council what they wanted to do. If they 
qualified under the Bill, it might limit the discretion of the city to refuse to work with them.  
 
House Bill 3267 might have a more immediate impact on the city. He suggested the Council read through Section 5 
of that Bill, which created a homeless person’s Bill of Rights in Oregon. It was very comprehensive. It was going 
restrict a lot of the activities that law enforcement had traditionally engaged in with respect to the homeless, who 
might otherwise be committing ordinance offenses based on where they were sleeping, where they parked their 
cars. It was an amnesty being given to the homeless with respect to some ordinances that otherwise would apply to 
people if they were not homeless. If it was determined they were homeless, there were things that law enforcement 
was going to have to allow them to do, such as park in public parking lots. If they were parking legally in a public 
parking lot and they wanted to use that as their shelter, it might be difficult under this Bill to restrict them from 
doing that. If there were homeless people at a city park and they were cooking and there was concern among law 
enforcement about if they were doing things that were causing issues for the city, law enforcement needed to be 
aware of these provisions in Section 5 to make a determination as to whether or not the statute would protect those 
people from being told by law enforcement that they couldn’t do what they were doing at that location. That would 
have an immediate impact on law enforcement. 
 
He hadn’t read too much commentary about either Bills, but he would. He would provide the Council a more 
comprehensive summary of both Bills at a future meeting.  
 
Councilor Kirby stated they had received notice that the League of Oregon Cities would be holding a workshop on 
those issues on the 21st. They might want to participate in that. The Argus had an article that inferred that what the 
city did on the tiny houses could be overridden by this legislation.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated the Council extended the homeless shelter arrangement until the end of May.  
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Councilor Kirby stated it was set to stop at that point, but the way he was reading the Bill, that could continue for a 
period of time. That was his question.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated he had not read that into HB2006; he wasn’t seeing that it imposed that type of restrictions on 
cities. There could be a secondary effect from HB2367 that could impact the city’s ability to shut down that homeless 
facility at the end of May. That was a possibility. He’d give the Council an update and he’d participate in the workshop 
given by LOC.  

 
HAND-OUTS 

 
Check Register (Attached) 
March 1-April 30, 2021 
 
Agenda (Attached) 
Public Works Committee 05-11-2021 
 
SREDA (Attached) 
Agenda 05-04-2021; Report 04-06-2021; Snap Shot 2021 
 
Minutes: (Attached) 
County Court: April 14, 2021 
 
Monthly Department Stats (Attached) 
Fire & Rescue, Police, Public Works, Code Enforcement: April 2021 
 

CORRESPONDENCE, COMMENTS, AND EX-OFFICIO REPORTS 
 

• Councilor Hart asked that the documents given to Congressman Bentz related to the bridge be given to the 
entire Council.  

 
EXECUTIVE SESSIONS 

EXECUTIVE SESSION: ORS 192.660(2)(e) 
An executive session was called at 7:58 p.m. under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(e) to discuss real property. The 
Council entered into a second executive session at 8:24 p.m. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION: ORS 192.660(2)(h) 
An executive session was called at 8:24p.m. under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(h) to discuss current or potential 
litigation. The Council reconvened back into regular session at 10:06 p.m. 
 

ADJOURN 
 
HART moved, MELENDREZ seconded, THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-out; Baker-yes; 
Kirby-yes; Hart-yes; Braden-out; Melendrez-yes; Hill-out. Motion carried 4/0/3. 
 
ACCEPTED:       ATTEST 
 
 
_____________________________    _________________________________ 
Riley J. Hill, Mayor      Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder 
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CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
May 18, 2021 

  

The scheduled meeting of the Ontario City Council was called to order by Mayor Riley Hill at 6:00 p.m. on Tuesday, 
May 18, 2021, in the Council Chambers of City Hall.  Council members present in person or by call-in were Riley Hill, 
Sam Baker, John Kirby, Eddie Melendrez, and Freddy Rodriguez. Michael Braden was excused; Ken Hart arrived at 
6:20 p.m. 

Members of staff present in person or by call-in were Adam Brown, Tori Barnett, Peter Hall, Dan Cummings, Terry 
Leighton, Steven Romero, Kari Ott, Larry Sullivan, Al Cablay, and Erik Hartley.  

The meeting was recorded, and copies are available at City Hall.   

Mayor Hill led everyone in the Pledge of Allegiance.  

AGENDA 
 
This Agenda was posted on May 14, 2021. Copies of the Agenda are available from the City Hall Customer Service 
Counter and on the city’s website www.ontariooregon.org. 
 
KIRBY moved, BAKER seconded, TO ADOPT THE AGENDA AS PRESENTED.  Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; 
Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-out; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 5/0/2. 
 

ATTORNEY COMMENT 
 

Larry Sullivan, City Attorney, stated at the last meeting an issue came up where the Mayor had to step down and the 
Council President was also gone, and no one knew who should be in charge. The Council Rules provided that in the 
absence of the Mayor and Council President, the City Recorder calls the meeting to order, and a temporary president 
officer would be elected by the members. This was in preparation of reviewing the Rules of the Council regarding 
issues of decorum. The meetings had been heated, and remarks made that many found offensive. The Presiding 
Officer had the right to prevent people from making personal attacks on anyone at the meeting, whether a Councilor 
or a member of the audience. That fell within the authority of the Presiding Officer. Because of that, if any member 
of the Council felt the Presiding Officer was not doing that, a Councilor had the right to make a Point of Order and 
interrupt whoever was speaking and ask the Mayor to enforce that Order. Whoever was speaking had an obligation 
under Robert’s Rules of Order and the Rules of Court to stop talking pending a ruling by the Mayor. The other point 
for the Council was that if the Mayor made a ruling on a Point of Order, the Council had the right to override that 
ruling. If a majority of the Council felt the President Officer made an incorrect decision, the majority of the Council 
could overrule that decision and exercise some control over the progress of the meeting. He had previously informed 
the Council that there were First Amendment rights that people had, but once a person abused the privilege of 
exercising protected speech and began to actively interfere with the Council’s ability to conduct business, the 
Presiding Officer could require that person to cease or be removed.  
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Eddy Thiel, Ontario, stated: I am the founder of the Citizen’s Coalition of Ontario. I’m here on behalf of the Recall. We 
have apparently submitted [signatures] to the city to see if they’re verified, and if they are verified it goes on the 
ballot and goes to a vote for the people, which you all know. Which it will cost more than $10K, I understand, to put 

http://www.ontariooregon.org/
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it on the ballot. My team and the majority of my group, which I have close to 1,000 in the group, and they are citizens, 
they are also in the community, felt it was kind of ridiculous that you continue to do this. Because of the 
embarrassment that it’s causing the city, and the fact that it’s going to cost us, the city, that kind of money, we would 
like to ask Freddy to resign. And that’s what I have to say.  
 
Anthony Calendo, Ontario, stated: My government ID number is ********. I contacted the United States 
government, different contacts at the Department of Defense, and the Congressional Committee. Right now, I’m 
working on the Congressional Committee. This first job is to uphold the Constitution of the United States. That’s why 
atrocities are important to the Congress. The following statement is things I’d like to see done, if I could, possibly: A 
rent freeze ordinance adjacent to the Affordability Act so managers don’t take advantage of people on raising the 
rent. Also, stores vested with proper water distribution in houses so you could flush your toilet. There’s no law for it. 
A 75-minimum voltage in each house as such as the voltage regulations for the affordable housing. I’d also like to 
see the annex of property for city expansion all the way to the city prison and also 15 miles into Idaho. Idaho’s not 
getting Oregon. I’d also like accurate information about hazard pay for essential workers, like the police get $35 extra 
for being hazard pay. I’d also like to see a World Tech Fair by August 31st. You already have the power plant in place 
on your sidewalks. I’d also like to see proper recognition for legislation ideas such as Affordability Idea Act to people 
like Scott who came up with it. I’d also like to have information disbursed on the National Trading Commission Credit 
Bureau of the 609 decoration that states such as things that I’ve never agreed to, never will agree to or anything, by 
pushing a button or doing anything to sell your personal beliefs, ideas, or anything to price chasing or otherwise any 
profit or any type of education whatsoever down to your DNA. I care about all of it. Also, I’d like to see an education 
drive for the US Constitution. I’ve learned the Constitution; memorized it in 6th grade and I’ll abide in order to pass 6th 
grade. That’s the only thing I knew to pass 6th grade. I’d also like notes for a criminal torture ordinance. No sound 
effects to torture yourself like I’ve been having to deal with. I’d also like an acknowledgment of federal existing 
Virginia marijuana and tobacco law. Marijuana is legal, apparently, ladies and gentlemen. It’s under the Virginia 
Tobacco and Marijuana Law. It’s as legal as smoking a cigarette. You can smoke it at work. You can’t get in trouble, 
no insurance, can’t get fired for it, anything. There’s two people on the panel of smokers that have been prosecuted 
for marijuana. I’d also like proper education advertised in the Affordability Act. Thank you.  
 
Jayme Wintersteen, Ontario, stated: I am back here in Ontario living. I was, 32 years ago, I met Ontario and I came 
here a troubled child and since then my main thing to help me up here was my mother. My mother passed away on 
my daughter’s birthday, the eclipse, and I don’t have a support system and I don’t appreciate being called homeless. 
There’s unhoused individuals who are now criminals who get treated worse than any of you want to go through. 
Trust me. Unless you guys want to take the challenge of trying to live a day in my life where I get judged by everybody, 
but I don’t get no help. People want to point fingers, why don’t you just be quiet or help the guy. Especially if 
somebody beats cancer, doesn’t have any family or support around here. It doesn’t seem like there’s going to be any 
way where an unhoused induvial can get back on their feet so that what I said about services. I can to the homeless 
shelter, with the little rooms, and their full and the didn’t know if they were going to stay open. But then I was told 
by Officer Reyna to come here and present my cause basically and to make sure that unhoused and some of the 
homeless individuals who actually wanted to take action to get some things done can do that because it feels really 
weird when people with guns come up to you and treat you very strangely because you have no where else to go and 
you don’t have support. And so when I come in here, I mean, I don’t get a lot of assistance, but yet I’m tired of being 
put down and humiliated and treated not just indifferent, treated less than. That’s my thing. If I’m out here, I’m going 
to talk to someone like a person, I’m going to respect them, but I’m not getting the same respect back. There’s codes 
and ordinances, but there’s law, and when my survival is always being dangled in front of me like they can take it 
away from me because of, oh, it’s an ordinance, it’s not a law, it’s just something we can do here to people. So, I 
thought I’d come and talk to the people and see if we can get that changed to where I can’t be basically bullied 
because I don’t have the resources some other people have, and I know a lot of others who share that with me, so I 
thought I’d come in and ask. I’m not trying to stir nothing, not trying to disrespect anybody, but at the same time I 
get disrespected daily because I’m less than and nobody wants to help. Did I come too late? Am I going to get arrested 
because I went to the homeless to ask for help? So, I’ve even been guided Officer Reyna and he couldn’t even tell me 
where to go. He told me to come in here, but I have to call and set it up, da da da da da da. So, I’m here now and I’m 
here. I been looking it up, I’ve looked up the 2006, didn’t that just pass, things of these natures. But I was also told I 
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should either buy a van or go outside of the city limits. With the RV that I have, and own, I can’t use here in the city 
limits so there’s unhoused and there’s homeless but if you’re going to force us to be homeless, then stop arresting 
us, stop taking away our freedom, stop taking all of tour stuff away, ‘cuz I don’t know of anywhere else to go and ask 
for help, but at the same time, asking your guys for help, if you don’t receive it, that’s a different issue. So, thank you 
for your time.  
 
Robert Blackman, Ontario, stated: You come down Park Boulevard on your right you’re going to see the backside of 
the Fairgrounds. On the left, you’re going to find 24 old houses except for the nicer ones on Lucky Lane. I’m in the 
very first house, the old Ogburn place. My wife inherited it. And I’m being forced into the city and annexed against 
my wishes and it’s all because of a mandate the state says when the sewer gave up on that land, I tried to redo it and 
they said well, you have to join with the city sewer. So, I was forced to go to the city sewer, and it cost me $45K. Most 
of it I probably should pay everything on the left which I own coming down. I want to pay everything on the right 
where the city’s sitting at the line up the right-hand side. They made me pay 330 feet, now they’re going to go the 
next person because they’re just annexing me by this mandate and I just want a forum of where, I can’t do this in 3 
minutes, explain this technicality to you, but I’m being sucked in against my wishes and I’m going to end up paying 
$30K for that line and then I get the indignity of paying every month to the city more. I’m putting in the city 
infrastructure and that doesn’t seem right to me. And I don’t want to do attorney’s and all that stuff. I think that’s 
just wrong, but I would like a forum where I could explain this, a lawyer here, a city lawyer who can explain how I 
don’t own this land over here, but I have to pay for the city sewer, but I don’t own it. I know you know it’s county, I 
do know that, but it’s not me. It’s infrastructure that the city needs to continue down Park Boulevard, it’s going to go 
straight out to the highway out there. It’s going to be all developed within the next year and I think developers can 
carry some of the brunt of this. Not old people that are retired and stuff. By the way, I very much respect you putting 
that purple heart thing up there because today I noticed that everybody’s a dang patriot today. You put on a flag and 
you’re a God dang patriot and you know; I want to give you some credibility because I’m wearing this hat, you’re 
probably going this guys’ just a stooge. There’s the paperwork. Wounded by hostile forces of course. And I don’t have 
a bunch of money. I don’t have like $30K to help the city. And I’ve been helped nicely by Al and by Dan, they are very 
polite, but they’re between a rock and a hard place when it comes to me and they’ve been polite, but it came down 
to him telling me the other day what, you want something for free, Robert? I said wait a second, you’re making me 
pay for this main and then you’re going to charge me every month? Who’s getting over? Who’s getting free? Is the 
city getting this for free, or am I getting this for free? Again, I’m just looking for who can I talk to about this particular 
item? I don’t’ want to do this. I’m allowed to use military courts and the lawyer, I don’t’ want to do that stuff. If 
somebody would just allow me to vent, get it out to whoever makes these decisions about, this is just wrong. You go 
right to the next person, boom, they’re annexed next, and he’s already mad at me, said I sold out to the city. I said 
they forced me, buddy, I didn’t want to go into the city. I didn’t want to, and then you’re going to go to 24 houses, 
make all these old, retired people pay for this sewer line and it don’t make any sense for me, at all. And you know, I 
could go on forever, but I won’t. I appreciate you even giving me a chance to talk. I didn’t think I’d get one. If 
somebody could contact me. Is there anybody who, city attorney? You’re a city attorney? 
 
Mr. Calendo: No sir. I have experience as a city attorney, and I do consulting on ……. I’m very expert at everything. 
Yes sir, the Chief can attest to that.  
 
Mr. Sullivan provided Mr. Blackman his business card. He’d talk to Mr. Cummings before to get a better idea.  
 
Mr. Blackman: I would appreciate that very much. I know you guys got a lot to do, I can see that. Ya, ya, do that. I 
know, you see it from one side. I appreciate it.  
 
Mayor Hill stated he had to do the same thing about three years ago, and it cost about $40K.  
 
Mr. Blackman: Ya, but you do have more money, according to the paper, than I do. Fair? That’s what the paper said. 
I’m just going by the press and it’s probably not true anyway. Thank you, guys.  
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Andrew Maeda, Ontario, stated: Councilmembers, thank you very much for this time to speak with you tonight. I 
specifically just wanted to come here, first and foremost, and thank you for commemorating the 442nd. My 
grandfather served in the 442nd here, so I appreciate that. But, more importantly, I came to speak about the parks 
and cemetery support that you’ll be voting on tonight or approving tonight, hopefully. This is something that for the 
Recreation District, has had a tremendous amount of success, and I wanted to share what we’ve done so far and 
what the future of this can be and hopefully you guys approve tonight. So, we had two employees through the DHS, 
Department of Human Services, come to us through the Jobs Plus program over a year ago. With that program, they 
build skills through the Recreation District and also provided us with a lot of help to get things done in a new district. 
Following their program, they were able to develop resumes and with the job skills they learned from us able to go 
off and get state jobs. From that, they are working currently one with tech and one with a gentleman out of Burns 
and Mike Simpson, who runs the Oregon Youth Corp out of this region, and specifically runs an At Risk Youth program, 
focused on, specifically, trying to build up the general work skills and some general skills in general for youth or at 
risk youth to help them in the future, whether that is employment after high school, whether that is for a future job 
or a current job, or just give them general direction, require things like responsibility and discipline. Mike Simpson 
came to us, the Recreation District recently as well, as of last year, before the pandemic hit, and we looked to try to 
get the program blended with us. More recently, those two that went through the DHS program with us and went on 
to earn state jobs used those jobs to help bring this program here. One of them is the current lead for five youth that 
we have in our community right now identified as at risk, one of which has been foster care in 26 counties in the State 
of Oregon. He is a tremendous individual. He’s a young kid; just doesn’t have the support. He works tremendously 
hard, and he just needs the guidance, as well as the other four there. This program, through the Recreation District, 
has served an important part of us getting so much done in the community as far as facilities go. When it comes to 
the parks that the Recreation District uses for our athletic facilities, these gentlemen have been out there every single 
day helping us improve those facilities and prepare them for games for our community. So, again, I would just like to 
urge you to approve this program because with the city involved in it and with the current programs from the state, 
and the potential that it’s going to have for our parks and our cemeteries here in Ontario, we can have a drastic 
change not only in the appeal of our parks and cemeteries, but also the at risk youth that we have in our community, 
which, following this year, has unfortunately grown. Thank you for your time.  
 
Dallas Brockett, Baker City, stated: Members of the Council, citizens, thank you for your time today. I’d like to talk to 
you a little bit about Code Enforcement. I know there’s been a little bit of talk about not refilling my position when I 
left. I know that was a decision made by the Chief, as well as a little bit of talk of undoing everything that I worked 
so hard on to try and accomplish and make this city cleaner. So, the biggest thing is, why Code Enforcement? Well, 
the job itself, we have a huge, long list of job duties, and I can tell you right now that Patrol is not going to take on 
those job duties, that long list. So, Code Enforcement is very important for our community. I know that there’s been 
debunking of the broken window theory - if you start with some of the smaller crimes and try to deter some of the 
bigger things.  I think in smaller communities like this, I think the broken window theory does have its application. I 
want to give a history lesson because I don’t think any of you were here when the civil penalty process came about. 
The ordinances at that time, when I first got hired, had no teeth or determent: fines being dropped and extensions 
given to repeat violators; citations are unable to be mailed for out-of-state violators; money from fines of the Justice 
Court is split into multiple pieces of the pie and the city does not recoup that money; on-going follow-ups, some cases 
were lasting several months or a yearlong; fines were minimal, and they were not a deterrent to violators. Then we 
went, okay, well let’s abate everything, let’s go in, let’s hold the violator’s hand and let’s just abate everything, right? 
So we tried that for a little while. That was costing the city and our taxpayers thousands of dollars every fiscal year. 
So I went to Salem, thanks to Chief Kunz and the support of my peers. Why civil penalties? Fines can be mailed to out-
of-state violators not meant to make money, but to aid in recouping the administrative and staff costs. It is a pipeline. 
It’s not a bunch of money coming in all at once. Credit is given to those who have some progress, so it’s less black 
and white. If you make some progress, the fine is lowered, right? If you don’t communicate, if there’s no progress, 
you have multiple violations in your history, the fine’s going to be higher. A citation – you’re either guilty or not guilty. 
And it helps deter violators and repeat violators as well. We did see a, we saw a need. We listened. We saw a need 
of lowering the appeal fee. We agree with you, right? The $250 was high. We mentioned it a City Council when they 
drafted the ordinance and they said no, let’s just do exactly what Salem does. But we saw the need for lowering the 
appeal fee, maybe $100 to try to recoup that Hearing’s Officer cost. We brought forth a 39-slide presentation to the 
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City Manager back last April to accommodate a lot of the issues and some of the comments that we’d be hearing 
from the community, Council members, and that sort of thing. That included lowering the fines; changing procedures; 
the graffiti action team to help combat graffiti; our shopping cart issues laying around town; dog issues; and more. 
We wanted to make the civil penalty matrix $1,200 instead of $2,000. Why am I here? I value this community. I’ve 
been an Elk’s member for seven years; Ontario High School alumni; St. Peter’s alumni; TVCC alumni; and six years as 
Ontario’s Code Enforcement Officer. The Council here is undoing all my hard work. They’re attempting to rip it apart 
and go backwards. My civil penalties, my training by Salem, and getting rid of that second Code Enforcement Officer 
position that we tried to go for. And I’ll end on this note: it’s personal. The lies from attorney Olson, the conflict of 
interest with Riley Hill, attorney Olson stated at the last Council meeting that apparently Officer Reyna and I showed 
up on New Year’s Eve to some property that we were taking pictures at and somebody came out and we talked to 
them and then we sent them this big fine. I wasn’t employed here still on New Year’s Eve. Rick Reyna was off duty. 
I’m frustrated, as you can tell. Not a single one of you asked any questions of attorney Olson. You just sat there and 
listened to his lies. Also, my good friend and former co-worker Officer Rick Reyna – the stress that he’s going through 
right now as the sole Code Enforcement Officer and undoing all this hard work that I put forward, is affecting him. 
And if you cut Code Enforcement all together, you’re not just affecting a number, or just another person, you’re 
affecting his family. He has a family to feed. I’m free to answer any questions of the Council if they have any for me.  
 
Marty Justus, Ontario, stated: Good evening Mayor and Council. I’m going to start my comments by being frank and 
to the point. How many of you Councilpersons actually believe our City Manager and Police Chief colluded with each 
other to use Code Enforcement funds to balance the city’s budget? No need to answer. I hope and pray none of you. 
We had Zach Olson as an attorney from Yturri Rose address the Council and thus the citizens of Ontario with gross 
misrepresentation. Not only were his statements misleading, they’re very much fabricated to present the Mayor’s 
one-sided view of city code enforcement efforts. He did all of this while failing to disclose his relationship with our 
Mayor. I have my attorney reviewing his actions as they may very well be worthy of an ethic’s complaint with the 
Oregon Supreme Court. Let me share a true story with you. I had a citizen in my office last week, telling me how he, 
too, was subject to these high and exorbitant fines. I said, talked to him further and tried to explain to me he was 
never notified of his fines. Further discussion revealed that he had several encounters with the Code Enforcement 
Officers, making up several excused but ultimately chose to ignore their requests. He went on to say that his recent 
notices were certified mail but chose not to pick up those because the city cannot legally fine him. Needless to say, I 
made sure that this citizen left my office knowing how I felt citizens that blatantly disregard maintenance and upkeep 
of their properties. A simple cursory look at the citations and fines to the Mayor in the last ten years reveal that he, 
himself, is one of the city’s biggest offenders. How many of you know that before he could run for Mayor, he had to 
make restitution on all the citations he’d been issued over the years? This should be evidence enough that as our 
Mayor made cries about caring for our citizens of our town, his real motives are one of self-serving and self-dealing. 
I refer to today’s story in the Malheur Enterprise; of course, that story goes straight to his character. The Council 
member that dares to make a motion to suspend enforcement of these fines and therefore weakens Code 
Enforcement as a whole, is truly not working for our fellow citizens, but just a tool for our ethically challenged Mayor. 
The Councilor that seconds it and votes to approve fails in the same category. In closing, it’s time for this Council to 
send a clear and distinct message that enough is enough. Stand up for the citizens that want a clean city; stand up 
for the citizens that take care and maintain their properties; stand up for all the citizens that care about how the city 
is perceived by our neighbors and visitors. With that, I’ll end. Thank you.  
 
Jon Dennis, Ontario, stated: Good evening Mr. Mayor and members of the Council. I’m here to talk about code 
enforcement. I agree with a few things that Officer Brockett has stated, particularly that code enforcement is an 
important part of our city’s process and procedures. It is a necessary piece to ensure that our communities stay clean. 
As an attorney, I’ve represented a number of both landlords and tenants who have been affected by code 
enforcement issues and I’d like to just describe a couple of them here today. I’m representing a tenant in a mobile 
home park that has massive issues with weeds overgrowing in other people’s spaces and trash accumulations and 
she claims that this is lowering the value of her trailer and lowering the quality of life that she’s able to have in her 
park. She doesn’t have any mechanism to which she can force the landlord to clean up the other tenant’s stuff, other 
than thru a city code enforcement mechanism. So she’s not able to do anything like that outside of there being some 
type of enforcement piece, which is why the ability to issue some kind of fee or penalty is an important of this, without 
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which it essentially is kind of a toothless system. On the other hand, we also, I believe, have, as a practice, kind of an 
overreach of the purpose of this, which isn’t to penalize, not to generate revenue, it’s simply to gain compliance. One 
landlord that I was representing was issued, the first time he’d ever heard of the violation that was happening at his 
tenant’s property, he received a $4,500 notice or fine, not just an abatement notice that you need to fix something, 
but a fine you know owe $4,500. We contacted the city; the city said too bad, you can appeal it. So we had to pay a 
$250 non-refundable appeal fee and I came in and represented the landlord in this case, and ultimately, we had those 
fines dismissed because they weren’t proportional to the violations, the three violations at issue. There was a grass 
that was higher than 10 inches, a couple of different varieties of noxious weeds, and then accumulation of garbage 
and debris, toys, and things like that. The place was untidy. It was the first time he’d ever heard about it and was 
assessed $4,500. Now if instead of initially receiving a $4,500 penalty, they would have given notice to fix this, they 
could have gone to the tenant’s and tried to force them to comply with the rental agreement. Complying with the 
rental agreement, the landlord has several mechanisms that they can use to gain compliance, but when the city’s 
breathing down their neck and saying you got to pay us $4,500, they’ve already voiced a non-cooperation kind of 
attitude with the landlords and gaining compliance to fix the problem. I don’t think, as I reviewed the city’s 
ordinances, my issue, isn’t so much facially with the way that it’s drafted, I think as applied, it’s not being done fairly, 
it’s not being done evenly or consistently. They have this matrix, that I’m sure you’re all aware of, where they’re 
supposed to be proportionate. If it’s an extreme violation, it’s supposed to be a higher amount. Under these 
circumstances, I don’t think that that’s how it’s being done. After we got the fines dismissed, I privately went to the 
City Attorney, and the City Manager, and I’ve addressed these concerns with them and my opinion. I’m happy to offer 
to talk with any of you on the Council here about this, but I think we need better training of officers, and I think we 
probably need some kind of review mechanism so that before a person is obligated to spend hundreds of dollars on 
an appeal fee and potentially thousands of dollars on a lawyer, that they have kind of an easier system that can offer 
a lesser expensive way of addressing the situation. And if any of you want to talk about this, I’m happy to talk with 
you later. Thanks.  
 
Ruth Uranga, Ontario, stated: I’m here on behalf of my family and past and future generations. I don’t know even to 
present myself to you guys, but my story is that we, I’m first generation from my mother’s side to be here. We have 
our own property and my mother recently passed away last year, and my, oh Lord help me, okay, so my story. August 
of 2019, Dallas or whatever, that guy, he, they came to my house, they said that my property was dangerous for my 
kinds. I’d just gotten done taking down two campers because I do help a lot of people out because I do not judged 
people, I’m not money hungry, nor do I want to bring people down whatsoever. I’m here to help out one another as 
equally as everybody else should. But the fact is, they thought my property was too dangerous for my kids, so they 
were going to take my children away if I didn’t leave. So they put us in a hotel for 90 days until they got me this 
apartment over at Ontario Villa. I left my property. It is my property, given to me by my family, by my mother and my 
father. So right now, at this moment, I’m living in the apartment. My brother, he was disabled. I gave him the house. 
I let him stay in the house because that’s my family, you know? So they started to fine us, and the Brock guy told me 
that if we cleaned up, that he was going to stop fining me, which the didn’t stop fining me. I was getting all these 
fines to the point that one of the fines was $34,450 and there’s no possible way that I could ever pay anything like 
that. And so to this day, I have all these fines which I don’t know where they’re at, but somebody’s lawyer got ahold 
of me to tell my story because I, 2020 was like the worst year of my whole life. On February 5th, I had a miscarriage, 
which now I have my baby buried on my land because its my land and it’s my child. I will not forget my baby. On the 
10th, they took my children away because I was in a domestic, or this guy that I, anyway, cut him out, so the 10th they 
took my children away. The 15th, my mother passed away. The 16th, the fined me with all these things on my property. 
So 2020 was a really, really hard year for my life and thank the Lord that I’m moving on up because I’m not weak, 
nor will portray myself as weak, but I know the Lord is on my side so whatever happens, happens, but I know that the 
overcome will be in my favor because my heart is good and it’s my land. To this point, they’re charging me every 
single month $1,000. I don’t know who is suing Ontario or what, but some lawyer came to me to have them tell my 
story. I don’t have a derelict structure or whatever. My property, we’re fixing it up. It’s not to you guy’s standards to 
be fancy or to make it look good. I have, it’s not graffiti to me, it’s art, but I have on my wall, which I have handprints 
of my children because throughout the years, I’ve lived there, we’ve lived there, my brother’s out there as well. I’m 
going to be 38 this month, and I’ve lived there all my life, minus the two years that they kicked me out, plus the two 
years that I went to Job Corps to get my diploma, so I’m not just, I could care less what anybody thinks about me 
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because I am who I am no matter what. I don’t judge, and I don’t expect anybody to know my life. But the fact is, 
God is good, and I have on my wall Only God Can Judge Me so I’ll just leave it at that.  
 
Della Warren, Ontario, stated: Hello. It’s my, in fact my case. I’m a Certified Nurse Assistant. I work graveyards, 
afternoons, and morning shifts certain days of the week. My husband and I, I threw him out because he would not 
stop doing drugs and I don’t go for that. When I’m at work, he comes over to the property. I own my trailer; I rent the 
space that it’s on. He would come over and drop stuff off. He was a scrapper before he isn’t working, a fork-lift driver, 
he’s a scrapper. He would bring everything on to the property that I’m renting. It got to where it got so humongous 
of stuff in the yard, I would text him and tell him to stop bringing stuff in my yard, it looks like a junk yard. He kept 
on and kept on until I showed him the fines and the lien on my trailer. Then he brought some friends over to help 
clean it up and they worked a few hours. The Bishop has helped me tremendously cleaning up a lot of things and my 
neighbor helped me all day cleaning the front yard. I still have stuff in the yard. I haven’t had the energy and the time 
to do it. I’ve had surgeries in the past just recently and I’m having issue with my neck again. I have metal in my neck, 
so I’m working a lot of hours, 105 if not the past couple three months because people have been fired and laid off or 
quit so everyone is getting extra hours and you know, when I get off work, I’m dead tired. I go straight to bed and 
have to get up in four hours, five hours, and go back to work and do it all again, so I really don’t, I’ve been trying very 
hard to get the yard cleaned up. I mowed and edged it yesterday, as much as the edger would, as the battery allowed 
me to edge it. I’m trying my best to keep it up. When I, I have one day off, and I’m working on getting the yard as 
much as I can do it by myself now and I thank God for the Bishop and the Bishop helping me that day because they 
filled up the onion truck and took the junk truck that my husband brought over and left it. It’s just tremendous all the 
help that I did get, I am very much appreciative of that. I’m on my own. I have a handicapped roommate living with 
me and he can’t do much. So basically, I’m on my own. My husband comes around every now and then when I’m not 
at home. He won’t come around when I’m there. My roommate once in while lets him in and then he’ll take stuff out 
of the house, or he’ll add stuff to the house. I’m sorry I’m over my time, but I just wanted to give you my opinion on 
what my life has going on. I’m trying my hardest. 
  
Mayor Hill stated she mentioned everything except if she had been fined. 
 
Ms. Warren: My fines, they’re trying to take my house. My fines, they’re outrageous. It’s not my stuff that was 
brought into the yard, but because I rent the property, I’m responsible for the fines. I’ve got a lot of that stuff cleaned 
up, so I’m hoping that the fines would be dropped down or dismissed. That would be better for me. I don’t make a 
lot of money. I’m making a lot of hours. I just wanted to know, I’m just hoping that my fines would be reduced or 
dismissed because I’m trying my hardest.   
 
Zach Olson, Ontario, stated: I represent a number of folks who were fined by Code Enforcement last year, including 
the Mayor’s company. If you could step down for a minute Mr. Mayor. You want to appoint someone else to be in 
charge? Well, I just want to make a couple quick points today. The first, you heard that the civil fines were intended 
to recoup staff costs. You just heard that firsthand. You should not be using civil penalties to pay staff costs. That’s a 
very bad idea. It’s been tried in a lot of other municipalities; there’s been a lot of work on this in the last few years. It 
generally goes badly. The other thing I’m concerned about is the spreadsheet I believe you’ve seen today. I just got it 
off the newspaper, but it kind of implies that a lot of these huge fines accrued over time and that’s just not true. If 
you just look at the list, the first big one on there, Ms. Brown, she was fined $4,300 in January 2020, and then in July, 
July 16, 2020, she was fined $227,500. That’s not an accumulation, that is one enormous fine, and by the way, I think 
that fine is a record for the largest nuisance fine ever issued to a normal individual in the history of this country. I’ve 
done a lot of research on municipal fines, and I think it’s a record. You guys really should think about that. Ms. Brown 
was fined for a refusal to take steps; that’s why it escalated so high. The records I received make it, her notices were 
mailed to her and returned undeliverable so it’s not clear she had any idea this was going on. The amnesty program 
you’re talking about, the way it’s set up, is basically it’s gotten into this lady’s head, come in and give us $1,000 Ms. 
Brown and then we’ll talk about maybe getting rid of the rest of this fine. I’m telling you, that is not a good way to 
deal with your fellow citizens. You should be able to just look at a fine for a quarter of a million dollars and say that 
was a mistake, let’s get rid of it. I won’t go through the rest of them I suppose. I’ll try to keep to the time limit except 
to say that Mr. Warren, another one of my clients, she was fined twice. $800 in the beginning of 2020, and then 
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$27,500 in the middle of 2020. Again, that’s not an accumulation of fines over time because she didn’t do anything, 
that’s an enormous, outrageous fine that you should be able to just look at as a mistake and do away with. Lastly, 
I’m not trying to pick on anybody, I don’t think anybody had bad intentions here, but some bad things happened last 
year, and we really need to correct it. Thank you for your time. 
 

SPECIAL ACTION 
 
Proclamation: National Public Works Week 

 
"Stronger Together" 

WHEREAS, public works professionals focus on infrastructure, facilities and services that are of vital importance to 
sustainable and resilient communities and to the public health, high quality of life and well-being of the people of 
Ontario, Oregon; and, 
WHEREAS, these infrastructure, facilities and services could not be provided without the dedicated efforts of public 
works professionals, who are engineers, managers, and employees at all levels of government and the private sector, 
who are responsible for rebuilding, improving, and protecting our nation's transportation, water supply, water 
treatment and solid waste systems, public buildings, and other structures and facilities essential for our citizens; and,  
WHEREAS, it is in the public interest for the citizens, civic leaders, and children in the City of Ontario to gain knowledge 
of and to maintain an ongoing interest and understanding of the importance of public works and public works programs 
in their respective communities; and, 
WHEREAS, the year 2021 marks the 51st annual National Public Works Week sponsored by the American Public Works 
Association/Canadian Public Works Association. 
BE IT NOW RESOLVED, l, Riley J. Hill, Mayor, do hereby designate the week May 16 - 22,202I as National Public Works 
Week; I urge all citizens to join with representatives of the American Public Works Association/Canadian Public Works 
Association and government agencies in activities, events and ceremonies designed to pay tribute to our public works 
professionals, engineers, managers and employees and to recognize the substantial contributions they make to 
protecting our national health, safety, and quality of life.  
lN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and caused the Seal of the State to be affixed. Done at the City of 
Ontario, Oregon this 18th day of May 2021. 

 
PRESENTATION 

 
Resolution #2021-115: Commemorating the NISEI Soldiers in the 442nd Infantry Regiment Combat Team 
Councilor Kirby stated the proposed resolution needed some tweaking. The Ontario community had… 
 
Point of Order Interruption 
Councilor Kirby called for a Point of Order. Reading Section 10, Decorum: Persons making any personal or 
important or slanderous remarks should be censured by the President Officer. Mr. Justus was now communicating 
with the Council, and he needed to stop or be removed for this Council.  
 
Mayor Hill asked for thoughts from the Council. He’d received complaints from other Councilors about the same 
issue. He could order that if that were what the Council wanted.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez moved that the Mayor keep decorum by removing citizens ex-Councilor Marty Justus from… 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated he had spoken about the First Amendment, and the Council did have the right to exercise 
control over signs if they were insulting, if they were outside of anything that should be addressed by the Council. 
He saw one sign that would fall under that category, attaching the Mayor’s sobriety. He asked Mr. Justus to show 
him all his signs.  (Mr. Justus complied with the request). His advice was to be selective and inform Mr. Justus that 
there were some signs that he should not be displaying. He suggested that unless Mr. Justus put that particular 
sign down, he was being disruptive.  
 
Mayor Hill stated they had advice from counsel and a motion on the floor.  
 



City of Ontario 444 SW 4th Street Ontario, OR  97914 

 

  Ontario City Council Meeting Minutes: May 18, 2021  Page 9  

 

 

Councilor Hart seconded.  
 
RODRIGUEZ moved, HART seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ASK MR. JUSTUS TO REMOVE HIMSELF OR HIS SIGNS. 
Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 
6/0/1. 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated the City Manager had the authority to appoint a Sgt-at-Arms to enforce that rule.  
 
Mr. Brown stated the Police Chief was the Sgt-at-Arms. 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated to Mr. Justus that two signs had been deemed personally insulting and disruptive. Would you 
put the identified signs down? 
 
Mr. Justus stated he would not.  
 
Mr. Sullivan verified he was refusing to put those down? 
 
Mr. Justus stated he was.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that was a direct disruption, and the Sgt-at-Arms had the authority to remove Mr. Justus form 
the meeting.  
 
Mr. Justus was escorted from the meeting.  
 
Resolution #2021-115: Commemorating the NISEI Soldiers in the 442nd Infantry Regiment Combat Team 
Councilor Kirby stated everything written in the proposed resolution was correct, but it needed to be localized. His 
recommendations were not complete, but he had some ideas. An addition: Whereas, during WWII, Ontario, Oregon, 
had the largest populations of Japanese Americans in the United States, who lived in freedom, living here; and 
Whereas, approximately 5,000 of those citizens had family members in the 442nd and the 100th; and Whereas, the 
survivors returned to Ontario after the war and the community mourned those who did not return. Our community 
has prospered because of the members of the 442nd and the 100th. Those additional whereas clauses needed to be 
added to the proposed resolution. 
 
HART moved, RODRIGUEZ seconded, THAT THE RESOLUTION BE MODIFIED WITH THE INPUT BY COUNCILOR JOHN 
KIRBY TO PRESENT MORE ACCURATE INFORMATION. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-
out; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.  
 

OLD BUSINESS 
 
Resolution #2021-111: Bid Award for Technology Backup Services 
Adam Brown, City Manager, and Peter Hall, Assistant City Manager/HR Manager. 
 
HART moved, KIRBY seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE RESOLUTION #2021-111, A RESOLUTION REQUESTING 
TO AWARD TECHNOLOGY BACKUP SERVICES TO MICRO TECHNOLOGY SYSTEMS, INC FOR ONE YEAR AT A RATE OF 
$2,946 PER MONTH AND A ONETIME ONBOARDING FEE OF $4,600. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-
yes; Braden-out; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
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NEW BUSINESS 
 
Committee Appointments 
Adam Brown, City Manager, presented. There were two applications for the Airport Committee, Barbara Brody, and 
Clyde Esplin, and one for the Planning Commission, James Grissett. The Airport had two spots – one full member, 
one Alternate. There was one position open on the Planning Commission.  
 
Mayor Hill stated he had been contacted numerous times with concerns of Mr. Esplin possibly having a conflict of 
interest due to ongoing issues with the city.  
 
Councilor Kirby asked if there was any current or pending litigation between the city and Mr. Esplin.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated no lawsuits had been filed, but there had been threats made. At one point, Mr. Esplin had an 
attorney submit a letter. The impression was that he was not going to accept the termination of the Beck lease on 
the property. Mr. Esplin was an employee of the company. Or, maybe they should ask Mr. Esplin if he was going to 
accept that. He asked Mr. Esplin if he intended to fight the city’s termination of the Beck lease.  
 
Clyde Esplin: Let me address first, you said that I had an attorney. The attorney was to defend me because Dan 
Beaubien reported to the FAA that I was flying illegal charters, which was a false allegation, that he knew was false, 
and then immediately after he initiated the investigation by making a false allegation, he reported that I was under 
investigation from the FAA and should not be allowed on the airport. So, I had to get an attorney, and the attorney 
made quick business of the investigation. John Hodge was the attorney that was representing me, defending me 
against the false allegation that Dan Beaubien made that I was flying illegal charters at the airport. Dan Beaubien 
knew that was a false allegation. He made it anyway. It was not the first allegation that he made, all of which have 
been found to be completely baseless and dismissed. So as part of the defense that attorney John Hodge, who was 
defending me against the FAA investigation, gave an informative letter to Mr. Sullivan. It’s not a case that I brought 
against the airport; that was me defending myself against an FAA investigation. As far as the lease with Beck, I went 
over that with the City Manager. I think we’ve come to some better understanding. The City Manager I think was 
under the impression, and I don’t want to speak for him, that the lease, which was started in 2004, was a 17-year 
lease, and that it expired this year. That’s absolutely not the case.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated that was an issue – that would be a conflict of interest. He disagreed with Mr. Esplin’s analysis, 
and if he intended to continue to try to enforce that lease past its expiration date, that would put him in conflict 
with the city.  
 
Mr. Esplin: Okay, so I’m working with the City Manager and yes, I do intent to continue to use the airport. If you can 
show me that’s a 17-year lease, I mean, it is Mr. Beck’s lease, it’s Beck’s Spray Service, Incorporated, actually, a 
corporation, and if I have an opinion or an interest in the airport, does that disqualify from working on the airport? I 
don’t think there’s, the other applicant, by the way, is not a pilot, has never flown an airplane, doesn’t own an airport, 
doesn’t own a hangar. She is on the Airport Board because she works in an office close to Tom Frazier and Tom Frazier 
asked her to be on the Airport Board. I have a considerable amount of experience in aviation and with the airport and 
I’m familiar with how leases work on the airport. I have experience probably no other Airport Committee members 
have, including purchasing whole-sale fuel, being in charge of buying fuel for a corporate jet operation, on and on 
and on. 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated he wanted to add that based upon numerous conversations with the Airport Manager, he 
believed they would jeopardize the city’s ability to continue have that Airport Manager at the airport if Mr. Esplin 
was appointed to that committee. There was significant conflict between the two of them. If Mr. Esplin were on the 
Airport Committee, it would get worse.  
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Mr. Esplin: Do you mind if I ask for specific conflicts, because you’ve mentioned that I’ve been charged, or numerous 
violations, but you’ve never mentioned any violations, specific violations. When we asked for specific violations, then 
we address each one of those, in writing, to the City Council several months ago and when we were attempting to 
address them before the Council, we were shut down. We were shut down. We were not allowed to answer any of 
those supposed violations. So, if you could give a specific conflict…. 
 
Mayor Hill stated they were not going to have a back and forth on this. This was for appointments. With the consent 
of the Council, he would leave one position open on the Airport Committee and appoint Barbara Brody to the 
position on the Airport until the conflicts were resolved. It could be reviewed at that time. There was one vacancy 
on the Planning Commission with one application.  
 
James Grissett, Ontario, Planning Commission applicant, stated: Over the last year and a half I started working with 
the city, Dan Cummings, everybody, to start building up the north side of Ontario. In doing so, a lot of changes that 
recently came forward I liked, and I wanted to continue the growth of the city and help doing so. I think the Planning 
Commission is one of the slots where I can contribute, as well as being good in continuing to bring up a dilapidated 
area. I think it’s a great appointment. 
 
Mayor Hill stated he would be happy to make that appointment with the concurrence of the Council.   
 
Mr. Brown let them know that he had met with Mr. Esplin last week and would meet with the City Attorney late in 
the week to discuss that meeting.  
 
Mayor Hill appointed Barbara Brody to the Airport Committee and James Grissett to the Planning Commission. 
 
Park and Cemetery Support 
MELENDREZ moved, HART seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE ENTERING INTO AN AGREEMENT WITH OREGON 
YOUTH CONSERVATION CORPS (OYCC) AND OREGON HUMAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION (OHDC) FOR LOCAL 
YOUTH WORK OPPORTUNITIES. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-yes; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.  
 
Appointment of a City Councilor to the Downtown Attraction Work Group 
HART moved, BAKER seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPOINT JOHN KIRBY TO PARTICIPATE IN THE DOWNTOWN 
ATTRACTION WORK GROUP. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-yes; Melendrez-
yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.  

PUBLIC HEARINGS 
 
Adoption of Ontario Housing Needs Analysis, Residential Buildable Lands Inventory, and Policy Recommendations 
(The 2021 Housing Report) is Intended as a Background Document to Chapter 10: Housing of the Ontario 
Comprehensive Plan as well as Amend Title 10 the Ontario Comprehensive Plan, and Title 10A Substantive Zoning 
Regulations, which are Intended to Increase Housing Productivity and Population Growth within the Ontario 
Urban Growth Area (UGB); and Ordinance #2790—2021, An Ordinance to Amend Title 10 the Ontario 
Comprehensive Plan, and Title 10A Substantive Zoning Regulations, which are Intended to Increase Housing 
Productivity and Population Growth within the Ontario Urban Growth Area, on First Reading by Title Only 
It being the date advertised for public hearing on the matter stated above, the Hearing was declared open.  There 
were no objections to the city’s jurisdiction to hear the action, no abstentions, ex-parte contact, and no declarations 
of conflict of interest.    
 
Dan Cummings, Community Development Director, presented.  
 
The Hearing was opened for public testimony.  Opponents:  None. Proponents:  None. There being no Proponent 
and no Opponent testimony, the Hearing was closed.  
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KIRBY moved, HART seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL ACCEPT AND ADOPT THE 2021 HOUSING REPORT AS A 
BACKGROUND DOCUMENT TO THE ONTARIO COMPREHENSIVE PLAN SAID HOUSING REPORT AND MAPS ARE 
ATTACHMENTS 1 AND 2 OF THIS REPORT. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-yes; 
Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.  
 
MELENDREZ moved, HART seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL ACCEPT THE PLANNING COMMISSION 
RECOMMENDATION AND APPROVE THE FINDINGS OF FACTS AS PRESENTED IN THE STAFF REPORT AND AS 
RECOMMENDED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION AT A PUBLIC HEARING ON MAY 10, 2021. Roll call vote: 
Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.  
 
KIRBY moved, HART seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE ORDINANCE #2790-2021, AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND 
TITLE 10 THE ONTARIO COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, AND TITLE 10A SUBSTANTIVE ZONING REGULATIONS, WHICH ARE 
INTENDED TO INCREASE HOUSING PRODUCTIVITY AND POPULATION GROWTH WITHIN THE ONTARIO URBAN 
GROWTH AREA, ON FIRST READING BY TITLE ONLY. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; 
Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.  
 
KIRBY moved, HART seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL WAIVE THE SECOND READING OF ORDINANCE #2790-2021, AN 
ORDINANCE TO AMEND TITLE 10 THE ONTARIO COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, AND TITLE 10A SUBSTANTIVE ZONING 
REGULATIONS, WHICH ARE INTENDED TO INCREASE HOUSING PRODUCTIVITY AND POPULATION GROWTH 
WITHIN THE ONTARIO URBAN GROWTH AREA. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-
yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.  
 
ACCEPT RIGHT OF WAY ALONG FORTNER STREET AS PER THE APPROVED PARTITION UNDER PLANNING ACTION 
2020-06-22 PTN 
It being the date advertised for public hearing on the matter stated above, the Hearing was declared open.  There 
were no objections to the city’s jurisdiction to hear the action, no abstentions, ex-parte contact, and no declarations 
of conflict of interest.    
 
Dan Cummings, Community Development Director, presented. 
 
The Hearing was opened for public testimony.  Opponents:  None. Proponents:  None. There being no Proponent 
and no Opponent testimony, the Hearing was closed.  
 
BAKER moved, MELENDREZ seconded, THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE DEDICATION OF THE RIGHT OF WAY FOR 
A PORTION OF FORTNER STREET AND VACATION OF THE SIDEWALK EASEMENT DESCRIBED IN INSTRUMENT 
NUMBER 66591 AS SHOWN ON THE PARTITION PLAT OF NORTHWEST HOUSING ALTERNATIVES, SAID PARTITION 
BEING APPROVED BY AN ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION ON JULY 28, 2020, UNDER PLANNING FILE 2020-06-22PTN AND 
AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE HIS SIGNATURE ON THE FINAL PLAT ACCEPTING THE DEDICATED RIGHT OF 
WAY AND VACATION OF SIDEWALK EASEMENT. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; 
Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
 

DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
Code Enforcement Follow-Up and Information 
Nick Taylor, Ontario, stated: I’ve received some of those fines that you’ve been talking about. My first encounter with 
Mr. Brockett was he told me about a car that I had on my own property needed tags, that they were expired. I didn’t 
realize that and went and got the tags and took care of. The next time I had something was sometime, that was like 
two years ago, and the next time was, I think, last, I don’t know, it was last fall or something. I don’t know. I was told 
be a neighbor that Mr. Brockett and the other Code Officer were on my property taking pictures. I never, I did receive 
some sort of a notice, but it was unclear to me what was going on. I came to a City Council meeting, I think in 
November, I don’t remember when it was, and in that Mr. Romero was speaking, Chief Romero, and when he finished 
speaking and went out, I asked to talk to him. I never did speak to the Council. That wasn’t what was being discussed, 
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I don’t think. And I discussed the situation with him and he, I said I don’t know what I’m being fined for, and he said 
he would investigate it. He said I can’t get it completely taken away because I’ve told officers that’s how we’re paying 
for them is out of these fines and I said fine and I expected to hear back from Chief Romero, but I never did. I guess 
Mr. Brockett left. I don’t know what became of it. I’m the person who Marty Justus was speaking about last week, I 
think. I went into his office. It was nothing to do with this. I went in there for another matter, and I don’t remember 
how we got onto this subject. What I said to him was that much, much later, I don’t know a few months ago, I did 
receive a notification of a certified letter from the city. I told him, I didn’t go get it, and I did not say the city didn’t 
have the right to fine me, that was not what I said to him. He may have misunderstood me. What I said was, I don’t 
think that it’s legal for you to send me notices that I have to sign for. That’s how I said it to him. I still don’t know 
what I’m being fined for. I’ve never understood. I think the first one had, just like you’ve talked today, I can’t follow 
all these numbers in the ordinance they sent me. It’s gotta say to a person like me, you’re being fined because you 
have weeds. He asked me if I have weeds; I don’t have weeds. I’ve cleaned that whole alley of weeds. I pay people to 
clean the weeds. I think part of what I was being fined for was there was three grocery carts there full of junk that I 
had taken off a vacant lot next to where McKenzie’s Auto Body used to be. There’s a vacant lot there. Homeless 
people had been living there. When they left, I went down there and cleaned all their junk up and put it in their 
grocery carts and brought it back to my place and, over time, put it in my garbage. I asked Walmart or somebody, I 
don’t remember, you want your grocery carts back? They told me no, if there not in good condition, we don’t’ want 
them back. I think they’re still sitting; I don’t think they’re sitting on my property; I think I put them away somewhere. 
I just, I don’t know what I was being fined for. My fine, I guess, from what I saw on that list of papers, something like 
$45,000. I’d like to know what the hell I did that’s worth that. I don’t know what I did. There’s some junk on my 
property, there’s some metal there from some repairs I was doing. That’s the only thing I can figure out, other than 
those grocery carts, but they’re now put away. I don’t know.  
 
Mr. Brown stated his understanding of what the Council had discussed at the previous meeting, was that they 
wanted a comprehensive approach before starting the amnesty program or going into to. Council wanted a revision 
to the existing ordinance that was less punitive than currently written. Staff had presented one back in February or 
March; however, it appeared the Council wanted to formally adopt a system that didn’t have the ability to accrue 
fines. The number side of the issue, he applied a cap of $1,500 or $1,000 (in those two columns) … 
 
Mayor Hill stated if they were going to discuss the amnesty issue, he would step down from the dais.  
 
Mr. Brown stated he believed the Council wanted to see both come back together, not piece meal.  
 
Councilor Kirby the existing ordinance had been done by a previous Council, and they’d heard from the former Code 
Enforcement Officer, and there was pride in authorizing the ordinance. It had been done, they believe, in the best 
interest of the community. Others might disagree with how it was written. In the listing presented, there were things 
that were in extreme excess. One thing he noticed when comparing it to the ordinance from Fruitland that Councilor 
Hart provided, instead of placing a lien on their property, it was placed on their taxes. However, there was a lot to 
be considered. He’d like to see a work group, which might include some people that had spoken that night, along 
with some members of the Council. But, in the meantime, they had to had something in place for the Code 
Enforcement Officer. Currently, he did not have authority to do anything because of the moratorium. Maybe have a 
deadline of 60 days for the group to meet, but also give the Officer a $100 fine limit so he could be active in response 
to citizen complaints.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez stated as a member of the previous Council, had had voted for the ordinance, but he didn’t 
recall discussing how it would be implemented. It was like a Gestapo. One example had a $250 fine for the first 
offense but jumped to $750 the next time. One went from $500 to $9,000; one from $250 increased to $11,000; and 
there were other large ones that had been talked about that night. It was never outlined.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated he had not spoken with Mr. Brockett or Mr. Reyna but was 90% sure the reason some of those 
fines were so high was because despite the statement to the contrary from Mr. Olson, was because those fines were 
being imposed on a daily basis, which was authorized. That’s where the huge numbers came from. However, it did 
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beg the question, when reviewing the process prior and seeing the language about daily fines, he hadn’t fully 
understood the impact would be from multiplying one fine by all the days the clean-up failed to occur. If there was 
a long period of time where someone was being fined $200 or $300 a day, it added up quickly.  
Councilor Rodriguez stated he had questioned this issue last year, the daily accumulation of fines. Again, he felt it 
was a Gestapo-like approach. It was not okay, and he didn’t want to tie himself to that approach. He did support 
cleaning up the community but couldn’t support what occurred after the vote by the Council.  
 
Mr. Sullivan stated an easy fix to prevent those fines from multiplying was that if there was a fine, that’s what the 
fine amount would be. Maybe there should be someone in the Police Department who had the right to supervise 
that fine, and not leave it to the individual issuing the fine.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez stated that bringing it up last year was just a waste of time. 
 
Mr. Sullivan stated he was saying anything. He just believed that the portions of the ordinance that resulted in a lot 
of attention, and justifiably so, as it wasn’t justifiable to be placing thousands of dollars against properties due to 
not being clean.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez stated he was 100% okay with undoing the unfair treatment of citizens.  
 
Councilor Hart stated he had spoken to the City Manager in Fruitland and one part of their program which appealed 
to him was focusing on cleaning up the properties instead of just fines. Fruitland had several contractors who met 
with the individuals, noting they were aware they couldn’t clean up their property, and asked if they wanted to hire 
one. If the owner couldn’t, or chose not to, the city would have property cleaned up and the cost was fined as a lien 
or placed on their taxes. Most importantly, the property was cleaned up. He agreed with Councilor Kirby’s suggestion 
of creating a work group; however, he wanted Officer Reyne to still have authority to issue violations even though 
he didn’t currently have the ability to assess fines.  
 
Mr. Brown stated staff would work to incorporate parts from the better part of the existing ordinance, and take in 
the Fruitland ordinance, input from Officers Brockett and Reyna, and Chief Romero. That could be accomplished at 
staff level, to then bring back before Council, but he was not opposed to having some Councilors as part of that work 
group.  
 
Councilor Rodriguez asked if the work group could be put together soon. 
 
Mr. Brown stated the legwork and research had already been done, so yes. 
 
Councilor Melendrez asked how the fines were issued. Were they based on citizen complaints, or the Ordinance 
Officer seeking out unfit properties; how was the process started to find the properties that needed attention?  
 
Chief Romero stated most were complaint-driven. Staff tried to respond quickly, face-to-face, when possible, but 
also though phone calls or email.  
 
Councilor Melendrez stated with regard to the fines or fees, was it something they chose to do, or were they just 
following a Council directive.  
 
Chief Romero stated he and his staff followed the law, whether he agreed with it or not.  
 
KIRBY moved, MELENDREZ seconded, THAT THE CITY COUNCIL ESTABLISH A $100 FINE THAT COULD BE A ONE-
TIME FINE, NO COMPOUNDING, FOR THE NEXT 90-DAYS OR UNTIL THE ORDINANCE IS REESTABLISHED. Roll call 
vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-abstain. Motion carried 
5/0/1/1. 
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Councilor Rodriguez confirmed staff would begin working on the issue. 
 
Mr. Brown stated yes, staff would bring something back to Council.  
 
Homeless Discussion 
Larry Sullivan, City Attorney, stated the League of Oregon Cities would be holding a webinar on this issue this coming 
Friday, which would include HB2006, HB2376, but also HB2215. There were several homeless related bills that were 
passed by the Legislature that LOC was giving a presentation on. He wanted to participate in that. He had been asked 
questions by the City Manager just prior to this meeting starting he was unable to answer because some of the 
language in the Bills were somewhat ambiguous. For example, in HB2376, it read that the homeless had a right to 
park in a public parking space, as their home, in a car, as long as the parking was legal. The question came up about 
a 2-hour parking time limit, or some other timeframe, would that it make it illegal for that homeless person to park 
there if it violated that law. He was hoping for answers to many questions. He’d like to postpone the presentation 
now; he’d like to wait until after the LOC discussion. He believed he’d have a more coherent understanding of the 
legislation.   

CORRESPONDENCE, COMMENTS, AND EX-OFFICIO REPORT 

• Mayor Hill stated he had a city check for $282,864 that the city was paying towards the Oregon retirement 
system (PERS). It was an additional payment, beyond the required payment, so it would buy down the city’s 
owed debt.  
 

• Mr. Brown indicated that unless informed differently, there would not be the second meeting in May.  

ADJOURN 
 
KIRBY moved, RODRIGUEZ seconded, THAT THE MEETING BE ADJOURNED. Roll call vote: Rodriguez-yes; Baker-yes; 
Kirby-yes; Braden-out; Hart-yes; Melendrez-yes; Hill-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1. 
 
ACCEPTED:       ATTEST 
 
 
 
_____________________________    _________________________________ 
Riley J. Hill, Mayor      Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder 



 
AGENDA REPORT

CONSENT AGENDA
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Erik Hartley, Airport Manager
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: HANGAR LEASE: KOEPPEN FAMILY TRUST TO ROB & LISA SAUNDERS (102 
HOTEL, 103 HOTEL, 107 INDIA)

 

DATE: June 10, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE LEASE TO LISA AND ROB SAUNDERS FOR HANGARS 
102 AND 103 HOTEL AND 107 INDIA. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

Family trust has been dissolved and now owned by Lisa and Rob Saunders.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

The City of Ontario approves all hangar leases. 
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

The family trust has been dissolved and Rob and Lisa Saunders are taking over the lease. They 
ran the family trust.  
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN Updating leases is part of the strategic plan.
 

 B. FINANCIAL Keeping the leases current at the Ontario Municipal Airport will provide an 
uninterrupted flow of fees.

 

 C. TIMING Timing is important as the hangar has already been sold and the new owner 
wants to be in compliance with the City of Ontario.

 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL It is the responsibility of the city to have a legal contract with tenants 
at the airport. 



 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

The City Council could choose not to grant the lease to Rob and Lisa Saunders. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends that the lease be granted to Rob and Lisa Saunders. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. Lease Agreement Koeppen to Saunders
2. Map Koeppen Family Trust 102-103 Hotel 107 India 06-23-2020
3. Insurance Koeppen Family Trust 102-103 Hotel 107 India 06-23-2020
4. Koeppen Family Trust 102-103 Hotel 107 India 06-23-2020
5. TRUSTEE DOCUMENTS
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LEASE AGREEMENT  

Hangars 102 Hotel, 103 Hotel, 107 India 

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this day 1st day of June 2021 by and between the CITY 
OF ONTARIO, OREGON, as first party, hereinafter referred to as the "CITY" and, Rob and Lisa 
Saunders, as second party, hereinafter referred to as "Tenant." 

 
WITNESSETH: 

 
WHEREAS, Landlord is the owner of certain real property known and operated as the Ontario 
Municipal Airport; and 
 
WHEREAS, Tenant desires to lease certain real property for airplane storage and hangar use. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises contained herein it is 
agreed as follows: 
 

1) Landlord lease to Tenant and Tenant leases from Landlord the real property described in 
Exhibit "A," attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein, for a period of 
TWENTY (20) years, commencing on the 1st day of June 2021. lf the lease is not in default, 
unless either party shall give written notice prior to each anniversary date of this lease, and 
subject to Landlord's receipt from Tenant of the annual lease payment, the lease term will 
automatically renew for a successive ten-year term. A decision by Landlord to give Tenant 
written notice that Landlord does not intend to extend the ten-year term of this lease shall 
be based upon Landlord's need to utilize the subject property for other airport or aircraft 
purposes. 
 

2) Tenant shall pay to the Landlord as yearly rent the sum of FIFTEEN POINT SIX FOUR (15.64) 
cents per square foot of the property described in Exhibit "A", subject to the rights of 
Landlord to escalate said rental amount as more specifically provided for hereinafter. The 
parties hereto covenant and agree that the total area of the property described in Exhibit 
"A" is 1,600 square feet for the purposes of determining the annual rent herein. The annual 
rental amount shall be paid on or before the 15th day of August each year and is payable 
each year in advance. 

 
3) lt is mutually understood and agreed between the parties hereto that the rental amount 

may be adjusted upward or downward annually in the sole discretion of the Common 
Council of the City of Ontario. Such adjustment may be made in any year and shall be 
effective for the balance of the lease term or until further adjustment, if any. Any increase 
in rent shall not exceed the percentage increase in the Consumer Price Index for Oregon 
for the previous year. Adjustments to the rent shall not be made more frequently than one 
adjustment per year and each yearly adjustment shall not be an amount greater than 6% 
of the then existing rent. 
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4) The property shall be used to build an airplane hangar to be used primarily as storage of 
one or more airplanes. Any such construction shall be completed solely with Tenant's 
labor and at Tenant's expense.  

 
5) Any new construction or improvements made on the property are to be approved writing 

prior to commencement of either, and the same to be constructed and operated 
conformity with all ordinances and regulations of the City period of time following 
expiration of the term or termination of the lease. 

 
6) The Tenant will keep and maintain all structures on the leased property in a constant state 

of good repair, and will refrain from storing any airplane parts, equipment, or debris 
outside buildings and will keep the premises in a clean, sightly condition. Any aircraft 
hangar located on the leased premises shall have operative doors. lt is mutually understood 
and agreed between the parties hereto that the building inspector of the City of Ontario 
shall have the right to inspect the premises periodically. In the event the building inspector 
of the City of Ontario deems any structure upon the leased premises not to be in 
compliance with any applicable statute, ordinance, rules or regulation or this agreement 
the Tenant agrees to correct such non-complying item at the Tenant's sole expense. 

 
7) The TENANT agrees to spray or otherwise control weeds located on and around the leased 

premises. 
 
8) The color of paint used in all new construction and in the painting of any and all structures 

shall conform to the airport color scheme as adopted by the Airport Committee. 
 
9) The Tenant shall not use leased land for any purposes other than those authorized herein 

without the written consent of the Landlord. 
 
10) The Landlord reserves the right to further develop the airport or landing area of the airport 

as it sees fit. 
 
11) The Landlord reserves the right, but not the obligation to maintain and keep in repair the 

landing area of the airport and all public facilities of the airport. 
 
12) This lease shall be subordinate to the provisions of any existing or future agreement 

between the Landlord and the United States relative to the operation or maintenance of 
the airport, the execution of which has been or may be required as a condition precedent 
to the expenditure of federal funds for the development of the airport. 

 
13) During the time of war or national emergency, the Landlord shall have the right to lease 

the landing area or any part thereof to the United States government for military or naval 
use, and if such lease is executed, the provisions of this instrument insofar as they are 
inconsistent with the provisions of the lease to the government shall be suspended. 
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14) Except with respect to activities for which the Landlord is responsible, the Tenant shall pay 

as due all claims for work done on and for services rendered or material furnished to the 
leased premises and shall keep the premises free from any liens. lf the Tenant fails to pay 
such claims or to discharge any lien, Landlord may do so and collect the cost as additional 
rent. Any amount so added shall bear interest at the rate of 12% per annum from the date 
expended by Landlord and shall be payable on demand. Such action by Landlord shall not 
constitute a waiver of any right or remedy which Landlord may have on account of Tenant's 
default. 

 
Tenant may withhold payment of any claim in connection with a good-faith dispute over 
the obligation to pay, so long as Landlord's property interests are not jeopardized. lf a lien 
is filed as a result of non-payment, Tenant shall, within ten days after knowledge of the 
filing, secure the discharge of the lien or deposit with Landlord cash or a sufficient 
corporate surety bond or other security satisfactory to Landlord in an amount sufficient 
to discharge the lien plus any costs, attorney fees and other charges that could accrue as 
a result of a foreclosure or sale under the lien. 
 

15) The Tenant shall obtain Commercial General Liability Insurance in a responsible company, 
with limits of $1,000,000 each occurrence with a $2,000,000 General Aggregate. Such 
insurance shall cover all risks arising directly or indirectly out of Tenant's activities on or 
any condition of the leased premises whether or not related to an occurrence caused or 
contributed to by Landlord's negligence, shall protect Tenant against the claims of 
Landlord on account of the obligations assumed by Tenant under the provisions of the 
indemnification paragraph contained herein, and shall protect Landlord and Tenant 
against any and all claims of third persons. Tenant is required to provide a copy of current 
insurance coverage to the city. 
 
For purposes of compliance with this section, the landlord may provide sufficient 
insurance, naming the tenant as an additional insured. Should the landlord be unable to 
obtain liability and property damage insurance which provides adequate coverage, the 
tenant shall be responsible for such coverage as specified above. ln the event the landlord 
provides said insurance, landlord makes no representations, warranties or assurances 
that said coverage is adequate for the purposes of protecting tenant. The purpose of said 
insurance is solely for the protection of landlord and nothing in this paragraph is intended 
to waive the limits as established in the Oregon Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 et seq., as it 
applies to landlord. 
 
Should the landlord be required to pay additional or increased rates, the City shall have a 
right to surcharge the tenants in an amount in excess of the annual rental rate as defined 
in Section 3 of this agreement sufficient to reimburse the City. 
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16) No part of the leased property may be assigned to any third person without the prior 
written consent of the Landlord. This provision shall apply to all transfers by operation of 
law and to transfers to and by trustees in bankruptcy, receivers, administrators, executors, 
and legatees. No consent in one instance shall prevent the provision from applying to a 
subsequent instance. The Landlord shall consent to a transaction covered by this provision 
when withholding such consent would be unreasonable in the circumstances. 
 

17) The following shall be events of default:  
 

a) Failure of Tenant to pay any rent or other charge within thirty (30) days after it is 
due.  

b) Failure of Tenant to comply with any term or condition or fulfill any obligation of 
the lease (other than the payment of rent or other charges) within fifteen (15) days after 
written notice by Landlord specifying the nature of the default with reasonable 
particularity. lf the default is of such a nature that it cannot be completely remedied with 
the fifteen (15) day period, this provision shall be complied with if Tenant begins correction 
of the default within the fifteen (15) day period and thereafter proceeds with reasonable 
diligence and in good faith to effect the remedy as soon as practicable.  

c) Insolvency of Tenant; an assignment by Tenant for the benefit of creditors; the 
filing by Tenant of a voluntary petition in bankruptcy; and adjudication that Tenant is 
bankrupt or the appointment of a receiver of the properties of Tenant; the filing of an 
involuntary petition of bankruptcy and failure of the Tenant to secure a dismissal of the 
petition within thirty (30) days after filing; attachment of or the levy of execution on the 
leasehold interest and failure of the Tenant to secure discharge of the attachment or 
release of the levy of execution within thirty (30) days. lf Tenant consists of two (2) or more 
individuals or business entities, the events of default specified in this paragraph shall apply 
to each individual unless within thirty (30) days after an event of default occurs the 
remaining individuals produce evidence satisfactory to Landlord that they have 
unconditionally acquired the interest of the one causing the default. If the lease has been 
assigned, the events of default so specified shall apply only with respect to the one then 
exercising the rights of Tenant under the lease. 
 

18) In the event of a default, the lease may be terminated at the option of the Landlord by notice 
in writing to Tenant. The notice may be given before or within thirty (30) days after the running 
of the grace period for default and may be included in a notice of failure of compliance given 
under the provisions of paragraph 17(b) above set forth. lf the property is abandoned by Tenant 
in connection with a default, termination shall be automatic and without notice. 

 
19) lf the lease is not terminated by election of Landlord or otherwise, Landlord shall be entitled 

to recover damages from Tenant for the default. 
 
20) lf the lease is terminated for any reason, Tenant's liability for damages shall survive such 

termination, and Tenant shall vacate the property immediately and shall remove all 
improvements and buildings constructed on the leased premises and shall perform any 
necessary clean-up or other work required to lease the property in its original condition. Any 
improvements not removed within ninety (90) days after the termination of this agreement 
shall become the property of the Landlord. Landlord may re-enter, take possession of the 
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premises and remove any persons or property by legal action or by self-help with the use of 
reasonable force and without the liability for damages. 

 
21) The foregoing remedies shall be in addition to and shalt not exclude any other remedy 

available to Landlord under applicable law. 
 
22) Waiver by either party of strict performance of any provision of this lease shall not be a 

waiver of or prejudice the party's right to require strict performance of the same provision in 
the future or of any other provision. 

 
23) lf suit or action is instituted in connection with any controversy arising out of this lease, the 

prevailing party shall be entitled to recover in addition to the costs such sum as the court may 
adjudge reasonable as attorney fees, including attorney fees upon appeal. 

 
24) Any notice required or permitted under this lease shall be given when delivered or when 

deposited in the United States mail as certified mail, addressed as follows: 
 

To Landlord:    To Tenant: 
City of Ontario    Rob and Lisa Saunders 
444 SW 4th Street   1137 Thunderegg Boulevard 
Ontario, Oregon 97914   Nyssa, OR  97913 

 
or to such other address as may be specified from time to time by either of the parties in 
writing. 
 

25) Subject to the above-stated limitation on transfer of Tenant's interest, this lease shall be 
binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties, their respective successors, and 
assigns. 
 

26) lf the Tenant fails to perform any obligation under this lease, the Landlord shall have the option 
to do so after fifteen (15) day's written notice to the Tenant. All of the Landlord's expenditures 
to correct the default shall be reimbursed by the Tenant on demand with interest at the rate 
of 12% per annum from the date of expenditure by the Landlord. 
 

27) In construing this lease, it is understood that the Landlord or Tenant may be more than one 
person; that if the context so requires, the singular pronoun shall be taken to mean and 
include the plural, the masculine, the feminine and the neuter, and that generally all 
grammatical changes shall be made, assumed and implied to make the provisions hereof 
apply equally to corporations and to individuals. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, LESSEE, has caused these presents to be signed by its owner, this 1st day 
of June 2021. 

CITY OF ONTARIO 
 
 
BY: __________________________  ATTEST: ________________________ 
Riley J. Hill, Mayor     Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder 
 
 
 
 
TENANT 
 
 
BY: __________________________  BY: ____________________________  
Rob Saunders      Lisa Saunders 
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policy Number
svRD95396513

COMMON FOUCY DECLARATpNS
ACE American Insurance Company

€6 Whtnut $reet , philadetphia, pA 19106

@linsAdAres;-ffi
1J.37 THUNDEREGG BLVD THE ABC PROGRAMNYSSA OR 97913 906 S KIRKWOOD ROAD

SAINT LOUIS MO 63L22

t No. 209029t*tZ Pol'"y P*ioO

at 12d)l Aiil, Standard Tirp at
|bme BusinesDescripfion:

Form of Busines: TRUST
lbn4. In return for the payment of tt

provide the insurance as stated in this policy
This policy consists of the lollowing
there is no coveraga This pranium may Oe srjqect to aOjustment.

trttrhere no prernium is shown,

Commerclal Property Covuage part

Commercial General Liability Coverage part
250.00

Grime and Fidelity Coverage part
NOT COVERED

Commercial Inland Marine Covaage part

Conrnercid Auto (Business or Truckerg Cwerage Fart
Conmercid Garage Coverage part

656.00
lbm 5. Forms and Endorssnents

Form(s) and Endorsernent(s) mde a parr or nis poticy - tire offil BILLTYPE: Agent BiIling
BILL PLAl,l: AnnuatSee SchedLb of Fonns ard Endorsenpnts

Countersigned:

O","t

fils coMMoN PoLlcY DEGLAFATIoI{ A}'lD l}E suPPLEltlENrAL DEcuRAno{(s), TocEIHm pIIH THE cogMol pottcy coNDmoNs,COVERAGE PART(S), COVERAGE FOTIU(S) A}.ID FOFI/|SAT.ID ENDORSEMENTS, tFAT.JY, COII'PLEIETHEABOVE NUMBERED POLICY.N L-24524 (01/(B)

hsred Copy



EHLIEIEI"
POLICY NUMBER: SVRD9S396Si3

SIGNATURESI

THE ONLY COMPAIVT APPUCABLE TO THIS POLICY IS TTIE COMPAIVY NAI\{ED ON THE FIRSTPAGE OF TTIE DECIARAIIONS.

By sigmng and deliveriqg the poricyto yorl we state that it is a valid contract.

TNDEMNTTY rNsuRANcE @MpANy oF NoRTfr AMERTC,A (A stock company)
BAIYKERS STAIYDARD rNsuRANcE coMpANv (A stock company)

ACE AIIIERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY (Astock company)
ACE PROPERTT AIYD CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPAI\IY G StOCii ONPAOY)rNsuRAryc' coMpAlvy op NoRrrr AMERrca (A stock company)

PAcrFIc EMpronERsi rNsuRANcB coMpAIvy (A stock compani)
ACE EIRE ITNDERWRIIERS INSURAIYCE COUperr (A stoel oomiany)

WESTCIIESIEN, FIRE INSURAITICE OOMPAIVY (A STOCK COMPANi)

436 Walnut Street, p.o. Box rooo, philedelphia, penngrlvania 19106-3703

frru/e A 0o//{
REBECCA L @LLINS, SGocttry

@-rKrri (oelr8)



POLICY NUMBER: SVRD9S396S1 3

THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY.

This endorsement modifies insunance provided under the foilowing:

COMMERCIAL GENEML LIABILIW COVERAGE PART

GOMMERCIAL GENEML LIABILITY
cc 20 111219

PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY.

ADDITIONAL INSURED - MANAGERS OR
LESSORS OF PREMISES

9ectlon ll - Who ls An Insured is amended to
include as an additional insured itre persinisl or
p.Lesl5{olll"l.,"[gyn-tnge.scheddre;oui6nrv
wrn resp€ct to tiabilitv for "bodily jnjury], "prop€rty
damage' or "personal ano tiav6riGiiro-'inlunr
caused, an whole or in part, by you or thoie actiio
on your behatf in oonriection ri'ith the ownersnipl
maintenance or use of that part of tfre piemrses
leased. lo.yorl and shown ih ne SitrL6ut-i' ano
s.upjqd to the foilowing additional exclusions:
! nrs Insurance does not apply to:
1. Any'o@unence'wniOi. iakes place after you

cease to be a tenant in that preririses.
2. Structural alterations, new construction ordemolition operationd performed Uv 

- oi onoenar . or tne peeon(s) or organization(s)
shown in the Schldule.

However
1. fhe insurance afforded to such additional

il:yl{,onty applies to the extent permitteO Li
|aW: and

2. lf coverage provided to the additionat insured ls
re_qutrod by--a .cgnbact or agreemcnt, the
Insurance afforded to such add-itional iniuredwill not be broader than that wtriiii'you are
requlr.ed_ by the contract or agreeftent toprovtde for such additional insuredl

B. Wjt.respe$ to the insuran@ aforOeO to these
aoomonat Insureds, the follo,ving is added toSectlon ttt- Ltmfts Of tnsuriniii" 

.- --
lf coverage provided to the additional Insured is
requtrecl Uy -a co4tract or agreement, the most wewil pay o-n behatf of the additional insured is the
amount of insurance:

1. f"eylrO by the conbact or agreement; or
2. Available under the appitcabte limits of

insurarrce:
whichever is less.
This- endorsement shafi rpt increase the
appllcable limits of insurance.

@ lnsurance Services Office, Inc.,201g

Flau[d Copy

SCHEDULE

Deslgnation Of premlses (part Leased To you):
LOCAT'ON 001/001
ONTARIO MUNCIPAL AIRPORT
oNTAR|O, OR 97914

Name Of Person(s) OrOrganEaflon(s) (AddtUonal fnsure+
ONTARIO MUNCIPAL AIRPORT
581 SOUTHWEST 33RD ST
oNTAR|O, oR 97914

Addltlonal Premium: INGL.

Information requlred io complete this S"h"dul", if not 
"t,

cc 20 111219
Page 1 of {
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ACE Amerlcan Insurane Gompany
Natrpd Insured KoEppEN FAMTLy suRvrvoRs TRUsr Etfectiro Date: o7_2r_20

Agent f.lann gpg rNsuRANcE SERVTcES rNc
Agent No. zO9O2g

12:01 A.M., $andard Tinre

Address,-City, Slate,

nllwei, -ouriiii6,' oi'd z6Yi

Arr-2{es (Ot/c)
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ACE American Insurance Company
Nanpd Insured KOEppEN FAMILy SURVIVORS TRUST

Agent Narne cRc TNSURANCE SERVTCES rNc
Agent No. ZOgO2g

COMMON POLICY FORMS AND ENDORSEMENTS

ALL-2 I 1 01
ALL_2OBB7
IL P OO1
ALL-24624
cc-1K1 L r
ALL-24625
ALL-24626rL 00 t7rL 00 21rL 01 39rL 01 42rL 02 19rL 09 35rL 09 52
TRIA1 1D

PROPERTY FORMS

FA-24633
cP 00 10
cP 00 90
FA_7Y32A
cP 01 40
cP 04 02
cP 10 30
cP 10 36
FA-5 13 B9
FA_BY96A

GENERAL LIABILITY FORMS AND ENDORSEMENTS

Folby Number
svRD95396s13

SCHEDULE OF FC}RII'IS AND ENDORSEMENTS

EffectireDate: Oj-2I-20
12:01 A.M., Standard Tirne

11-06 IB4pF OR ECONOMTC SANCrroNs ENDORSE10-06 qryuEB pnooucnn-qoMp"i;RAdiibns & pol,rcrEs01-04 us TREASUni-nnpirs oi.ac--aivrsonv NorrcE01-0s qgMMoN polrcy-bnciaiarioi,i5
o2-18 STGNATURnS--01-08 SCHEDULE Or locarrons01-08 SCHEDULE OF FORMS AND ENDORSEMENTS11-98 coMMoN polrcy colloliroNS-"'O9_08 NUCLEAR ENENEV-i]NBiiiTV EXCLUSION ENDT12-02 OREGON CsaNens09-08 qB GON Cnellces _ DOMESTTC PARTNERSHTP09-08 qBqqoN cHaNcss_cer,lc--c*Noiniwr,01-02 qxcrj or cniiaru cor'rpurEi.-- i,'LATED LOSSES01-1s cAp/Lossns Fnou_alRTiFii'o ecrs oF TERROR03-16 Drsc],osune rennoRrSM-Ri5rt iusunaNcE AC

AND ENDORSEMENTS

gOMM PROPERTY COV PART SUPP DECBUTLDTNG & pERsoNAl pnoFnniv- coveRaengQlqryRcrAl pRopERry coNDrtious
EQUIPMENT BREAKDOWN COVERAGE
EICL OF LOSS DUE TO Vrnus -on 

BACTERTA
INq_ggsT oF LOSS & REL eXp-ron enenm--g+,qqqs oF Loss - spEcrAi rom,r
L,IMTTATTONS ON COVG rON NOOr SURFACING
PqqlryEqs PROPERTY sNHANCEMnllrs
EeurpMENT BREAKDoww cov-Ellocins scHEDULE

0 1-08
1,0-12
07-88
04-1 5
0 7-06
!v-Lz
09-r7
LV_ LZ
10-18
04-15

LD-24638
LD-25124
cc 00 0tcc 20 11
cG 21, 04
cG 2L 06
cG 27 09
cG 21 35cc 2L 37
cG 2t 38
cG 21, 42
cG 21 44
cG 21 45
cG 2L 41cc 21 65
^i 

naU\r Zl. Ob
CG 21 67
cc 27 70
CG 21 96
cG 24 26
LD_3R1 6

LD-4S35

01-08
0 1-08
04-13
12-r9
11-85
05-1 4
ub-t5
10- 01
LZ_ LY
1 1-85
r2-04
v.r- r I
07 -98rz-v I
12-04
L2-19
1.2-04
01-15
03-0 5
04-13
03-B 7

06-92

qqMM GENERAL LIABTLTTY covERAGE SUpp DECqolat4 cENERAL LrABrLrrv covEnacn ScHio[incoMMERcTAL GENERAT i,raeiirii cov ronr,r---
4DDL rNSD - MATAGEnS/leSSons or pnEuises
_EIq!-pBqDUCrs/coMpLErED oFnn HazanDEXcL-Acc/DrscL oF coNFr on-FensoNAl rNFoEXCLUSION _ UNMANNED ETNCNATT
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-
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LEASE AGREEMENT

LOz, tO3 & 107

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into this 23rd day of June 2020, by and between the City of
Ontario, Oregon, a municipal corporation, hereinafter referred to as "Landlord" and Koeppen

Famliy Living Trust hereinafter referred to as "Tenant."

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, Landlord is the owner of certain real property known and operated as the Ontario

MunicipalAirport; and

WHEREAS, Tenant desires to lease certain real property for airplane storage and hangar use.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual covenants and promises contained herein it is

agreed as follows:

1) Landlord lease to Tenant and Tenant leases from Landlord the real property described in

Exhibit "A," attached hereto and bythis reference incorporated herein, for a period of TWENTY

(20) years, commencing on the 23'd day of June, 2020. lf the lease is not in default, unless either
party shall give written notice priorto each anniversary date of this lease, and subjectto Landlord's

receipt from Tenant of the annual lease payment, the lease term will automatically renew for a
successiveten-yearterm. AdecisionbyLandlordtogiveTenantwrittennoticethatLandlorddoes
not intend to extend the ten-yearterm of this lease shall be based upon Landlord's need to utilize

the subject property for other airport or aircraft purposes.

2l Tenant shall pay to the Landlord as yearly rent the sum of fifteen point six four (15.64)

cents per square foot of the property described in Exhibit "A", subject to the rights of Landlord to

escalate said rental amount as more specifically provided for hereinafter. The parties hereto

covenant and agree that the total area of the property described in Exhibit "A" is (3,1181square

feet for the purposes of determining the annual rent herein. The annual rental amount shall be

paid on or before the 15th day of August each year and is payable each year in advance.

3) lt is mutually understood and agreed between the parties hereto that the rental amount

may be adjusted upward or downward annually in the sole discretion of the Common Councilof

the City of Ontario. Such adjustment may be made in any year and shall be effective for the

balance of the lease term or until further adjustment, if any. Any increase in rent shall not exceed

the percentage increase in the Consumer Price Index for Oregon for the previous year. Adjustments

to the rent shall not be made more frequently than one adjustment per year and each yearly

adjustment shall not be an amount greater than 6% of the then existing rent.

4l The property shall be used to build an airplane hangar to be used primarily as storage of

oneormoreairplanes. AnysuchconstructionshallbecompletedsolelywithTenant'slaborandat
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Tenant's expense.

5) Any new construction or improvements made on the property are to be approved in writing
priorto commencement of either, and the sameto be constructed and operated in conformitywith
allordinances and regulations of the City.

6) The Tenant will keep and maintain all structures on the leased property in a constant state
of good repair, and will refrain from storing any airplane parts, equipment, or debris outside
buildings and will keep the premises in a clean, sightly condition. Any aircraft hangar located on
the leased premises shall have operative doors. lt is mutually understood and agreed between the
parties hereto that the airport manager and/or building inspector of the City of Ontario shall have

the right to inspect the premises periodically. ln the event the building inspector of the City of
Ontario deems any structure upon the leased premises not to be in compliance with any applicable
statute, ordinance, rules or regulation or this agreement the Tenant agrees to correct such non-
complying item at the Tenant's sole expense.

7l The Tenant covenants and agrees to spray or otherwise control weeds located on and

around the leased premises.

8) The color of paint used in all new construction and in the painting of any and all structures
shall conform to the airport color scheme as adopted by the Airport Committee.

9) The Tenant shall not use leased land for any purposes other than those authorized herein
without the written consent of the Landlord.

10) The Landlord reserves the right to further develop the airport or landing area of the airport
as it sees fit.

11) The Landlord reserves the right, but not the obligation to maintain and keep in repair the
landing area of the airport and all public facilities of the airport.

L2l This lease shall be subordinate to the provisions of any existing or future agreement
between the Landlord and the United States relative to the operation or maintenance of the
airport, the execution of which has been or may be required as a condition precedent to the
expenditure of federal funds for the development of the airport.

13) During the time of war or national emergency, the Landlord shall have the right to lease the
landing area or any part thereof to the United States government for military or naval use, and if
such lease is executed, the provisions of this instrument insofar as they are inconsistent with the
provisions of the lease to the government shall be suspended.

L4) Except with respect to activities for which the Landlord is responsible, the Tenant shall pay

as due all claims for work done on and for services rendered or material furnished to the leased

Koeppen Family Trust Hangar(s)102, 103 & L01



premises and shall keep the premises free from any liens. lf Tenant fails to pay such claims or to
discharge any lien, Landlord may do so and collect the cost as additional rent. Any amount so

added shall bear interest at the rate of L2% per annum from the date expended by Landlord and

shall be payable on demand. Such action by Landlord shall not constitute a waiver of any right or
remedy which Landlord may have on account of Tenant's default.

Tenant may withhold payment of any claim in connection with a good-faith dispute over the

obligation to pay, so long as Landlord's property interests are not jeopardized. lf a lien is filed as a

result of non-payment, Tenant shall, within ten days after knowledge of the filing, secure the

discharge of the lien or deposit with Landlord cash or a sufficient corporate surety bond or other

security satlsfactory to Landlord in an amount sufficient to discharge the lien plus any costs,

attorney fees and other charges that could accrue as a result of a foreclosure or sale under the lien.

15) The Tenant shall obtain Commercial General Liability Insurance in a responsible company,

with limits of S1,000,000 each occurrence with a 52,000,000 General Aggregate. Such insurance

shall cover all risks arising directly or indirectly out of Tenant's activities on or any condition of the

leased premises whether or not retated to an occurrence caused or contributed to by Landlord's

negligence, shall protect Tenant against the claims of Landlord on account of the obligations

assumed by Tenant under the provisions of the indemnification paragraph contained herein, and

shall protect Landlord and Tenant against any and all claims of third persons. Tenant is required to
provide a copy of current insurance coverage to the city.

For purposes of compliance with this section, the landlord may provide sufficient insurance,

naming the tenant as an additional insured. Should the landlord be unable to obtain liability and

property damage insurance which provides adequate coverage, the tenant shall be responsible for

such coverage as specified above. In the event the landlord provides said insurance, landlord

makes no representations, warranties or assurances that said coverage is adequate for the

purposes of protecting tenant. The purpose of said insurance is solely for the protection of

landlord and nothing in this paragraph is intended to waive the limits as established in the Oregon

Tort Claims Act, ORS 30.260 et seq., as it applies to landlord.

Should the landlord be required to pay additional or increased rates, the City shall have a

right to surcharge the tenants in an amount in excess of the annual rental rate as defined in Section

3 of this agreement sufficient to reimburse the City.

16) No part of the leased property may be assigned to any third person without the prior

written consent of the Landlord. This provision shall applyto alltransfers by operation of law and

to transfers to and by trustees in bankruptcy, receivers, administrators, executors and legatees. No

consent in one instance shall prevent the provision from applying to a subsequent instance. The

Landlord shall consent to a transaction covered by this provision when withholding such consent

would be unreasonable in the circumstances.

L7l The following shall be events of default:
a) Failure of Tenant to pay any rent or other charge within thirty (30) days after it is
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due.
b) Failure of Tenantto complywith anyterm orcondition orfulfillanyobligation of the

lease (other than the payment of rent or other charges ) within fifteen (15) days after
written notice by Landlord specifying the nature of the default with reasonable

particularity. lf the default is of such a nature that it cannot be completely remedied with

the fifteen (L5) day period, this provision shall be complied with if Tenant begins correction

of the default within the fifteen (15) day period and thereafter proceeds with reasonable

diligence and in good-faith to effect the remedy as soon as practicable.

c) lnsolvencyofTenant; an assignment byTenantforthebenefitofcreditors;thefiling
by Tenant of a voluntary petition in bankruptcy; and adjudication that Tenant is bankrupt or

the appointment of a receiver of the properties of Tenan| the filing of an involuntary

petition of bankruptcy and failure of the Tenant to secure a dismissal of the petition within

thirty (30) days after filing; attachment of or the levy of execution on the leasehold interest

and failure of the Tenant to secure discharge of the attachment or release of the levy of

execution within thirty (30) days. lf Tenant consists of two {2) or more individuals or

business entities, the events of default specified in this paragraph shall apply to each

individual unless within thirty (30) days after an event of default occurs the remaining

individuals produce evidence satisfactory to Landlord that they have unconditionally

acquired the interest of the one causing the default. lf the lease has been assigned, the

events of default so specified shal! apply only with respect to the one then exercising the

rights of Tenant under the lease'

18) ln the event of a default, the lease may be terminated at the option of the Landlord by

notice in writing to Tenant. The notice may be given before or within thirty (30) days after the

running of the grace period for default and may be included in a notice of failure of compliance

given underthe provisions of paragraph 17(b) above setforth. lf the property is abandoned by

Tenant in connection with a default, termination shall be automatic and without notice.

19) lf the lease is not terminated by election of Landlord or otherwise, Landlord shall be entitled

to recover damages from Tenant for the default.

2Ol lf the lease is terminated for any reason, Tenant's liability for damages shall survive such

termination, and Tenant shall vacate the property immediately and shall remove all improvements

and buildings constructed on the leased premises and shall perform any necessary clean-up or

other work required to lease the property in its original condition. Any improvements not removed

within ninety (90) days after the termination of this agreement shall become the property of the

Landlord. Landlord may re-enter, take possession of the premises and remove any persons or

property by legal action or by self-help with the use of reasonable force and without the liability for

damages.

ztl The foregoing remedies shall be in addition to and shall not exclude any other remedy

available to Landlord under applicable law.

221 Waiver by either party of strict performance of any provision of this lease shall not be a
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waiver of or prejudice the party's right to require strict performance of the same provision in the
future or of any other provision.

231 lf suit or action is instituted in connection with any controversy arising out of this lease, the

prevailing party shall be entitled to recover in addition to the costs such sum as the court may

adjudge reasonable as attorney fees, including attorney fees upon appeal.

24) Any notice required or permitted under this lease shall be given when actually delivered or

when deposited in the United States mail as certified mail, addressed as follows:

To Landlord: City of Ontario
444 SW 4th Street

Ontario, Oregon 979L4

Koeppen Family Living Trust

c/o Lisa Sanders

1137 Thunderegg Blvd.

Nyssa, Oregon 979t3

or to such other address as may be specified from time to time by either of the parties in writing.

25;1 Subject to the above-stated limitation on transfer of Tenant's interest, this lease shall be

binding upon and inure to the benefit of the parties, their respective successors and assigns.

26l lf the Tenant faits to perform any obligation under this lease, the Landlord shall have the

option to do so after fifteen (15) day's written notice to the Tenant. All of the Landlord's

expenditures to correct the default shall be reimbursed by the Tenant on demand with interest at

the rate of L2% per annum from the date of expenditure by the Landlord.

271 ln construing this lease, it is u nderstood that the Landlord or Tenant may be more than one

person; that if the context so requires, the singular pronoun shall be taken to mean and include the

plural, the masculine, the feminine and the neuter, and that generally all grammatical changes shall

be made, assumed and implied to make the provisions hereof apply equally to corporations and to

individuals.

lN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have caused this instrument to be executed as of the date and

year first above written.

To Tenant:
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ONTARIO, OREGON

Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder

TENANT TENANT

Koeppen Family Living Trust c/o Lisa Sanders
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EHLIEIE}'
policy Number
svRD95396513

COMMON FOUCY DECLARATpNS
ACE American Insurance Company

€6 Whtnut $reet , philadetphia, pA 19106

@linsAdAres;-ffi
1J.37 THUNDEREGG BLVD THE ABC PROGRAMNYSSA OR 97913 906 S KIRKWOOD ROAD

SAINT LOUIS MO 63L22

t No. 209029t*tZ Pol'"y P*ioO

at 12d)l Aiil, Standard Tirp at
|bme BusinesDescripfion:

Form of Busines: TRUST
lbn4. In return for the payment of tt

provide the insurance as stated in this policy
This policy consists of the lollowing
there is no coveraga This pranium may Oe srjqect to aOjustment.

trttrhere no prernium is shown,

Commerclal Property Covuage part

Commercial General Liability Coverage part
250.00

Grime and Fidelity Coverage part
NOT COVERED

Commercial Inland Marine Covaage part

Conrnercid Auto (Business or Truckerg Cwerage Fart
Conmercid Garage Coverage part

656.00
lbm 5. Forms and Endorssnents

Form(s) and Endorsernent(s) mde a parr or nis poticy - tire offil BILLTYPE: Agent BiIling
BILL PLAl,l: AnnuatSee SchedLb of Fonns ard Endorsenpnts

Countersigned:

O","t

fils coMMoN PoLlcY DEGLAFATIoI{ A}'lD l}E suPPLEltlENrAL DEcuRAno{(s), TocEIHm pIIH THE cogMol pottcy coNDmoNs,COVERAGE PART(S), COVERAGE FOTIU(S) A}.ID FOFI/|SAT.ID ENDORSEMENTS, tFAT.JY, COII'PLEIETHEABOVE NUMBERED POLICY.N L-24524 (01/(B)

hsred Copy



EHLIEIEI"
POLICY NUMBER: SVRD9S396Si3

SIGNATURESI

THE ONLY COMPAIVT APPUCABLE TO THIS POLICY IS TTIE COMPAIVY NAI\{ED ON THE FIRSTPAGE OF TTIE DECIARAIIONS.

By sigmng and deliveriqg the poricyto yorl we state that it is a valid contract.

TNDEMNTTY rNsuRANcE @MpANy oF NoRTfr AMERTC,A (A stock company)
BAIYKERS STAIYDARD rNsuRANcE coMpANv (A stock company)

ACE AIIIERICAN INSURANCE COMPANY (Astock company)
ACE PROPERTT AIYD CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPAI\IY G StOCii ONPAOY)rNsuRAryc' coMpAlvy op NoRrrr AMERrca (A stock company)

PAcrFIc EMpronERsi rNsuRANcB coMpAIvy (A stock compani)
ACE EIRE ITNDERWRIIERS INSURAIYCE COUperr (A stoel oomiany)

WESTCIIESIEN, FIRE INSURAITICE OOMPAIVY (A STOCK COMPANi)

436 Walnut Street, p.o. Box rooo, philedelphia, penngrlvania 19106-3703

frru/e A 0o//{
REBECCA L @LLINS, SGocttry

@-rKrri (oelr8)



POLICY NUMBER: SVRD9S396S1 3

THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY.

This endorsement modifies insunance provided under the foilowing:

COMMERCIAL GENEML LIABILIW COVERAGE PART

GOMMERCIAL GENEML LIABILITY
cc 20 111219

PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY.

ADDITIONAL INSURED - MANAGERS OR
LESSORS OF PREMISES

9ectlon ll - Who ls An Insured is amended to
include as an additional insured itre persinisl or
p.Lesl5{olll"l.,"[gyn-tnge.scheddre;oui6nrv
wrn resp€ct to tiabilitv for "bodily jnjury], "prop€rty
damage' or "personal ano tiav6riGiiro-'inlunr
caused, an whole or in part, by you or thoie actiio
on your behatf in oonriection ri'ith the ownersnipl
maintenance or use of that part of tfre piemrses
leased. lo.yorl and shown ih ne SitrL6ut-i' ano
s.upjqd to the foilowing additional exclusions:
! nrs Insurance does not apply to:
1. Any'o@unence'wniOi. iakes place after you

cease to be a tenant in that preririses.
2. Structural alterations, new construction ordemolition operationd performed Uv 

- oi onoenar . or tne peeon(s) or organization(s)
shown in the Schldule.

However
1. fhe insurance afforded to such additional

il:yl{,onty applies to the extent permitteO Li
|aW: and

2. lf coverage provided to the additionat insured ls
re_qutrod by--a .cgnbact or agreemcnt, the
Insurance afforded to such add-itional iniuredwill not be broader than that wtriiii'you are
requlr.ed_ by the contract or agreeftent toprovtde for such additional insuredl

B. Wjt.respe$ to the insuran@ aforOeO to these
aoomonat Insureds, the follo,ving is added toSectlon ttt- Ltmfts Of tnsuriniii" 

.- --
lf coverage provided to the additional Insured is
requtrecl Uy -a co4tract or agreement, the most wewil pay o-n behatf of the additional insured is the
amount of insurance:

1. f"eylrO by the conbact or agreement; or
2. Available under the appitcabte limits of

insurarrce:
whichever is less.
This- endorsement shafi rpt increase the
appllcable limits of insurance.

@ lnsurance Services Office, Inc.,201g

Flau[d Copy

SCHEDULE

Deslgnation Of premlses (part Leased To you):
LOCAT'ON 001/001
ONTARIO MUNCIPAL AIRPORT
oNTAR|O, OR 97914

Name Of Person(s) OrOrganEaflon(s) (AddtUonal fnsure+
ONTARIO MUNCIPAL AIRPORT
581 SOUTHWEST 33RD ST
oNTAR|O, oR 97914

Addltlonal Premium: INGL.

Information requlred io complete this S"h"dul", if not 
"t,

cc 20 111219
Page 1 of {



EHLIEIEI"

ACE Amerlcan Insurane Gompany
Natrpd Insured KoEppEN FAMTLy suRvrvoRs TRUsr Etfectiro Date: o7_2r_20

Agent f.lann gpg rNsuRANcE SERVTcES rNc
Agent No. zO9O2g

12:01 A.M., $andard Tinre

Address,-City, Slate,

nllwei, -ouriiii6,' oi'd z6Yi

Arr-2{es (Ot/c)



EHLJEIEI"

ACE American Insurance Company
Nanpd Insured KOEppEN FAMILy SURVIVORS TRUST

Agent Narne cRc TNSURANCE SERVTCES rNc
Agent No. ZOgO2g

COMMON POLICY FORMS AND ENDORSEMENTS

ALL-2 I 1 01
ALL_2OBB7
IL P OO1
ALL-24624
cc-1K1 L r
ALL-24625
ALL-24626rL 00 t7rL 00 21rL 01 39rL 01 42rL 02 19rL 09 35rL 09 52
TRIA1 1D

PROPERTY FORMS

FA-24633
cP 00 10
cP 00 90
FA_7Y32A
cP 01 40
cP 04 02
cP 10 30
cP 10 36
FA-5 13 B9
FA_BY96A

GENERAL LIABILITY FORMS AND ENDORSEMENTS

Folby Number
svRD95396s13

SCHEDULE OF FC}RII'IS AND ENDORSEMENTS

EffectireDate: Oj-2I-20
12:01 A.M., Standard Tirne

11-06 IB4pF OR ECONOMTC SANCrroNs ENDORSE10-06 qryuEB pnooucnn-qoMp"i;RAdiibns & pol,rcrEs01-04 us TREASUni-nnpirs oi.ac--aivrsonv NorrcE01-0s qgMMoN polrcy-bnciaiarioi,i5
o2-18 STGNATURnS--01-08 SCHEDULE Or locarrons01-08 SCHEDULE OF FORMS AND ENDORSEMENTS11-98 coMMoN polrcy colloliroNS-"'O9_08 NUCLEAR ENENEV-i]NBiiiTV EXCLUSION ENDT12-02 OREGON CsaNens09-08 qB GON Cnellces _ DOMESTTC PARTNERSHTP09-08 qBqqoN cHaNcss_cer,lc--c*Noiniwr,01-02 qxcrj or cniiaru cor'rpurEi.-- i,'LATED LOSSES01-1s cAp/Lossns Fnou_alRTiFii'o ecrs oF TERROR03-16 Drsc],osune rennoRrSM-Ri5rt iusunaNcE AC

AND ENDORSEMENTS

gOMM PROPERTY COV PART SUPP DECBUTLDTNG & pERsoNAl pnoFnniv- coveRaengQlqryRcrAl pRopERry coNDrtious
EQUIPMENT BREAKDOWN COVERAGE
EICL OF LOSS DUE TO Vrnus -on 

BACTERTA
INq_ggsT oF LOSS & REL eXp-ron enenm--g+,qqqs oF Loss - spEcrAi rom,r
L,IMTTATTONS ON COVG rON NOOr SURFACING
PqqlryEqs PROPERTY sNHANCEMnllrs
EeurpMENT BREAKDoww cov-Ellocins scHEDULE

0 1-08
1,0-12
07-88
04-1 5
0 7-06
!v-Lz
09-r7
LV_ LZ
10-18
04-15

LD-24638
LD-25124
cc 00 0tcc 20 11
cG 21, 04
cG 2L 06
cG 27 09
cG 21 35cc 2L 37
cG 2t 38
cG 21, 42
cG 21 44
cG 21 45
cG 2L 41cc 21 65
^i 

naU\r Zl. Ob
CG 21 67
cc 27 70
CG 21 96
cG 24 26
LD_3R1 6

LD-4S35

01-08
0 1-08
04-13
12-r9
11-85
05-1 4
ub-t5
10- 01
LZ_ LY
1 1-85
r2-04
v.r- r I
07 -98rz-v I
12-04
L2-19
1.2-04
01-15
03-0 5
04-13
03-B 7

06-92

qqMM GENERAL LIABTLTTY covERAGE SUpp DECqolat4 cENERAL LrABrLrrv covEnacn ScHio[incoMMERcTAL GENERAT i,raeiirii cov ronr,r---
4DDL rNSD - MATAGEnS/leSSons or pnEuises
_EIq!-pBqDUCrs/coMpLErED oFnn HazanDEXcL-Acc/DrscL oF coNFr on-FensoNAl rNFoEXCLUSION _ UNMANNED ETNCNATT
EXCL_COV C_MEDTCAI PENANNTS-
EXCL - EMpLoyEEs & voi,ulltnrRs AS TNSUREDEXCL-pERSoNAL AND ADvEnrrSir,lb rnsuni----
FIcL-EXpLosroN, coLLApsE c 

-uxbnnenoulro poLrMrr oF cov ro onsrc pnnu, - ino; on opnnEXCL-FrRE DAMAGE LEGAL r,rebrlrry
EMPLOYI'{ENT-RELATED PRACTTCNS EXCLUSION
TqTAL poLLUrroN Excl,_wrrH -Bicnprior.rS--
EXcLUSToN - voLUNTEER wonxnlis as rnsuneoF-'qNGr OR BACTERTA EXCLUSTOII- 

-

c4p LossES FRoM cERTTF acib oF TERRoRTsMsrlrcA oR srLrc-4_RELATED ousi sxcLUSioN--AMENDMENT oF TNSURED collrnaci osF,iNiiioNEXCLUSION _ ASBESTOS
EXCLUSION _ LEAD

ALL-24626(Otl(E)
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AGENDA REPORT

OLD BUSINESS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Kari Ott, Finance Director
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION #2021-117: GASB 54
 

DATE: June 7, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE RESOLUTION #2021-117, A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING 
POLICIES RELATING TO ENDING FUND BALANCES OF 2020-2021. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

Attached is the following document:

Resolution #2021-117, A Resolution Establishing Policies Related to Ending Fund Balances of 
2020-2021.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

Government Accounting Standards Board (GASB) No. 54 was adopted by the city during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 2011. The City Council is required to formally establish spending 
policies for ending fund balances annually by formal resolution 
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

The city needs to commit the 2020-2021 ending fund balances in the Revolving Loan Fund, 
Capital Project Fund, Trust Fund, and Reserve Fund for use in the 2021-2022 fiscal year. All 
commitments of ending fund balance are required to be approved on or before the end of the 
fiscal year. 
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN No strategic plan impact.
 

 B. FINANCIAL No financial impact.
 

 C. TIMING The resolution is required to be approved on or before June 30, 2021.
 



 D. POLICY/LEGAL An ending fund balance resolution is required per GASB No. 54.
 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

A. Take No Action-The Council could take no action on this matter; this would cause a finding 
in the audit. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends the City Council approve Resolution #2020-117. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. RES_CC_Resolution GASB 54_6 2021



RESOLUTION 2021-117

A RESOLUTION ESTABLISHING POLICIES RELATED TO ENDING FUND BALANCES FOR 
2020-2021

WHEREAS, The City of Ontario promotes accounting practices in compliance with the 
Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB); and 

WHEREAS, The City Council desires to establish fund balance policies to comply with GASB 
Pronouncement No. 54; and 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Ontario City Council to approve the following policies as it 
relates to ending fund balances for 2020-2021 pursuant to GASB 54:

Authority
The Ontario City Council reserves the authority to establish and modify commitments of ending fund balance.

Commitments
In compliance with GASB 54, the Ontario City Council hereby makes the following commitments of 2020-2021 
ending fund balance for specific uses in 2021-2022:

Special Revenue Funds

1.  The unrestricted ending fund balance of the Trust Fund is committed to use for activities related to 
the specific department priorities as established by those who provided the monies held in trust.

2. The ending fund balance of the Revolving Loan Fund is committed to use for activities related to the 
specific activities defined by Council Resolution governing the revolving loan fund program and the 
grant program established through the collection of interest payments on outstanding loans.

3. The unrestricted ending fund balance of the Reserve Fund is committed to use for specific projects 
and equipment replacement related to the specific department priorities as established by those 
who provided the monies.

Capital Project Funds

1 The unrestricted ending fund balance of the Capital Projects Fund is committed to use for capital 
project activities as defined by each individual department, including fees collected that are required 
to be spent on defined activities.

Assignments
Authority to classify portions of ending fund balance as Assigned is hereby granted to the Ontario City Council, or 
their designee.

Spending as it Relates to Ending Fund Balance Policy
The Ontario City Council considers the spending of the restricted classification of fund balance in the following 
order:

1.  Restricted Uses
2. Committed Uses
3. Unrestricted Uses
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EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective immediately upon passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Ontario this 15TH day of June, 2021, by the following 
vote:

AYES:

NAYES:

ABSENT:

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15th day of June, 2021.

__________________________  
Riley J. Hill, Mayor

ATTEST:

_____________________________
Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder



 
AGENDA REPORT
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June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Kari Ott, Finance Director
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION #2021-118: CLEAN UP END OF YEAR
 

DATE: June 7, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE RESOLUTION # 2021-118: A RESOLUTION TO ADOPT A 
SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET TO RECOGNIZE UNEXPECTED REVENUES AND TO TRANSFER 
BUDGETED APPROPRIATIONS FOR UNEXPECTED ITEMS 
 

SUMMARY:
 

Attached is Resolution #2021-118.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

At the time the 2020-2021 budget was approved, there were some items that were unknown. 
Since these items are now known, a budget resolution is necessary to prevent over 
expenditures in various departments.

 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

The following items need to be adjusted within the budget to prevent over expenditures of 
budget appropriations:

 Dispatch contract came in higher than expected
 Police and Code Enforcement weren't fully staffed through the year so the expenses 

are less than budgeted
 Street Fund beginning balances and Gas Tax Revenues are lower than expected; an 

additional transfer from the General Fund is necessary
 Legal services higher than budgeted
 Springbrook costs a little higher than budgeted
 Building received higher revenues than budgeted; accordingly more will need paid to 

the state



 Unexpected pass-though funding received and paid out
 FAA grant ended up in 2020-2021
 Utility bank charges higher due to Heinz paying with credit card
 Sewer electricity higher due to paying for SRCI power and then billing for it
 Unexpected grant for Airport Master Plan received
 Skate Park restrooms grant and expenditures higher than anticipated
 Bad debt was higher than the allowance booked in some funds
 An unexpected grant was received for Housing Code Changes.

 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN No direct impact on strategic plan.
 

 B. FINANCIAL An additional $1,267,178 will be appropriated and the remaining budget 
changes are transfers between items already appropriated.

 

 C. TIMING Per Oregon Budget Law, the proposed resolution must be approved on or 
before June 30, 2021.

 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL A formal resolution approved by the City Council is required to expend 
funds per ORS 294.

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

A. Take No Action - The Council could take no action on this matter; this would cause budget 
over expenditures. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends the City Council approve Resolution #2021-118. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. RES_CC_2021-118 Clean Up End of Year Budget_Jun 2021
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RESOLUTION 2021-118

A RESOLUTION TO ADOPT A SUPPLEMENTAL BUDGET TO RECOGNIZE
UNEXPECTED REVENUES AND TO TRANSFER BUDGETED

APPROPRIATIONS FOR UNEXPECTED ITEMS

WHEREAS, The 2020-2021 budget was adopted without the knowledge of the fiscal impact on a few 
different items; and 

WHEREAS, Street fund revenue balances came in lower than expected, Building Fund revenues were 
higher than budgeted, and unexpected grants were received; and

WHEREAS, There were some unexpected expenses that came up such as higher dispatch contract, bank 
charges, liability insurance, legal costs and higher software costs, higher bad debt expenses; 
and

WHEREAS, The City became a pass-through agency for Eastern Oregon Border Board and CDBG grant 
administered by Euvalcree; and

WHEREAS, The city desires to modify the 2020-2021 budget to receive and expend the unexpected 
items.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Ontario City Council to approve the following adjustments to the 
fiscal year 2020-2021 budget:

Line Item Item Description FY 20-21 
Budget

Amount of 
Change

Adjusted 
Budget

GENERAL FUND

001-004-615600 Legal services $ 35,000 $15,000 $50,000
001-024-620000 Bad Debt Expense $ - $1,116 $1,116
001-014-611900 Data processing $18,609 $3,000 $21,609
001-016-615550 Contract Services $ 23,800 $7,264 $31,064
001-024-615550 Contract Services $ 150,150 $38,455 $188,605
001-021-511000 Wages $103,959 ($20,000) $83,959
001-024-511000 Wages $1,786,565 ($50,000) $1,736,565
001-004-832100 Transfer to Street Fund $3,218 $124,148 $ 127,366
001-000-469109 Community Development Grants $ - $30,000 $30,000
001-012-612800 Professional Services $32,000 $30,000 $62,000
001-003-618000 Professional Development $ 9,000 ($7,000) $2,000
001-004-871000 Contingency $ 125,833 ($111,983) $13,850

GRANT FUND

010-000-458112 EOBB – OCF Grant $ - $184,000 $184,000
010-038-714197 EOBB Grant Funds Payout $ - $184,000 $184,000
010-000-456101 FAA Airport Grant $ - $693,027 $693,027
010-000-456101 FAA Airport Grant Expenditures $ - $693,027 $693,027
010-000-458113 EOBB Housing Incentive $ - $100,000 $100,000
010-038-714198 EOBB Housing Incentive Payout $ - $100,000 $100,000
010-000-458114 CDBG – Euvalcree $ - $50,000 $50,000
010-038-714199 CDBG – Euvalcree Grants Payout $ - $50,000 $50,000

BUILDING FUND

027-010-617000 State Assessment $18,000 $12,000 $30,000
027-010-871000 Operating Contingency $184,340 ($12,000) $172,340
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STREET FUND

045-000-458100 Transfer In $3,218 $124,148 $125,252
045-000-455000 Available Cash on Hand $267,247 ($122,034) $145,213
045-090-620000 Bad Debt Expense $ - $2,114 $2,114

RESERVE FUND PUBLIC WORKS RESERVE

055-140-620000 Bad Debt Expense $10,000 $148,255 $158,255
055-140-871000 Contingency $772,030 ($148,255) $623,775

WATER FUND

105-160-620000 Bad Debt Expense $ - $1,733 $1,733
105-160-871000 Contingency $1,260,986 ($1,733) $1,259,253

SEWER FUND

110-165-610500 Bank Charges $10,000 $20,000 $30,000
110-165-612400 Electricity $10,000 $8,000 $18,000
110-165-613900 Insurance Prem & Surety $66,515 $3,499 $70,014
110-165-719323 Biosolids Removal $2,300,000 ($40,001) $2,259,999
110-165-620000 Bad Debt Expense $ - $8,502 $8,502
STORM SEWER FUND

115-170-610500 Bank Charges $500 $850 $1,350
115-170-620000 Bad Debt Expense $ - $540 $540
115-170-871000 Operating Contingency $268,595 ($1,390) $267,205

AIRPORT FUND

120-000-441450 Grant $150,000 $200,000 $350,000
120-006-712105 Airport Master Plan $ - $200,000 $200,000

AQUATIC FUND

125-000-456100 Grants & Donations $ - $10,151 $10,151
125-008-714121 Skate Park Restroom $100,000 $10,151 $110,151

EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective immediately upon passage.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Ontario this 15th day of June, 2021, by the following vote:

AYES:

NAYES:

ABSENT:

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15th day of June, 2021.

__________________________  
Riley J. Hill, Mayor

ATTEST:

_____________________________
Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder



 
AGENDA REPORT

OLD BUSINESS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Kari Ott, Finance Director
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION #2021-119: MASTER FEE SCHEDULE
 

DATE: June 7, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE RESOLUTION #2021-119: A RESOLUTION ADOPTING A 
MASTER FEE SCHEDULE FOR THE 2021-2022 FISCAL YEAR. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

Attached is the Master Fee Schedule for 2021-2022 prepared by staff that combines city fees 
into one schedule.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

A Master Fee Schedule is being presented for approval in accordance with the Ontario 2021-
2022 comprehensive budget process. 
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

Beginning in June 2018 the city implemented an annual process to review and approve a 
master fee list. Prior to the master fee schedule, fees were only reviewed as issues arose that 
required adjusting a certain fee. Annually, staff now reviews the list for their respective 
departments to ensure that fees are set at a practical and competitive level.

There were the following changes from the prior year:

   Changes to schedule:
      Airport Commercial Usage Agreement Annual Fee - $1,000
             (Already in place, just not added on this schedule)
      Columbarium -Reduced fee for Perpetual Care & Maintenance: $400 decreased to $150 (in-
city rate) and $450 decreased to $150 (out-of-city rate). This would create an incentive to 
buyers to purchase a niche as opposed to a land plot.
      



Water meter fees:
(Already in place, just formalizing & adding to schedule)
   3/4" meter    $1,115
           1" meter       $1,465
           1 1/2: meter $5,840
   2" meter       $6,415      

There are no recommended increases in fees for 2021-2022.

 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN No strategic plan impact.
 

 B. FINANCIAL As staff reviewed the fee schedule, adjustments were made where it was 
determined an increase is merited based on staff's knowledge of the time and 
materials needed to cover the cost and impact of the service associated with the fee.

 

 C. TIMING It is best practice to approve a Master Fee Schedule in conjunction with the 
end of the fiscal year and should be approved by June 30, 2021.

Fees can be adjusted at any point during the year. Staff recommends that it be done 
with the budget so revenue changes associated with cost centers can be considered. 

 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL The passage of a fee is subject to ORS 294. 160(1) which provides: 
“The governing body of a city, county or other unit of local government shall provide 
an opportunity for interested persons to comment on the enactment of any 
ordinance or resolution prescribing a new fee or a fee increase or an increase in the 
rate or other manner in which the amount of a fee is determined or calculated.”

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

Take No Action - The Council can chose to not take action on the fee schedule.

Amend the Fee Schedule - The Council can amend the fee schedule and adopt it as amended. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

City staff recommends approval of Resolution #2021-119. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. Resolution #2021-119 Master Fee Schedule



2. Master Fee List



Resolution #2021-119: Master Fee Schedule

RESOLUTION #2021-119

A RESOLUTION ADOPTING A MASTER FEE SCHEDULE FOR THE 
2021-2022 FISCAL YEAR

WHEREAS, The City of Ontario charges various fees for services that need to be reviewed 
periodically; and 

WHEREAS, A master fee schedule is a best practice for local governments; and

WHEREAS, A master fee schedule can be reviewed annually at the budget time to make 
adjustments comprehensively; and 

WHEREAS, The Ontario City Council desires to amend and adopt fees annually by 
resolution.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Ontario City Council adopts the attached fee 
schedule as amended.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective July 1, 2021.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Ontario this 15th day of June, 2021, by the 
following vote:

AYES:

NAYES:

ABSENT:

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15th day of June, 2021.

__________________________  
Riley J. Hill, Mayor

ATTEST:

_____________________________
Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder



City of Ontario Master Fee List

Explanation of Fee (What is it 
for?) 2020 Fee

2021 
Recommended 

Fee
% increase 

Recommended

 Annual 
Amounted 
Revenues 

Expected 2021 
Year Last 
Updated

Fire Department
City Burn Permits (each) $15.00 $15.00 0% $500 

City Burn Barrels $30.00 $30.00 0% $300 

Fire Report Requests $5.00 $5.00 0% $50 

Airport
Single Weekly $20.00 $20.00 0% $300 2018

Twin Weekly $40.00 $40.00 0% $800 2018

Turbo/Jet Weekly $60.00 $60.00 0% $480 2018

Single Monthly $50.00 $50.00 0% $150 2018

Twin Monthly $100.00 $100.00 0% $300 2018

Turbo/Jet Monthly $150.00 $150.00 0% $300 2018

Single Yearly $500.00 $500.00 0% $1,500 2018

Twin Yearly $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0% $1,000 2018

Turbo/Jet Yearly $1,500.00 $1,500.00 0% $1,500 2018
Commercial Usage Agreement 
Annual Fee $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0% $3,000 2018

Administration
Records Requests: 8.5x11 Per 
page $0.25 $0.25 0% $6 2009

Records Requests: 11x17 Per 
page $0.50 $0.50 0% $1 2009

Records Requests: DVD $10.00 $10.00 0% $0 2009

Records Requests: Cassette $5.00 $5.00 0% $0 2009

Business Registrations: New $25.00 $25.00 0% $500 2015

Business Registrations: 
Renewal $10.00 $10.00 0% $2,000 2015

General Government
Transient Merchant Application $100.00 $100.00 0% $0 2005

Transient Merchant: Daily Fee $500.00 $500.00 0% $0 2005

Transient Merchant: Monthly 
Fee $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0% $0 2005

Transient Merchant: Six-Month 
Fee $2,000.00 $2,000.00 0% $0 2005

Christmas Tree Lots: 
Application $20.00 $20.00 0% $40 2005

Christmas Tree Lots: Daily Fee $20.00 $20.00 0% $0 2005
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City of Ontario Master Fee List

Explanation of Fee (What is it 
for?) 2020 Fee

2021 
Recommended 

Fee
% increase 

Recommended

 Annual 
Amounted 
Revenues 

Expected 2021 
Year Last 
Updated

Christmas Tree Lots: Season 
Fee $200.00 $200.00 0% $400 2005

Firework Stands: Application $20.00 $20.00 0% $40 2005

Firework Stands: Daily Fee $20.00 $20.00 0% $0 2005

Firework Stands: Season Fee $20.00 $20.00 0% $400 2018

Entertainment: Application $10.00 $10.00 0% $0 2003

Entertainment: Annual $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0% $0 2003

Entertainment: Daily $100.00 $100.00 0% $0 2003

Garage/Yard Sale: Permit $5.00 $5.00 0% $2,400 2003

Flea Market: Application $10.00 $10.00 0% $0 2003

Flea Market: Daily Fee $10.00 $10.00 0% $0 2003

Flea Market: Monthly Fee $200.00 $200.00 0% $0 2003

Flea Market: Six-Month Fee $500.00 $500.00 0% $0 2003

Peddler/Canvassers/Solicitors: 
Application $20.00 $20.00 0% $40 2003

Peddler/Canvassers/Solicitors: 
Daily Fee $10.00 $10.00 0% $0 2003

Peddler/Canvassers/Solicitors: 
Weekly Fee $40.00 $40.00 0% $0 2003

Peddler/Canvassers/Solicitors: 
Monthly Fee $100.00 $100.00 0% $0 2003

Peddler/Canvassers/Solicitors: 
Annual Fee $200.00 $200.00 0% $400 2003

Sidewalk Food Vendor: 
Application $20.00 $20.00 0% $80 2003

Sidewalk Food Vender 
additional emp $5.00 $5.00 0% $10 

Sidewalk Food Vendor: Monthly 
Fee $25.00 $25.00 0% $100 2003

Sidewalk Food Vendor: Annual 
Fee $75.00 $75.00 0% $0 2003

Special Events: Application $10.00 $10.00 0% $400 2003

Special Events: Park Pavilion $10.00 $10.00 0% $1,200 2003

Special Events: Large Portion 
of Park $50.00 $50.00 0% $100 2003

Special Events: Clean-Up 
Deposit 10< $25.00 $25.00 0% $0 2003
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City of Ontario Master Fee List

Explanation of Fee (What is it 
for?) 2020 Fee

2021 
Recommended 

Fee
% increase 

Recommended

 Annual 
Amounted 
Revenues 

Expected 2021 
Year Last 
Updated

Special Events: Clean-Up 
Deposit 10 - 25< $50.00 $50.00 0% $0 2003

Special Events: Clean-Up 
Deposit 25 - 50< $75.00 $75.00 0% $0 2003

Special Events: Clean-Up 
Deposit 50 - 100< $100.00 $100.00 0% $0 2003

Special Events: Clean-Up 
Deposit 100 - 250< $250.00 $250.00 0% $0 2003

Special Events: Clean-Up 
Deposit 250> $500.00 $500.00 0% $0 2003

Special Events: Damage from 
Equipment (Dep) $500.00 $500.00 0% $0 2003

Special Events: Damage from 
Vehicles (Dep) $500.00 $500.00 0% $0 2003

Special Events: Staff Pre/Post 
Inspection $66.00 $66.00 0% $66 2003

Special Events: Staff Street 
Closure $100.00 $100.00 0% $100 2003

Taxi Cab Application $20.00 $20.00 0% $20 

Taxi Cab Per Vechicle $60.00 $60.00 0% $60 

Dealer of Regulated Property 
Annual Fee $25.00 $25.00 0% $25 

Social Gaming License Annual 
Fee $100.00 $100.00 0% $100 2016

Social Gaming License Monthly 
Fee $50.00 $50.00 0% $0 2016

Social Gaming License Weekly 
Fee $25.00 $25.00 0% $0 2016

Social Gaming License Daily 
Fee $10.00 $10.00 0% $0 2016

LIEN Search Fee $25.00 $25.00 0% $6,000 2018

NSF $25.00 $25.00 0% $800 

Community Development
Appeals on any action $180.00 $180.00 0% $0 2018

Change of Zoning Map $330.00 $330.00 0% $660 2018

Comprehensive Plan Change $510.00 $510.00 0% $510 2018

Conditional Use Permit $180.00 $180.00 0% $360 2018

Grading and excavation permit $40.00 $40.00 0% $0 2018

Non-Conforming Use exception $120.00 $120.00 0% $120 2018
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City of Ontario Master Fee List

Explanation of Fee (What is it 
for?) 2020 Fee

2021 
Recommended 

Fee
% increase 

Recommended

 Annual 
Amounted 
Revenues 

Expected 2021 
Year Last 
Updated

Partition $390.00 $390.00 0% $780 2018

Property Line adjustment $150.00 $150.00 0% $600 2018

Site Development $50.00 $50.00 0% $0 2018

Subdivision, Tentative Plat 30 
lots< $530.00 $530.00 0% $530 2018

Subdivision/Partition Final Plat-
ROW $175.00 $175.00 0% $350 2018

Subdivision for each lot over 30 $10.00 $10.00 0% $0 1988

Temporary Use Permit $120.00 $120.00 0% $240 2018

Annexation/Zone change $390.00 $390.00 0% $780 2018

Hearing body variance $145.00 $145.00 0% $145 2018

Variance, administrative $45.00 $45.00 0% $45 2018

Admin action notice/mailing $80.00 $80.00 0% $1,280 2018

Planning Commision action 
notice/mail $220.00 $220.00 0% $880 2018

Police
Copy of Paper Report $10.00 $10.00 0% $4,000 2014

Copy of Audio Report 
(CD/DVD) $10.00 $10.00 0% $200 2014

Copy of Video/Photos on 
CD/DVD $10.00 $10.00 0% $100 2014

Dog License 
Annually(spayed/neutered) $12.00 $12.00 0% $840 

Dog License Annually (not 
spayed/neutered) $18.00 $18.00 0% $700 

Replacement Dog Tag $5.00 $5.00 0% $20 

Dog Release Form $35.00 $35.00 0% $1,700 

Noise Variance Application $15.00 $15.00 0% $150 2020

Fingerprint Card $15.00 $15.00 0% $1,300 

Impounded Vehicle Release $100.00 $100.00 0% $2,000 

Code Enforcement
Derelict Structure Fees first 6 
Months/month $250.00 $250.00 0% $8,000 2018

Derelict Structure Fee Months 7-
12/month $500.00 $500.00 0% $4,000 2018

Derelict Structure Fee Months 
13-18/month $750.00 $750.00 0% $3,000 2018
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City of Ontario Master Fee List

Explanation of Fee (What is it 
for?) 2020 Fee

2021 
Recommended 

Fee
% increase 

Recommended

 Annual 
Amounted 
Revenues 

Expected 2021 
Year Last 
Updated

Derelict Structure fee 
Thereafter $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0% $1,000 2018

Derelict Structure Appeal Fee $250.00 $250.00 0% $1,000 2018

Abatement Administrative Fee $150.00 $150.00 0% $1,000 2018

Public Works
Water Deposit $170.00 $170.00 0% $60,180 2018

Shut off fee $40.00 $40.00 0% $12,000 2018

Turn on fee $40.00 $40.00 0% $12,000 2018

After Hour Fee $50.00 $50.00 0% $100 

Meter tampering $50.00 $50.00 0% $200 2020

Per Gallon Septage Receiving 
Fee $0.10 $0.10 0% $0 2018

Hydrant Stand One Time User 
Fee $35.00 $35.00 0% $490 2018

Hydrant Stand Monthly Meter 
Fee $35.00 $35.00 0% $175 

Frozen Meter Fee $50.00 $50.00 0% $150 

Water Meter Charge 3/4" $1,115.00 0%

Water Meter Charge 1" $1,465.00 0%

Water Meter Charge 1 1/2" $5,840.00 0%

Water Meter Charge 2" $6,415.00 0%

Cemetery/City Adult Space $350.00 $350.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/City Adult Space 
Perp. Care & Maintance $400.00 $400.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/City Adult Space 
Open & Close $300.00 $300.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/Non-City Adult 
Space $500.00 $500.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/Non-City Adult 
Space Perp Care & Maintance $450.00 $450.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/Non-City Adult Open 
& Close $350.00 $350.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/City Infant Space $175.00 $175.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/City Infant Perp. 
Care & Maintance $400.00 $400.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/City Infant Open & 
Close $225.00 $225.00 0% 2009
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City of Ontario Master Fee List

Explanation of Fee (What is it 
for?) 2020 Fee

2021 
Recommended 

Fee
% increase 

Recommended

 Annual 
Amounted 
Revenues 

Expected 2021 
Year Last 
Updated

Cemetery/Non-City Infant 
Space $225.00 $225.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/Non-City Infant Perp. 
Care & Maintance $450.00 $450.00 0% 2009

Cemetery/Non-City Infant Open 
& Close $250.00 $250.00 0% 2009

Cemetery Adult Disinterment $1,000.00 $1,000.00 0% 2009

Cemetery Infant Disinterment $600.00 $600.00 0% 2009

Cemetery Cremains 
Disinterment $400.00 $400.00 0% 2009

Cemetery Saturday Fee $350.00 $350.00 0% 2009

Cemetery After 3:00 p.m. 
Weekday Fee $350.00 $350.00 0% 2009

Cemetery Deed Transfer Fee $50.00 $50.00 0% 2009

Columbarium Open & Close $125.00 $125.00 0% 2020

Columbarium-Single $350.00 $350.00 0% 2020

Columbarium - Perpetual 
Maintenance $400.00 $150.00 -63% 2020
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AGENDA REPORT

OLD BUSINESS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Peter Hall, Assistant City Manager/HR Manager
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: RESOLUTION #2021-120: CITY COUNCIL RULES AND REGULATIONS POLICY- 
MEETINGS

 

DATE: June 10, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPT RESOLUTION #2021-120, A RESOLUTION AMENDING 
SECTION II MEETINGS OF THE CITY COUNCIL RULES AND REGULATIONS. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

Councilor Hart requested that Council review the City Council meeting schedule and consider 
removing Council Work Sessions and holding City Council meetings on the second and fourth 
Tuesdays of each month. These designations are outlined in the City Council Rules and 
Regulations and must be amended to take effect. 
 

BACKGROUND:
 

The concept of changing the Council meeting schedule was first presented during the April 27, 
2021 Council Meeting. The item was discussed again at the June 3, 2021 Council Work Session. 
Members of staff were directed to bring back a proposal which would eliminate Council Work 
Sessions and hold regular Council Meetings on the second and fourth Tuesdays of each month 
at 6:00 PM. Staff compiled meeting schedules and identified any conflicts for the proposal.  
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

As currently written, Council Work Sessions are held two Thursdays prior to the first regular 
meeting. Regular meetings are held on the third and fourth Tuesdays of the month. The 
meeting on the fourth Tuesday is optional depending on business. 

There are two conflicts on the second Tuesday. First, the Public Works Committee is also set on 
the second Tuesday at 3:00 PM. This meeting would likely need to be changed to allow time 
for staff to prepare business conducted by the Committee for the Council. Revitalize Ontario 
also meets on the second Tuesday at 6:00 PM. Staff would be unable to attend this monthly 



meeting. 

The City Attorney has conflicts for both the second and fourth Tuesdays. He would only be able 
to attend for the first hour of each meeting.  
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN No strategic plan impact.
 

 B. FINANCIAL No financial impact.
 

 C. TIMING The proposed changes would take place beginning July 1, 2021.
 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL Section II of the City Council Rules and Regulations would need to be 
amended to reflect the proposed changes. 

Section 3.4 of the Ontario City Charter states that the Council must meet regularly at 
least once each month. The proposed change meets this requirement. 

We will not have legal representation for the whole meeting. This means that we may 
have to conduct executive sessions early. The city attorney will be retiring at the end 
of 2021. The city council will need to solicit for and hire a new city attorney by the end 
of the year. 

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

Take no action- The existing meeting schedule will continue. 

Propose another date- The Council can propose other days for the meeting schedule. This may 
require additional research.  
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends adoption of Resolution #2021-120 to amend Section II of the City Council 
Rules and Regulations.  
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. Res 2021-120_City Council Rules and Regulations Policy- Meetings
2. 2021 Calendar_Revised_6 15 21
3. Attachment A



Resolution #2021-120: City Council Rules and Regulations Policy- Meetings    
  

RESOLUTION #2021-120 
 

A RESOLUTION AMENDING SECTION II- MEETINGS OF THE CITY COUNCIL 
RULES AND REGULATIONS.   

 
WHEREAS, The City Council Rules and Regulations were adopted on September 5, 1995; 

and 
 
WHEREAS, The Rules and Regulations were amended on May 16, 2011, June 1, 2015, 

and September 17, 2019; and 
 
WHEREAS, Section II of the Rules and Regulations identifies the times and places of 

Council Work Sessions and Regular Meetings; and 
 
WHEREAS, Section 3.4 of the Ontario City Charter give the City Council authority to 

prescribe times and places for its meetings. 
 
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Ontario City Council, to and the City Council Rules 
and Procedures as shown in Attachment A. 
  
EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective July 1, 2021.  
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Ontario this 15th day of June 2021, by the 
following vote: 

 
AYES:   
 
NAYES:   
 
ABSENT:  
 

APPROVED by the Mayor this 15th day of June 2021. 
 
 
__________________________      
Riley J. Hill, Mayor                
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
_____________________________ 
Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder 



 

July 2021 
Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

1 
V&C 7AM 
CHAMBER OFFICE 
 
RURAL BOARD 8PM 

2 
 

3 

4 5 
CITY HALL 
CLOSED 
 

6 
MGMT TEAM 1:30 
AIRPORT 6PM 
CITY HALL  
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
STAFF REPORTS 

7 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 
 
 

 
 
 

8 
 
 
 

 

9 
 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 
OCCMA 

 
 

 
 
 

10 
 
 
 
 
 
OCCMA 

11 
 
 

12 
PLANNING 6PM 
CITY HALL 

 
 

13 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
PUBLIC WORKS  
3PM CITY HALL 
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 

 

14 
 

15 
PARKS 5:30PM 
CITY HALL 
 
SRVFCA 7PM 
 

 

16 
 
 
 
 

17 

18 19 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 

 

20 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
 
 
 
STAFF REPORTS 

21 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 
 
DIVERSITY 
5:30PM CITY 
HALL 

 

22 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

23 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 

 
 

24 
 
 
 
 
 

 
25 26 

 
 
 

27 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
 
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 

 

28 
 
 
 
 
 

 

29 
 
 
 
 

 

30 31 



 

August 2021 
Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday 

1 2 
AIRPORT 6PM 
CITY HALL  
 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 
 

3 
 
 
 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
STAFF REPORTS 
 

4 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 

 
 
 

5 
V&C 7AM 
CHAMBER OFFICE 
 
RURAL BOARD 
8PM 

 
 
 

 

6 
 
 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 

7 

8 9 
PLANNING 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 

 

10 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
PUBLIC WORKS  
3PM CITY HALL  
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 

 
 
 

11 12 
 
 
 
 
 

 

13  
 
 
 
 
 

 

14 

15 16 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 

 

17 
 

 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
STAFF REPORTS 

18 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 
 
DIVERSITY 
5:30PM 
CITY HALL 

 

19 
PARKS 5:30PM 
CITY HALL 
 
SRVFCA 7PM 
 
 

20 
 
 
 
 PACKETS OUT 

21 

22 23 
 

24 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
 
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 

25 
 
 
 
 
 

26 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

27 28 

29 30 31 
 
 
 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 

    



 

September 2021 
 Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

1 2 
V&C 7AM 
CHAMBER OFFICE 
 
RURAL BOARD 
8PM 
 
 

 

3 4 

5 6 
CITY HALL 
CLOSED 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

7  
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 
 
AIRPORT 6PM 
CITY HALL  
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
STAFF REPORTS 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

8 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 

 

9 
 
 
 
 
 

 

10 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 

 

11 

12 13 
PLANNING 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
 

14 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
PUBLIC WORKS  
3PM CITY HALL  
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
 

15 
DIVERSITY 
5:30PM 
CITY HALL 

 

16 
PARKS 5:30PM 
CITY HALL 
 
SRVFCA 7PM 
 
 

17 
 
 
 
 
 
 

18 

19 20 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 
 

21 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 

 
 
STAFF REPORTS 

 
 

22 
 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 
 
 
 
 
 

 

23 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

24 
 
 
 

 
PACKETS OUT 
 
 

 
 

25 
 
 
 

 

26 27 
 
 
 

28 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
 
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 

29 
 
 
 
 
  

30 
 
 
 
 

  



 

October 2021 
 Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesda
 

Thursday Friday Saturday 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  1 2 

3 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ICMA 
 

 

4 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 
 
AIRPORT 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
ICMA 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

5 
 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
 STAFF REPORTS 
 
ICMA 

6 
 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 
 
 
 
ICMA 
 
 
 
 
 
 

7  
V&C  
7AM 
CHAMBER OFFICE 
 
RURAL BOARD 
8PM 
 
 

 

8 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 

 

9 

10 11 
PLANNING 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
 
 

12 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
PUBLIC WORKS  
3PM CITY HALL  
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 

 
 
 

13 
 

14 
 
 
 
 
 
 
LOC 

15 
 
 
 
 
 
 
LOC 

16 
 
 
 
 
 
 
LOC 
 
 
 
 
 

17 
 
 
 
 
 

 

18 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 
 
 
 
 

19 
 
 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
STAFF REPORTS 

 

20 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 
 
DIVERSITY 
5:30PM 
CITY HALL 

 
 
 
 
 

21 
PARKS 5:30PM 
CITY HALL 
 
SRVFCA 7PM 
 
 

22 
 
 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 

23 

24 25 
 

26 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
 
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 

 
 
 

 

27 
 
 
 
 

 

28 

 
 
 

29 30 

31       



 

November 2021 
Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday 

 
 

1 
AIRPORT  6PM 
CITY HALL  
 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 

 

2 
 
 
 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
STAFF REPORTS 

3 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 

 

4 
V&C 7AM 
CHAMBER OFFICE 
 
RURAL BOARD 
8PM 
 
 

 

5 
 
 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 

6 
 

7 
 
 
 
 

8 
PLANNING 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
 
 

9 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
PUBLIC WORKS  
3PM CITY HALL  
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
 

10 
 
 
 
 
 
 

11 
CITY HALL 
CLOSED 
 
 
 
 
 

 

12 

 

 

 

 

13 

14 
 
 

15  
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 

 

16 
 
 
 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
STAFF REPORTS 

 

17 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 
 
DIVERSITY 
5:30PM 
CITY HALL 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

18 
PARKS 5:30PM 
CITY HALL 
 
SRVFCA 7PM 
 

19 
 
 
 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 

20 

21 22 
 
 
 
 

 

23 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
 
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
 

 

24 
 
 
 
 

25 
CITY HALL 
CLOSED 

26 
CITY HALL 
CLOSED 

27 

28 29 30 
 
 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 

 

    



 

December 2021 
 Sunday Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday Saturday 

   
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

1 2 
V&C 7AM 
CHAMBER OFFICE 
 
RURAL BOARD 
8PM 
 

 

3 4 

5 6 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 
 
AIRPORT 6PM 
CITY HALL  
 
 

7 
 
 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
STAFF REPORTS 
 

8 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 

 

9 
 
 
 

10 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 

 

11 

12 13 
PLANNING 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
 

14 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
PUBLIC WORKS  
3PM CITY HALL  
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
 

15 
DIVERSITY 
5:30PM 
CITY HALL 

 

16 
PARKS 5:30PM 
CITY HALL 
 
SRVFCA 7PM 
 
 

 

17 
 
 
 
 

 

18 

19 20 
MGMT TEAM 
1:30 

21 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 

 
STAFF REPORTS 
 

22 
AGENDA PREP 
12PM 
 
 
 
 

 

23 
 
 
 
 
 
PACKETS OUT 
 
 
 
 

 

24  
CITY HALL 
CLOSED 
 
 
 
 

 

25 

26 27 
 

28 
LEADERSHIP 
TEAM 1:30 
 
COUNCIL 6PM 
CITY HALL 
 
DRILL NIGHT 7PM 
 
 

29 30 31 
CITY HALL 
CLOSED 
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CITY COUNCIL RULES AND REGULATIONS  
CITY OF ONTARIO, OREGON 

 
PREAMBLE: 

 
These rules and regulations are promulgated pursuant to the Charter of the City of Ontario. 

 
SECTION I - RULES OF JOURNAL: 

 
The Council shall determine its own rules, order of business, conduct of public meetings, and shall 
provide for keeping a journal of its proceedings. This journal shall include minutes of each and every 
open public meetings of the Council and shall be a public record. 

 
Executive Sessions shall be advertised on the adopted Agenda, stating ORS authority, but no formal 
minutes will be taken. Members of the media are allowed to remain, but are strictly prohibited from 
reporting on any issues discussed. Copies of transcribed minutes may become available upon written 
request from an attorney when the minutes pertain to a pending or potential legal action. Availability of 
Executive Session minutes will be determined by the City's legal counsel. No formal action shall be 
taken during an executive session. 

 
SECTION II - MEETINGS: 

 
Regular Meetings shall be held at least once each month. Regular meetings will normally convene on 
the second and fourth Tuesdays of the month at 6:00 p.m. in the Council Chambers, or other properly 
noticed location. If a regular meeting day falls on a legal holiday, the meeting shall be held on the next 
following business day. Written communication can be attached into the record following submission of 
document(s). 

 
 

Special Meetings may be called by minute action of the Council or upon request of the Mayor or City 
Manager on at least 24-hours’ notice to each member of the Council. Simultaneous notice to the media 
shall be required for all special meetings. 

 
Executive Sessions may only be held for the purposes allowed by ORS 192.660, Oregon Public 
Meetings Law.  No formal action shall be taken during an executive session. 

 
Notice of Meetings will include the time, place and agenda and will be provided to the media and posted 
in a public place at least 24-hours in advance of a scheduled meeting. In case of an emergency, notice 
will be as long as is reasonable under the circumstances. 
 
Excepting executive sessions, authorized to be closed pursuant to ORS 192.660, all meeting shall be 
public. 
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SECTION Ill - AGENDA: 
 
The Mayor, Councilor, or the City Manager may place an item on the agenda. The Mayor, a 
Councilor, or the City Manager, may submit emergency items to the Council during the Council 
meeting at the time provided in the order of business. Excepting emergency actions necessary in the 
furtherance of the public health, safety, or general welfare, other than time-sensitive issues, no 
Council action shall be taken on any item not included on the published agenda. 

 
The City Department Managers shall submit requests for items for consideration on the agenda to the 
City Recorder in such form and in accordance with the schedule established by the City Recorder. All 
reports, communications, ordinances, resolutions, contract documents, and other matters to be 
submitted to the Council shall be delivered to the City Recorder for submission to the City Manager 
for approval in accordance with the agenda schedule. The City Recorder shall list the matters 
according to the order of business and furnish each member of the Council, the City Manager, the 
media, and department heads with a copy of the agenda prior to the Council meeting via electronic 
distribution. No item shall be submitted to the Council, except through the City Manager and City 
Recorder; however, any member of the public, member of the Council, or the City Manager may 
submit emergency items to the Council during the Council meeting at the time provided in the order of 
business. Excepting emergency actions necessary in furtherance of the public health, safety, or 
general welfare, no Council action shall be taken on any item not included on the published agenda. 

 
 

SECTION IV - CALL TO ORDER - PRESIDING OFFICER: 
 

The Mayor, or in the Mayor's absence the President of the Council, shall call the Council meeting to 
order at the scheduled meeting time. In the absence of the Mayor or President of the Council, the City 
Recorder shall call the Council meeting to order. A temporary presiding officer shall then be elected by 
the members of the Council present. When the Mayor or President of the Council arrives, the 
temporary presiding officer shall relinquish the chair when the business immediately before the 
Council is   finished. 

 
The Mayor shall be the presiding officer of the Council. The presiding officer shall preserve strict order 
and decorum at the regular and special meetings of the Council. The Mayor shall state every question 
coming before the Council, announce the decision of the Council on all subjects, and decide all 
questions of order. Any decision or ruling of the Mayor may be appealed to the Council as a whole by 
request of any member. The Mayor shall call for a roll call vote to see if the chair shall be upheld; if 
the roll call vote loses, the Mayor’s decision or ruling is reversed. 

 
 

SECTION V - ROLL CALL: 
 

Before proceeding with the business of the Council, the City Recorder shall call the roll of the 
members, and the names of those present shall be entered into the minutes. 
 
 
SECTION VI - QUORUM: 

 
A quorum shall consist of a majority of the members of the Council; however, excepting those actions 
where the minimum number of affirmative votes is specifically set forth in ORS or by City Charter, no 
action of the Council shall be valid or binding unless adopted by the affirmative vote of four or more 
members of the Council. 
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SECTION VII - ORDER OF BUSINESS (Regular Meetings): 
 

The Mayor, on the Mayor's own initiative, or the Council by majority vote, may consider items out of 
sequence from the printed agenda. 

 
a) Consent agenda matters are routine and may be adopted by one motion. To make more 

efficient use of the meeting time, the City Manager may place resolutions, 
proclamations, and similar items that are routine in nature, have been discussed 
previously, or on which no debate is expected on the consent agenda. There will be no 
discussion of separate items, unless members of the City Council, staff, or the public 
requests that a specific item be discussed or removed from the consent agenda for 
individual consideration. The Mayor or any Councilor may remove items from the 
consent agenda for individual discussion without a vote of the Council. 

 
b) Public Meetings Law does not require the Council to give opportunity for public input. Time 

for unscheduled public appearances may be provided at Council discretion to address 
matters not on the agenda. In such instances, the guidelines in Section X(b) and Xl(b) shall 
apply.  No Council responses to such comments are allowed under State Statute. 

 
c) Procedure for public hearings are discussed in Section XIV. 

 
d) Procedures for submitting petitions are discussed in Section XV. 

 
e) If the City Council wishes to adjourn to a later time, the Council must pass a motion 

specifying the date and time to which the regular meeting is being adjourned. A motion to 
adjourn shall always be in order except during the attendance roll call vote. When a motion 
is made and seconded to adjourn, any member of the Council may state why it is improper 
for the Council to adjourn. That statement, however, shall not be debatable and shall not 
take more than two minutes. 

 
SECTION VIII - PROCEDURES FOR DEBATE: 

 
On those issues requiring debate, the presiding officer shall state the issue before the Council. Unless 
Council by consensus determines no request is necessary, staff shall have an opportunity to report on the 
issue and will respond to Council questions. Council members shall be allotted time to present their 
positions and concerns. Public Meetings Law does not require the Council give opportunity for public input. 
Interested members of the community may, at Council discretion, also have an opportunity to express their 
positions on any issue coming before the Council. Council may limit the amount of time allotted for 
discussion. 

 
A motion and second on the issue will be allowed after all interested parties have had an initial 
opportunity to express their views. Discussion can continue after the motion is made; however, after a 
motion is on the floor, except for questions from the Council, discussion shall be restricted to Council. 
 
SECTION IX - RULES OF DEBATE: 

 
a) PRESIDING OFFICER MAY DEBATE AND VOTE, ETC.: While the primary role of the 

presiding officer is to facilitate deliberations, the Mayor or member of the Council who is 
presiding may move, second, and debate from the chair, subject only to such limitations of 
debate as are imposed on all members. The presiding officer shall not be deprived of any 
of the rights and privileges of the Council members. 

 
b) GETTING THE FLOOR- IMPROPER REFERENCES TO BE AVOIDED: Every member desiring 

to speak, upon recognition by the presiding officer, shall confine him or herself to the 
question under debate, avoiding all personalities and indecorous languages. 
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c) INTERRUPTIONS: A member, once recognized, shall not be interrupted when speaking 
unless it is to call the member to order. If a member, while speaking, is called to order, 
the member shall cease speaking until the question of order is determined, and, if in 
order, shall be permitted to proceed. 

 
d) PERSONAL PRIVILEGE: The right of a Council member to address the Council on a question 

of personal privilege shall be limited to cases in which the member's integrity, character, 
or motives are questioned, or where the welfare of the Council is concerned. A Council 
member may interrupt another speaker if the Mayor recognizes the "privilege." 

 
e) PRIVILEGE OF CLOSING DEBATE: The Council member moving the adoption of an 

ordinance or resolution shall have the privilege of closing the debate. 
 

SECTION X - ADDRESSING THE COUNCIL: 
 
Oregon's Public Meeting Laws require the meeting be open to the public; however, nothing in those laws 
require that the public be allowed to speak or participate in a meeting. Any person wishing to address the 
Council shall first secure permission of the presiding officer to do so. The Council may limit the length of 
time that person is permitted to address the Council. 

 
a) WRITTEN COMMUNICATIONS: Interested parties or their authorized representatives may 

address the Council by written communications in regard to matters under discussion. 
 

b) ORAL COMMUNICATIONS: Citizens attending a regular meeting may address the Council on 
any matter concerning the City's business, or any matter over which the Council has 
control, provided there is time allotted on the Agenda. Each person addressing the Council 
shall read his or her name and city of residency into the public record. Oral presentations 
shall not be repetitious and shall be confined to three minutes maximum duration. 

 
c) AFTER MOTION MADE: No person shall address the Council after a motion is made without 

first securing the permission of the Council to do so. 
 

SECTION XI - DECORUM: 
 

a) BY COUNCIL MEMBERS: While the Council is in session, the members must preserve order 
and decorum. A member shall neither by conversation or otherwise delay or interrupt the 
proceedings or the peace of the Council, nor disturb any member while speaking, or refuse 
to obey the orders of the Council or its presiding officer, except as otherwise herein 
provided. 
 

b) BY PERSONS: Any person making personal, impertinent, or slanderous remarks, or 
who becomes boisterous while addressing the Council, or who interferes with the 
order of business before the Council, and who fails, upon request of the presiding 
officer to cease such activity, shall be barred from further audience before the 
Council, unless permission to continue is granted by a majority vote of the Council. 

 
c) The Mayor or Presiding Officer has the authority to stop a personal attack on any 

Council member, person of the audience, or member of the public; stop all debate on 
any matter that is not pertinent to the issue currently before the Council; or stop any 
loud and/or obnoxious conduct from, or by, a Councilor or member of the public. If that 
person does not stop upon the Mayor or Presiding Officer's order, that individual will 
be removed from the Council meeting. 
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SECTION XII - ENFORCEMENT OF DECORUM: 
 
The City Manager shall appoint a Sergeant-at-Arms at the Council meetings. The City Manager or the 
City Manager's designee(s) shall carry out all orders and instructions given by the presiding officer for 
the purpose of maintaining order and decorum at the Council meeting. Upon instructions of the 
presiding officer, it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms to remove any person or Councilor who 
violates the order and decorum of the meeting. 
 
Any action identified in Section XI including any of the following, shall be sufficient cause for the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to, at the direction of the Presiding Officer, remove any person from the Council 
Chambers, or meeting hall, for the duration of the meeting:  
 

1) Use of unreasonably loud, disruptive or threatening language 
2)  Making of loud or disruptive action 
3)  Engaging in violent or distracting action.  
4)  Willful injury of furnishings or of the interior of the Council Chambers or meeting hall. 
5)  Refusal to obey the rules of conduct provided within these rules, including the 

limitations on occupancy and seating capacity 
6) Refusal to obey an order of the Presiding Officer. 

 
Before the Sergeant-at-Arms is directed to remove any person from the meeting hall for inappropriate 
conduct, that person shall be given a warning by the Presiding Officer to cease the conduct. 
 
If a meeting is disrupted by members of the audience, the Presiding Officer or a majority of the Council 
present may order that the Council Chambers or other meeting hall be cleared and a recess called 
until order is restored. 
 
 

SECTION XIII - VOTING: 
 

a) ROLL CALL: All votes shall be by roll call. 
 

b) PRECEDENCE OF MOTIONS: When a motion is before the Council, no motion shall 
be entertained except (1) to limit comment; (2) to adjourn; (3) to fix hour of 
adjournment; (4) to lay on the table; (5) to call for the previous question; (6) to 
continue to a certain day; (7) to refer; (8) to amend; (9) to postpone indefinitely; or 
(10) to divide the question. These motions shall have precedence in the order 
indicated. 

 
c) AMENDMENTS: No more than one amendment to an amendment is permitted. When 

an amendment is before the Council, the Council shall vote first on the amendment. 
After the amendment has passed or failed, the Council shall vote on the main motion. 

 
d) MOTION TO ADJOURN: If the City Council wishes to adjourn to a later time, the 

Council must pass a motion specifying the date and time to which the regular meeting 
is being adjourned. A motion to adjourn shall always be in order except during 
attendance rollcall vote. When a motion is made and seconded to adjourn, any 
member of the Council may state why it is improper for the Council to adjourn. That 
statement, however, shall not be debatable and shall not take more than two minutes. 

 
e) MOTION TO TABLE: The purpose of this motion is to temporarily by-pass the subject. 

A motion to lay on the table is undebatable and shall preclude all amendments or 
debate of the subject under consideration. If the motion prevails, the matter may be 
"taken from the table" at any time prior to the end of the next regular meeting. A 
matter taken from the table cannot be acted upon if it does not appear on the 
published agenda. 
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f) MOTION TO CONTINUE: The purpose of this motion is to delay consideration of a 

subject until a future time. A motion to continue shall include the specific date when 
the subject shall again be considered. 

g) MOTION FOR PREVIOUS QUESTION: The purpose of this motion is to close debate on 
the main motion. It is undebatable, and no further discussion shall be permitted until 
the motion is acted upon. If the motion fails, debate is reopened; if motion passes, 
then the Council shall vote on the main motion. 

 
h) DIVISION OF THE QUESTION: This may be used when a motion or resolution 

contains several parts, and the group wishes to vote on each part separately. 
 

i) WITHDRAWAL OFMOTION: When a motion is made and seconded, it shall be so stated 
by the Chair before debate commences. A motion may not be withdrawn by the 
mover without the consent of the member seconding it. 

 
j) CONFLICT OF INTEREST: Council members shall abide by the provisions of ORS 

244.010. When a Council member determines that he or she has a conflict of interest, 
the member shall announce such conflict and refrain from discussing or voting upon 
the matter. Council members shall step down from the dais and join the audience until 
action is completed, when they shall return to their seat. 

 
k) EX-PARTE CONTACT: Council members shall abide by the provisions of ORS 227.180 

regarding pre-hearing or ex-parte contacts. 
 

I) COUNCIL MEMBER REQUIRED TO VOTE: Council members are required to vote on all 
issues placed before them unless excused under provisions of subsection (j) above. 

 
m) RECORDING VOTE - THE VOTES: The journal of the proceedings of the Council shall 

record each individual Council member's vote on all ordinances, resolutions, and 
franchises. In the case of a tie in votes on any motion, the motion shall be considered 
lost; however, in the case of a tie vote the questions shall automatically be placed on 
the next regular meeting agenda. 

 
n) MOTION TO RECONSIDER: A motion to reconsider any action taken by the Council may 

be made only on the day the action was taken or at the next regularly scheduled 
meeting following the day when the action was taken. It may be made during the 
same session or at an adjourned session. A motion to reconsider must be made by 
one of the prevailing side, but may be seconded by any member. A question failing by 
virtue of a tie vote may be reconsidered by motion of any member of the Council. The 
motion may be made at any time. It shall be debatable. Nothing herein shall be 
construed to prevent any member of the Council from making or remaking the same 
or any other motion at a subsequent meeting of the Council, except that no action 
shall be taken on any subject not included in the published agenda. 

 
SECTION XIV - PROCEDURES FOR DEBATE DURING THE PUBLIC HEARING: 

 
The following shall be the procedure during public hearings: 

 
1) Presiding officer asks members of the Council to state for the record any instance of 

ex parte contact, any conflicts of interest, or if there are any objections to the 
Council's jurisdiction over the action that could be pertinent to the public hearing. 

 
2) A staff report will be given by the appropriate staff member, followed by relevant 

questions by Council members. 
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3) Presiding officer opens the public hearing. 

 
4) Brief opening statement by the proponent initiator, if any, explaining and advocating 

the item (of approximately five (5) minutes, or such time as is stipulated by the 
presiding officer). 
 

5) Testimony by members of the public who support the item the time limit for such 
testimony to be determined by the Council as reasonably necessary to elicit testimony 
concerning the matter under consideration. 
 

6) Testimony by members of the public who oppose the item, the time limit for such 
testimony to be determined by the Council as reasonably necessary to elicit testimony 
concerning the matter under consideration. 
 

7) Written communication filed with the City Recorder read into the record. 
 

8) Brief closing statements by the proponent initiator, if any, (limited to approximately 
five (5) minutes). 
 

9) Presiding officer closes the public hearing. 
 

10) Discussion by Council members: The order of recognition of Council members desiring to 
speak shall be determined by the presiding officer. Each Council member shall be allowed 
at least one opportunity to speak. The Council member shall limit his or her comments to 
a reasonable period of time. Any comments of a member in excess of five minutes may be 
limited by a motion to limit comment and immediate majority vote of the members present. 

 
11) Motion and second. 

 
12) Vote. 

 
SECTION XV - PETITIONS: 

 
Any citizen may appear before the Council at any regular meeting and present a written petition. The 
petition shall be acted upon by the Council, in the regular course of business, within thirty days. Petitions, 
remonstrances, communications, and comments or suggestions from citizens present shall be heard by the 
Council. All such remarks shall be addressed to the Council as a whole, and not to any member thereof. No 
person other than the individual speaking shall enter into the discussion without the permission of the 
presiding officer. No question shall be asked of a Council Member except through the presiding officer. 
Absent an emergency, the Council shall neither deliberate toward a decision, nor vote on any matter not 
included on the printed agenda. 

 
SECTION XVI - SPECIAL COMMITTEES: 

 
When the Council determines that a board, commission, task force, or citizen's committee is needed, the 
following procedure shall be used: 

 
a) The party proposing the creation of the board, commission, task force, or citizen's 

committee will prepare the appropriate Council action (either an ordinance or a resolution) 
defining the purpose, duties and objectives of the committee and whether it is to be an ad 
hoc or continuing committee. If proposed as an ad hoc committee, the Council action shall 
specify when the committee's work is to begin and to conclude. 

b) The ordinance or resolution will be submitted to the City Recorder for placement on an 
agenda for Council discussion. 
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c) The Council shall approve, modify, or reject the ordinance or resolution. 
 

d) Once a board, commission, task force, or citizen's committee is approved, the City 
Recorder shall publish notice soliciting interested and qualified volunteers to file letters of 
interest for appointments. 

 
e) The Council shall interview all applicants and announce its selections and appointments at 

a regular meeting. 
 

f) Terms of appointment to any board, commission, task force, or citizen's committee shall 
not exceed five years. Council may, by ordinance, establish a limitation on the number of 
terms appointees may serve. All permanent boards and commissions including advisory and 
appeal boards shall be created by ordinance which ordinance shall set forth the policies 
and duties delegated to such boards and commissions. Temporary and ad hoc committees 
may be created by resolutions. 

 
g) Upon completion of action necessary by an appointed Ad-Hoc Committee, said Committee 

will cease to be active and shall become obsolete. 
 

SECTION XVII - ABSENCE / ATTENDANCE: 
 

1)  Councilors shall endeavor to attend all noticed meetings of the City Council. 
 
2)  Members of the Council may be excused from attending a City Council meeting by 

contacting the Mayor prior to the meeting and stating the reason for their inability to 
attend.  If the member is unable to contact the Mayor, the member shall contact the City 
Manager or City Recorder, who shall convey the message to the Mayor. If they Mayor is to 
be absent she or he shall contact the Council President. Absent Councilors or the Mayor 
who do not follow the above process will be considered unexcused, which shall be so noted 
in the minutes. 

 
 

SECTION XVIII - VACANCIES - FORFEITURE OF OFFICE: 
 

1) A Council office shall become vacant upon a Councilor's: 
 

a) Death; 
b) Adjudicated incompetence; 
c) Conviction of a crime pertaining to the office, conviction of a felony, or conviction of a 

crime involving moral turpitude; 
d) Unlawful destruction of public records; 
e) Resignation; 
f) Recall from office; 
g) Ceasing to  possess the qualifications for office; 
h) Failure, following election or appointment to the office, to qualify for the office within 10 

days after the time for the term of office to commence; 
i) Violation of any provision of the City Charter; 
j) Un-excused absence from three consecutive noticed meetings, including any special 

meetings called pursuant to these rules. 
 

2) The Council shall judge when a Council office has become vacant. 
 

 
SECTION XIX- USES OF STAFF: 

 
Except for the purpose of accessing public information, Council members shall deal with the City's 
administrative services solely through the City Manager. No Council member shall request from the City 
Manager any staff project that entails over two hours of staff work without first seeking approval of the full 
City Council. 
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SECTION XX - SUSPENSION OF THE RULES: 
 

These rules may be suspended or amended by majority vote of the Council members. 
 

SECTION XXI - RULES OF ORDER: 
 

All cases not specifically provided for herein or in the Charter of the City of Ontario shall be governed by 
Robert's Rules of Order. 



 
AGENDA REPORT

OLD BUSINESS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Paul Woods, City Engineer
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: ORDINANCE #2791-2021: AMEND OMC 2-8-5 RE PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE 
(FIRST READING)

 

DATE: June 7, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THAT THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE ORDINANCE #2791-2021, AN ORDINANCE 
AMENDING ONTARIO MUNICIPAL CODE 2-8-5 TO INCLUDE REQUIREMENTS THAT THE PUBLIC 
WORKS COMMITTEE REVIEW AND MAKE RECOMMENDATIONS ON PROPOSED PUBLIC 
WORKS CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS TO THE BUDGET COMMITTEE EACH YEAR AS 
PART OF THE BUDGET DEVELOPMENT PROCESS.    
 

SUMMARY:
 

The Council requested changes to Public Works Committee duties as currently outlined by 
ordinance to include review of Public Works Capital Improvement Projects.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

City Council requested that staff modify the Public Works Committee duties to include review 
and recommendation of Capital Improvement Projects related to street, storm sewer, water or 
other public works projects as part of the budget development process. 
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

Currently the Public Works duties do not require review of Public Works Capital Improvement 
Projects as part of the annual budget process, although that has been the practice. Staff has 
listened to the Public Works Committee and City Council in trying to refine that process for 
presenting it to the committee and getting effective feedback.  
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN No strategic plan impact.
 

 B. FINANCIAL There are no financial impacts resulting from the proposed changes.



 

 C. TIMING Timing is at the discretion of the Council.
 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL The City Council is required to approve ordinances. Amending or 
establishing new ordinances requires two readings before approval. 

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

Take No Action - Without a change in the ordinance, staff could feasibly stop presenting the 
Public Works Capital Projects to the Public Works Committee.  
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends approval of proposed Ordinance #2791-2021. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. Ord #2791-2021 OMC 2-8-5 PW Committee



After recording return to: 
City Recorder 
City of Ontario 
444 SW 4th Street 
Ontario, OR 97914 

Ordinance #2791-2021Amend OMC 2-8-5 re Public Works Committee  

ORDINANCE #2791-2021 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PROVISIONS OF ONTARIO MUNICIPAL CODE TITLE 2, CHAPTER 8, SECTION 5, 
 TITLED “PUBLIC WORKS COMMITTEE” 

WHEREAS, The Public Works Committee is charged with providing review and recommendations concerning Public 
Works matters to the Council; and 

WHEREAS, Public Works Capital Improvement Projects are often complex in nature; and 

WHEREAS, The Council benefits from the independent review of the Public Works Committee concerning proposed 
Capital Improvement Projects; and 

WHEREAS, The Council deems it appropriate for the Public Works Committee to review and make recommendations 
on the proposed Capital Improvement Projects each year as part of the budget development process put 
forth for Budget Committee consideration.   

NOW, THEREFORE, this Common Council for the City of Ontario ordains as follows: 

Ontario Municipal Code 2-8-5 shall be amended to read: 

(b) The Public Works Director shall bring any and all proposed changes to the Ontario Municipal Code that affects the
Public Works Department to the Public Works Committee for their review and recommendation prior to being
presented to the City Council.  This shall include, but not be limited to, any standard drawings and specifications,
utility charges, fees or SDC changes or additions, Master Plans or Studies, and Major Capital Improvement Projects.
This requirement shall not mean that the Public Works Department will bring the Public Works Department
Budget to the Public Works Committee, as the Public Works Department budget is the responsibility of the
Budget Committee.

(c) Each year as part of the Public Works budget development process, the Public Works Director shall bring the
proposed capital improvement budgets for Public Works projects to the Public Works Committee for review and 
recommendation to the Budget Committee.  Such review and recommendation shall be limited to budgets 
for public works capital improvement projects only. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Common Council of the City of Ontario this ____ day of June 2021, by the following vote: 

AYES: 
NAYS: 
EXCUSED: 

APPROVED by the Mayor this _____ day of June 2021. 

ATTEST: 

______________________________ ___________________________ 
Riley J. Hill, Mayor Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder 



 
AGENDA REPORT

OLD BUSINESS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Erik Hartley, Airport Manager
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: LEASE RENEWAL FOR BECK'S SPRAY SERVICE
 

DATE: June 10, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

NO MOTION RECOMMENDED. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

The Airport Advisory Committee fielded a formal request to extend the commercial land lease 
between the City and Beck's Spray Service. The Airport Advisory Committee voted in favor of 
not renewing the lease, which is inline with the City Council's original vote, as well as 
recommendations by City Attorney Larry Sullivan and Airport Management.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

Beck's Spray Service has a land lease agreement with the city and have been found to have 
contaminated the soil beyond an allowable level, per DEQ requirements. Additionally, they 
have have historically not paid fuel flowage fee, been behind on rent, and had poor 
relationships with other tenants. There has been reports of unsafe practices of the company’s 
pilot Clyde Esplin. 
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

Beck's Spray Service's lease is on an annual basis that either party can elect not to renew. The 
City Council determined not to allow the lease to continue in the early part of 2021 and the 
tenant was notified by Mr. Sullivan the city’s attorney. 

The Esplin’s met with city staff and requested that the City allow them to continue the lease 
under Mr. Beck’s lease. The City Manager and the City Attorney met with the Esplin’s and 
noted some of the issues that would have to be met for the council to even consider continued 
operation from Beck’s lease at the City Airport.  These items include but are not limited to:

Paying city fuel flowage fees. 



Remediation of soil contamination. 
Improving relationships with airport neighbors and partners. (Examples include blowing out 
payload off of containment areas, disrupting the take-off and landing patterns, and speaking 
respectfully to business partners.) 
Getting an approved SPCC and Fueling Plan.
Properly using chemicals and cleaning up waste from chemical use on the airport. 

The Esplin’s have paid the back lease due to the city and have paid flowage fees on estimated 
usage over the last few years. They would like to conduct a second soil test under the city’s 
observation to confirm the findings of the soil study prior to remediation.  So, remediation has 
not taken place to date. They have received approval on a SPCC and Fueling Plan, but have 
violated it. The violations can be remedied by amendments to the SPCC and Fueling Plan. 

The Esplin’s came to the Airport Committee and asked that the Airport Committee recommend 
to the City Council, that their lease be allowed to continue for another year. At the Airport 
Committee meeting Mr. Esplin demonstrated an inability to cooperate with the wishes of the 
Airport Committee, showed a lack of responsibility for his past actions, and treated members 
of the Airport Committee, partners, and neighbors who use the airport with a lack of 
respect.  After a contentious discussion the Airport Committee voted 3-1 to not recommend 
approval by the City Council for the lease to Beck Spray Service to be continued for another 
year.  
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN The Airport is one of the Ontario Strategic Plan’s primary goals 
under the growth strategy. The City is investing significantly dollars in the airport 
infrastructure to facilitate growth. Positive partners and relationships with tenants on 
the Airport is essential to making the airport succeed.

 

 B. FINANCIAL Electing not to renew the lease would result in a loss of a land lease 
agreement. However, the Airport and valley are in an economic boom.

 

 C. TIMING The City Council has already elected to not renew the lease with Beck Spray 
and that has been communicated to the parties many months ago. The lease can be 
ended annually at the end of June by either party. No action is needed unless the 
Council wishes to continue the lease. 

Beck's Spray Service must begin clean up and removal of equipment as soon as 
possible and is responsible for the contamination regardless of the outcome of the 
lease. 

 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL It is the responsibility of the Airport and City to ensure the soil be 
uncontaminated, all fees are paid, and operations are conducted safely at the Airport. 
The City Council is ultimately responsible for lease approvals on the airport. 

 



ALTERNATIVES:
 

The city could choose to renew the land lease agreement.  
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends that the council continue with its previous decision to not renew the lease 
to Beck Spray Service.  
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

None



 
AGENDA REPORT

OLD BUSINESS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Tori Barnett, City Recorder
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: CHARTER AMENDMENTS
 

DATE: June 10, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL ADOPT THE PROPOSED CHARTER AMEDMENTS AS PRESENTED 
AND FORWARD THE DOCUMENT TO THE CITY ATTORNEY FOR PREPARATION OF THE BALLOT 
TITLE, AND TO PROCESS THE BALLOT TITLE FOR A VOTE DURING THE NOVEMBER 2,  2021 
ELECTION.  
 

SUMMARY:
 

At the request of Councilor Ken Hart, a City Charter Review Ad-Hoc Committee was established 
to review the city's existing Charter and to bring forward proposed changes to the Charter to 
put before the voters of the City of Ontario. (Attached is a list of the proposed changes). At the 
conclusion of the election, if the Charter passes, it would be brought back before Council as an 
ordinance for adoption. 

The Council also has the option of adding, deleting, or modifying any portion of the Charter, 
whether addressed by the Committee or not. 

Members of the Committee were Councilor John Kirby, Councilor Ken Hart, Councilor Sam 
Baker, along with Ontario citizens Michael Miller, Susann Mills, Robert Wheatley, and Jaime 
Taylor. 

Staff who assisted were City Manager Adam Brown, Assistant City Manager/HR Manager Peter 
Hall, City Attorney Larry Sullivan, and City Recorder Tori Barnett.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

The City Charter has not been reviewed or updated in 30+ years. 

The Mayor, at the request of the Council, created an ad hoc committee, consisting of three 



Councilors and four members from the Ontario community. With assistance from staff, 
meetings were held every other week beginning March 8, 2021 and concluding May 27,2021. 
Two public hearings were held to solicit input from the community.

Staff obtained over 60 Charters from around the State of Oregon, as well as a copy of the 
League of Oregon Cities sample City Charter.  At the request of the Committee, staff reviewed 
each sample Charter for comparison to specific sections of the Ontario Charter being reviewed 
for possibly adding or deleting language. Overall, six sections were proposed for amendment, 
one addition to an existing section, and three sections were proposed for inserting: specifically 
language for Sales Tax, City Fees, and Future Charter Revisions. (Chart attached)

At the conclusion of the final meeting, the Committee requested that the proposed changes be 
presented to the City Council for review and discussion, with the further request to place this 
action on the November 2, 2021 ballot.  
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

Most Charters are reviewed, and possibly amended, at a minimum of every 10 years; however, 
the Ontario City Charter has not been modified in over 30 years. The proposed amendments 
will bring the Charter more current. One of the proposed changes is the addition of a 
mandatory review of the Charter every 10 years, an action not previously addressed.  

If the Council determines it is in the best interest of the city to move forward with the 
proposed amendments, or any others they deem warranted, it is necessary to begin the 
process soon to allow the statutorily mandated time frames to be met. This will ensure the 
required time to place the action on the November 2, 2021 ballot.  
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN No strategic plan impact. 
 

 B. FINANCIAL The exact cost is not known; however, the Malheur County Elections 
Official estimated the cost to be approximately $10,000. There will also be additional 
costs associated with the City Attorney's time. This cost will be 100% born by the City 
of Ontario. 

The next general election in which the city would not incur any cost to have it on the 
ballot would be May of 2022. 

 

 C. TIMING The election is scheduled for November 2, 2021. Before that can occur, the 
following steps must be taken:

A referral must be filed with the City Recorder by August 13, 2021.

A Request for Ballot Title must be filed with the City Attorney the next business day 



after the Referral is received by the City Recorder.

The City Attorney must return the Ballot Title within five days to the City Recorder.

Following receipt of the Ballot Title from the City Attorney, the City Recorder is 
required to publish the Ballot Title in the next available media publication and post it 
on any city media outlets.

The City Recorder must allow seven business days for any voter to petition the Circuit 
Court for a review of the Ballot Title.  Voter must notify the City Recorder of the 
challenge the first business day after the petition is filed with the Circuit Court.

The Circuit Court must schedule a hearing on the petition for review of the Ballot Title 
and notify the City Recorder of the date and time of hearing. 

If petitioner is successful in their challenge to the Ballot Title, it is returned to the City 
Attorney for modifications; if the petitioner is not successful with the challenge, the 
Ballot Title is filed with the County Clerk.

A complete and correct Notice of Measure Election must by filed with the County 
Clerk by September 2, 2021. 

 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL Any changes to the City Charter require a ballot with the changes be 
placed before the voters of the City of Ontario for approval. The City Council must 
send revisions to the voters. The results of that vote are approved by simple majority. 

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

The Council could choose to not move forward with the changes to the Charter as proposed by 
the Committee and direct the Committee to conduct further review and/or rework the 
proposed modifications.

The Council could elect to leave the City Charter as it currently stands.   
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff provided recommendations on each revision to the charter, and will discuss and proceed 
as directed by Council.  
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. Summary of Changes Recommended by the City Charter Review Committee
2. Charter Review Committee Table
3. City Referral Flow Chart



Summary of Changes Recommended by the City Charter Review Committee 

Section 3.8 – Council: President.  

Recommendation:  

Add the following: “By majority vote, the council can remove the Council President as President and 
appoint another. 

Section 4.1 – City Manager: Appointment and Qualifications. 

Recommendation:  

Changes the voting requirement for council to remove the City Manager from a two-thirds vote to a 
majority vote.  

 Section 4.2 – City Manager: Vacancy. 

Recommendation:  

Replaces the current section with the following: “When the manager is temporarily disabled from acting 
as manager or when the office of the manager becomes vacant, the council must appoint a manager pro 
tem. The manager pro tem has the authority and duties of manager, except that a pro tem manager 
may appoint or remove employees only with council approval.”  

Section 5.2 – Municipal Judge: Appointment.  

Recommendation:  

Replaces the current section with the following: “A majority of the council may appoint and remove a 
municipal judge. A municipal judge will hold court in the city at such place as the council directs. The 
court will be known as the Municipal Court.” 

New Sub-Section Under Section 5 – City Attorney. 

Recommendation:  

Currently, there is no section regarding the City Attorney. The following will be added as section 5.5: 
“The office of city attorney is established as the chief legal officer of the city government. A majority of 
the council must appoint and may remove the attorney. The attorney may appoint, supervise, and may 
remove any employees who work in and for the city attorney’s office.” 

Section 6.5 – Offices: Vacancies. 

Recommendation 1:  

Creates an additional point under 6.5(1) which outlines the circumstances under which an office 
becomes vacant. The language added states: “Ceasing to reside in the city.”  



Recommendation 2:  

Additionally, 6.5 would include the process by which a two-thirds majority of the entire Council could 
expel a member of Council for disorderly conduct in Council. This action would require notice and a 
hearing by the Council.  

New Section – Sales Tax 

Recommendation:  

Would add the following language: “Any proposal to implement or increase a city sales tax shall be 
referred to the voters by the Ontario City Council and that referral to the voters shall occur in November 
of a U.S. Congressional election year.” 

New Section – City Fees 

Recommendation:  

Would add the following language: “Any proposal to implement or increase fees or other local taxes 
(except for a retail sales tax which is governed separately in this Charter) must be affirmed by a two-
thirds vote of the entire Council.”  

New Section – Future Charter Revisions 

Recommendation:  

Adds language which requires the Council to have an ad hoc committee review the City Charter every 10 
years. 



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation
I. INTRODUCTORY PROVISIONS

1.1

Title.  
This enactment shall be referred to as the 
Ontario Charter of 1985 1.1

Titles.
This charter may be referred to as the 
2021 Ontario Charter.

Titles. 
This charter may be referred to as 
the 2022 Ontario Charter.

1.2

Corporate Name of City. 
The municipality of Ontario, Malheur 
County, Oregon, shall continue to be a 
municipal corporation with the name 
"CITY OF ONTARIO." 1.2

The City of Ontario, Oregon, 
continues as a municipal corporation 
with the name [City of Ontario]

Corporate Name of City. 
The municipality of Ontario, 
Malheur County, Oregon, shall 
continue to be a municipal 
corporation with the name "CITY OF 
ONTARIO."

1.3

Boundaries
The City shall include all territory 
encompassed by its boundaries as they 
now exist or hereafter are modified 
pursuant to law. The custodian of City 
records shall keep an accurate, up-to-date 
description of the boundaries and make 
copies of this Charter and the boundary 
descriptions available for public 
inspection. 1.3

Boundaries
The city includes all territory within its 
boundaries as they now exist or are 
legally modified. The city will maintain 
as a public record an accurate and 
current description of the boundaries.

Boundaries
The City shall include all territory 
encompassed by its boundaries as 
they now exist or hereafter are 
modified pursuant to law. The 
custodian of City records shall keep 
an accurate, up-to-date description 
of the boundaries and make copies 
of this Charter and the boundary 
descriptions available for public 
inspection.

1 of 40



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

2.3

Distribution [Section 2.3 in Model]
The Oregon Constitution reserves 
initiative and referendum powers as 
to all municipal legislation to city 
voters. This charter vests all other city 
powers in the council except as the 
charter otherwise provides. The 
council has legislative, administrative 
and quasi- judicial authority. The 
council exercises legislative authority 
by ordinance, administrative authority 
by resolution, and quasi-judicial 
authority by order. The council may 
not delegate its authority to adopt 
ordinances.

II. POWERS POWERS

2.1

Except as this Charter provides to the 
contrary, all power of the City is vested in 
the Council, the representative legislative 
body of the City.

Powers
The city has all powers that the 
constitutions, statutes and common 
law of the United States and Oregon 
expressly or impliedly grant or allow 
the city, as fully as though this charter 
specifically enumerated each of those 
powers.

Except as this Charter provides to 
the contrary, all power of the City is 
vested in the Council, the 
representative legislative body of 
the City.

2 of 40



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

2.2

The City has all powers that the 
constitution or laws of the United States 
or of this state expressly or impliedly 
grant or allow cities, as fully as if this 
Charter specifically stated each of those 
powers.

Construction.
The charter will be liberally construed 
so that the city may exercise fully all 
powers possible under this charter 
and under United States and Oregon 
law.

The City has all powers that the 
constitution or laws of the United 
States or of this state expressly or 
impliedly grant or allow cities, as 
fully as if this Charter specifically 
stated each of those powers.

2.3

In this Charter no mention of a particular 
power may be construed to be exclusive 
or to restrict the scope of the powers that 
the City would have if the particular 
power were not mentioned. The Charter 
shall be liberally construed to the end 
that the City have all powers necessary or 
convenient for the conduct of its affairs, 
including all powers that cities may 
assume under state laws or the provisions 
of the state constitution regarding 
municipal home rule.

Distribution. 
The Oregon Constitution reserves 
initiative and referendum powers asto 
all municipal legislation to city voters. 
This charter vests all other city 
powers in the council except as the 
charter otherwise provides. The 
council has legislative, administrative 
and quasi- judicial authority. The 
council exercises legislative authority 
by ordinance, administrative authority 
by resolution, and quasi-judicial 
authority by order. The council may 
not delegate its authority to adopt 
ordinances.

In this Charter no mention of a 
particular power may be construed 
to be exclusive or to restrict the 
scope of the powers that the City 
would have if the particular power 
were not mentioned. The Charter 
shall be liberally construed to the 
end that the City have all powers 
necessary or convenient for the 
conduct of its affairs, including all 
powers that cities may assume 
under state laws or the provisions of 
the state constitution regarding 
municipal home rule.

3 of 40



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation
III. CITY COUNCIL AND MAYOR III. COUNCIL

3.1

Council Membership
The Council of the City shall be composed 
of a mayor and six councilors elected 
from the City at large. 3.1

Council.
The council consists of a mayor and 
six councilors nominated and elected 
from the city at large.

The council consists of seven 
members who shall be elected as 
provided in this charter. A mayor and 
two councilors shall be elected by 
the city at large. Four councilors, one 
residing from each of the four 
districts, shall be elected by the city 
at large.

Council Membership
The Council of the City shall be 
composed of a mayor and six 
councilors elected from the City at 
large.

3.2

Council: Election.  
All elections for purposes of electing a 
mayor and/or councilors shall be 
conducted on a non-partisan basis. Each 
councilor shall be elected for four years 
and shall hold office until a qualified 
successor is elected or appointed. The 
first election of councilors shall take place 
in 1986 at which time an election will be 
held to fill the vacancies of the three 
existing councilors whose terms will 
expire December 31, 1986. At each 
subsequent biennial general election, 
three councilors shall be elected, each for 
a term of four years. 7.1

Councilors. The term of a councilor in 
office when this charter is adopted is 
the term for which the councilor was 
elected. At each general election after 
the adoption, three councilorsLOC 
Model Charter for Oregon Cities
will be elected for four-year terms.

[if by district, changes will need to be 
made to this section]

Council: Election.  
All elections for purposes of electing 
a mayor and/or councilors shall be 
conducted on a non-partisan basis. 
Each councilor shall be elected for 
four years and shall hold office until 
a qualified successor is elected or 
appointed. The first election of 
councilors shall take place in 1986 at 
which time an election will be held 
to fill the vacancies of the three 
existing councilors whose terms will 
expire December 31, 1986. At each 
subsequent biennial general 
election, three councilors shall be 
elected, each for a term of four 
years.
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City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

3.3

Mayor: Election
At the biennial general election held in 
1986 and every fourth year thereafter a 
mayor shall be elected for a term of four 
years. The term of office of the mayor 
incumbent at the time this Charter is 
adopted shall continue until the beginning 
of 1987. 7.2

Mayor. The term of the mayor in 
office when this charter is adopted 
continues until the beginning of the 
first odd-numbered year after 
adoption. At every other general 
election after the adoption, a mayor 
will be elected for a four-year term.

District elections 4 districts, two at 
large plus mayor

Mayor: Election
At the biennial general election held 
in 1986 and every fourth year 
thereafter a mayor shall be elected 
for a term of four years. The term of 
office of the mayor incumbent at 
the time this Charter is adopted 
shall continue until the beginning of 
1987.

3.4

Council : Meetings
The Council shall prescribe times and 
places for its meetings. It shall meet 
regularly at least once each month. At a 
meeting it may adjourn to the next 
succeeding regular meeting or to some 
specified time prior thereto. The mayor or 
a majority of the councilors may call 
special meetings of the Council in 
accordance with the laws of the State of 
Oregon. 3.5

Meetings.
The council must meet at least once a 
month at a time and place designated 
by its rules, and may meet at other 
times in accordance with the rules 
and laws of the state of Oregon.

Council : Meetings
The Council shall prescribe times 
and places for its meetings. It shall 
meet regularly at least once each 
month. At a meeting it may adjourn 
to the next succeeding regular 
meeting or to some specified time 
prior thereto. The mayor or a 
majority of the councilors may call 
special meetings of the Council in 
accordance with the laws of the 
State of Oregon.
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City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

3.5

Council : Quorum
A majority of the councilors constitute a 
quorum for the transaction of Council 
business, except that a lesser number 
may meet and compel the attendance of 
absent members. A quorum may also 
compel the attendance of absent 
members. The mayor shall be deemed a 
councilor for the purpose of constituting a 
quorum. 3.6

Quorum. 
A majority of the council members is 
a quorum to conduct business. In the 
event of a vacancy due to resignation 
or other events, the quorum is 
reduced accordingly. In the event of 
an absence, a smaller number may 
meet and compel attendance of 
absent members as prescribed by 
council rules.

Request staff to see if there is other 
language about virtual meetings. 
Staff research found no mention of 
digital, virtual, or electronic meetings 
in 60 charters reviewed.
State Law allows virtual attendance 
by video, telephone, and electronic 
participation.

Council : Quorum
A majority of the councilors 
constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of Council business, 
except that a lesser number may 
meet and compel the attendance of 
absent members. A quorum may 
also compel the attendance of 
absent members. The mayor shall be 
deemed a councilor for the purpose 
of constituting a quorum.
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City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

3.6

Council: Record of Proceedings
The Council shall keep a record of its 
proceedings. Except where exempted by 
state law, the Council's deliberations and 
proceedings shall be public and its 
records available for inspection during 
business hours. 3.8

Record.
A record of council meetings must be 
kept in a manner prescribed by the 
council rules and the laws of the state 
of Oregon.

3.7

Mayor: Functions
The mayor shall preside at Council 
meetings and shall have a vote on all 
matters before the Council. The mayor 
shall have authority to enforce the rules 
of the Council and determine the order of 
business under those rules. The mayor 
shall appoint the Council committees 
provided by the rules of the Council. The 
mayor shall have no veto power and shall 
sign all ordinances passed by the Council. 
The mayor shall function as councilor 
unless specifically designated otherwise 
within the sections referencing "mayor." 3.2

Mayor. 
The mayor presides over and 
facilitates council meetings, preserves 
order, enforces council rules, and 
determines the order of business 
under council rules. The mayor is a 
voting member of the council and has 
no veto authority.

Mayor: Functions
The mayor shall preside at Council 
meetings and shall have a vote on all 
matters before the Council. The 
mayor shall have authority to enforce 
the rules of the Council and 
determine the order of business 
under those rules. The mayor shall 
appoint the Council committees 
provided by the rules of the 
Council.The mayor and council shall 
appoint or remove committee 
members by majority vote. The 
mayor shall have no veto power and 
shall sign all ordinances passed by 
the Council. The mayor shall function 
as councilor unless specifically 
designated otherwise within the 
sections referencing "mayor." The 

Mayor: Functions
The mayor shall preside at Council 
meetings and shall have a vote on all 
matters before the Council. The 
mayor shall have authority to 
enforce the rules of the Council and 
determine the order of business 
under those rules. The mayor shall 
appoint the Council committees 
provided by the rules of the Council. 
The mayor shall have no veto power 
and shall sign all ordinances passed 
by the Council. The mayor shall 
function as councilor unless 
specifically designated otherwise 
within the sections referencing 
"mayor."
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City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

3.2(a)

With the consent of council, the 
mayor appoints members of 
commissions and committees 
established by ordinance or 
resolution.

3.2(b)
The mayor must sign all records of 
council decisions.

3.2(c)
The mayor serves as the political head 
of the city government.

3.8

Council : President
At the first meeting of the Council each 
odd-numbered year or as soon thereafter 
as practical, the Council shall choose one 
of its members to preside over the 
Council and perform the duties of mayor 
in the absence of the mayor from the City 
or in case of the mayor's inability to act as 
such. In functioning as mayor while the 
mayor is absent from the City on leave 
granted by the Council or after the mayor 
is absent from the City for 30 days or 
physically unable to function as mayor for 
30 days, the president of the Council has 
the legal powers, and is subject to the 
legal limitations of the mayor. 3.3

Council President. 
At its first meeting each year, the 
council must elect a president from its 
membership. The president presides 
in the absence of the mayor and acts 
as mayor when the mayor is unable to 
perform duties.

Council : President
At the first meeting of the Council 
each odd-numbered year or as soon 
thereafter as practical, the Council 
shall choose one of its members to 
preside over the Council and perform 
the duties of mayor in the absence of 
the mayor from the City or in case of 
the mayor's inability to act as such. In 
functioning as mayor while the 
mayor is absent from the City on 
leave granted by the Council or after 
the mayor is absent from the City for 
30 days or physically unable to 
function as mayor for 30 days, the 
president of the Council has the legal 
powers, and is subject to the legal 
limitations of the mayor. By majority 
vote, the council can remove the 
Council President and appoint 
annother.

Council : President
At the first meeting of the Council 
each odd-numbered year or as soon 
thereafter as practical, the Council 
shall choose one of its members to 
preside over the Council and 
perform the duties of mayor in the 
absence of the mayor from the City 
or in case of the mayor's inability to 
act as such. In functioning as mayor 
while the mayor is absent from the 
City on leave granted by the Council 
or after the mayor is absent from 
the City for 30 days or physically 
unable to function as mayor for 30 
days, the president of the Council 
has the legal powers, and is subject 
to the legal limitations of the mayor. 
By majority vote, the council can 
remove the Council President as 
President and appoint annother.
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3.9

Council: Vote Required
Except as this Charter otherwise provides, 
a concurrence of a majority of the 
members of the Council (including the 
mayor) present at a Council meeting shall 
be necessary to decide any question 
before the Council. 3.7

Vote Required. 
The express approval of a majority of 
a quorum of the council is necessary 
for any council decision, except when 
this charter requires approval by a 
majority of the council.

Council: Vote Required
Except as this Charter otherwise 
provides, a concurrence of a 
majority of the members of the 
Council (including the mayor) 
present at a Council meeting shall 
be necessary to decide any question 
before the Council.

3.10

Council: Conflict of Interest
No councilor or mayor may vote upon any 
contract, the expenses of which are to be 
paid by the City or upon any subject in 
which pecuniarily interested, and shall 
declare publicly the conflict of interest.

Council: Conflict of Interest
No councilor or mayor may vote 
upon any contract, the expenses of 
which are to be paid by the City or 
upon any subject in which 
pecuniarily interested, and shall 
declare publicly the conflict of 
interest.

3.11

Council and Mayor: Immunity
No councilor or mayor may be held liable, 
or questioned in any other place, for 
words uttered in any meeting of the 
Council, its subcommittees, commissions 
and boards.

Council and Mayor: Immunity
No councilor or mayor may be held 
liable, or questioned in any other 
place, for words uttered in any 
meeting of the Council, its 
subcommittees, commissions and 
boards.

3.12 3.4

Rules. 
The Council must by resolution adopt 
rules to govern its meetings.

IV CITY MANAGER 8.1
City Manager [Under Section 8 in 
model Ordinance] CITY MANAGER
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8.1(a)

The office of city manager is 
established as the administrative 
head of the city government. The city 
manager is responsible to the mayor 
and council for the proper 
administration of all city business. The 
city manager will assist the mayor and 
council in the development of city 
policies, and carry out policies 
established by ordinances and 
resolutions.

8.1(b)

A majority of the council must 
appoint and may remove the 
manager. The appointment must be 
made without regard to political 
considerations and solely on the basis 
of education and experience in 
competencies and practices of local 
government management.

8.1(c)

The manager need not reside in the 
city.
[Alternate language - “but must 
become and remain a resident of the 
city while manager.”]

City Manager: Appointment and 
Qualifications
The Council shall appoint a city 
manager for an indefinite term who 
shall hold office during the pleasure 
of the Council and may be removed 
at any time with or without cause by 
a majority vote of the entire Council. 
The city manager shall be chosen 
without regard to political 
considerations and solely on the 
basis of executive and 
administrative qualifications. The 
city manager need not be a resident 
of the City or state at the time of 

   
     

       
      
     

      
        

    

City Manager: Appointment and 
Qualifications
The Council shall appoint a city manager 
for an indefinite term who shall hold 
office during the pleasure of the Council 
and may be removed at any time with or 
without cause by two-thirds vote of the 
entire Council. The city manager shall be 
chosen without regard to political 
considerations and solely on the basis of 
executive and administrative 
qualifications. The city manager need not 

          
     

      
        
      

       
        

    

City Manager: Appointment and 
Qualifications
The Council shall appoint a city 
manager for an indefinite term who 
shall hold office during the pleasure 
of the Council and may be removed 
at any time with or without cause by 
a majority vote of the entire Council. 
The city manager shall be chosen 
without regard to political 
considerations and solely on the 
basis of executive and administrative 
qualifications. The city manager need 
not be a resident of the City or state 
at the time of appointment, but 
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8.1(d)

The manager may be appointed for a 
definite or an indefinite term, and 
may be removed at any time by a 
majority of the council. The council 
must fill the office by appointment as 
soon as practicable after the vacancy 
occurs.

    

      
      

      
       
        

       
      

    
     

    
   

       
         

appointment, but promptly 
thereafter shall become and remain 
a resident of the City of Ontario 
while in office. No councilor nor 
mayor may be appointed city 
manager until one year after the 
expiration of his or her service in the 
office of councilor or mayor.

    

       
       

       
         

       
       

     
       

   
      

be a resident of the City or state at the 
time of appointment, but promptly 
thereafter shall become and remain a 
resident of the City while in office. No 
councilor nor mayor may be appointed 
city manager until one year after the 
expiration of his or her service in the 
office of councilor or mayor.4.1

    

      
      

      
       
        

       
      

    
     

     
     

         
      

promptly thereafter shall become 
and remain a resident of the 8C 
school distrrict while in office. No 
councilor nor mayor may be 
appointed city manager until one 
year after the expiration of his or her 
service in the office of councilor or 
mayor.
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4.2

City Manager: Vacancy
If the office of city manager becomes 
vacant or if the city manager is absent 
from the City or disabled, the Council may 
designate a city manager pro tem. The 
city manager pro tem shall perform the 
duties of city manager but may appoint or 
dismiss a department head only with a 
two-thirds vote of the entire Council. The 
term of office of the city manager pro tem 
ends when the city manager returns to 
the City or takes office. 8.1(h)

When the manager is temporarily 
disabled from acting as manager or 
when the office of the manager 
becomes vacant, the council must 
appoint a manager pro tem. The 
manager pro tem has the authority 
and duties of manager, except that a 
pro tem manager may appoint or 
remove employees only with council 
approval.

City Manager: Vacancy
When the manager is temporarily 
disabled from acting as manager or 
when the office of the manager 
becomes vacant, the council must 
appoint a manager pro tem. The 
manager pro tem has the authority 
and duties of manager, except that a 
pro tem manager may appoint or 
remove employees only with council 
approval. 

When the manager is temporarily 
disabled from acting as manager or 
when the office of the manager 
becomes vacant, the council must 
appoint a manager pro tem. The 
manager pro tem has the authority 
and duties of manager, except that a 
pro tem manager may appoint or 
remove employees only with council 
approval.

4.3

City Manager : Powers and Duties
The city manager shall be the chief 
administrative officer of the City 
government and shall be responsible to 
the Council for the proper performance of 
his or her duties. The city manager shall: 8.1(e) The Manager Must:

City Manager : Powers and Duties
The city manager shall be the chief 
administrative officer of the City 
government and shall be responsible 
to the Council for the proper 
performance of his or her duties. 
The city manager shall:

4.3 (a)

City Manager : Powers and Duties
The city manager shall be the chief 
administrative officer of the City 
government and shall be responsible to 
the Council for the proper performance of 
his or her duties. The city manager shall: 8.1(e)(1)

Attend all council meetings unless 
excused by the mayor or council;

City Manager : Powers and Duties
The city manager shall be the chief 
administrative officer of the City 
government and shall be responsible 
to the Council for the proper 
performance of his or her duties. 
The city manager shall:

4.3 (b)
Keep the Council advised of the affairs 
and needs of the City.

Keep the Council advised of the 
affairs and needs of the City.
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4.3 (c)

Make annual reports, or more frequently 
if requested by the Council, about the 
affairs and departments of the City. 8.1(e)(2)

Make reports and recommendations 
to the mayor and council about the 
needs of the city; 

Make annual reports, or more 
frequently if requested by the 
Council, about the affairs and 
departments of the City.
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4.3 (d) See that all ordinances are duly enforced.
See that all ordinances are duly 
enforced.

4.3 (e)

See that all franchises, leases, contracts, 
permits and privileges granted by the City 
are observed.

See that all franchises, leases, 
contracts, permits and privileges 
granted by the City are observed.

4.3 (f)

Appoint and remove all appointive 
officers and employees except as 
otherwise provided by this Charter. 8.1(e)(4)

Appoint, supervise, and remove city 
employees; 

Appoint and remove all appointive 
officers and employees except as 
otherwise provided by this Charter.

4.3 (g)

Generally supervise and control 
appointive officers and employees in their 
work.

Generally supervise and control 
appointive officers and employees in 
their work.

4.3 (h)

Organize and, as necessary, disband and 
reorganize the various City departments, 
investigate the affairs of the City or any 
departments thereof. 8.1(e)(5)

Organize city departments and 
administrative strucuture; 

Organize and, as necessary, disband 
and reorganize the various City 
departments, investigate the affairs 
of the City or any departments 
thereof.

4.3 (i)
Prepare the annual budget for transmittal 
to the Council. 8.1(e)(6)

Prepare and administer the annual 
city budget;

Prepare the annual budget for 
transmittal to the Council.

4.3 (j)
Supervise the operation of all city-owned 
public utilities and city-owned property. 8.1(e)(7) Administer city utilities and property;

Supervise the operation of all city-
owned public utilities and city-
owned property.

8.1(e)(8)
Encourage and support regional and 
intergovernmental cooperation;

8.1(e)(9)

Promote cooperation among the 
council, staff and citizens in 
developing city policies and building a 
sense of community;

Administer and enforce all city 
ordinances, resolutions, franchises, 
leases, contracts, permits and other 
city decisions;8.1(e)(3)
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4.3 (k)

Perform such other duties as the Council 
directs, not inconsistent with the City 
Charter, City Law or ordinance. 8.1(e)(10)

Perform other duties as directed by 
the council; and

      
Council directs, not inconsistent 
with the City Charter, City Law or 
ordinance.

8.1(e)(11)

Delegate duties, but remain 
responsible for actions of all 
subordinates.

8.1(f)

The manager has no authority over 
the council or over the judicial 
functions of the municipal judge.

4.4

City Manager : Council Meetings
The city manager and such other officers 
of the City as the Council designates may 
sit with the Council but may not vote on 
questions before the Council. The city 
manager may take part in all Council 
discussions, but shall have no control over 
the Council. 8.1(g)

The manager and other employees 
designated by the council may sit at 
council meetings but have no vote. 
The manager may take part in all 
council discussions.

City Manager : Council Meetings
The city manager and such other 
officers of the City as the Council 
designates may sit with the Council 
but may not vote on questions 
before the Council. The city 
manager may take part in all Council 
discussions, but shall have no 
control over the Council.
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4.5

City Manager : Interference in Administration
No member of the Council shall directly or 
indirectly, by suggestion or otherwise, 
attempt to coerce the city manager in the 
making of any appointment or removal of any 
officer or employee or in the purchase of 
supplies; or attempt to exact any promise 
relative to any appointment from any 
candidate for manager; or discuss directly or 
indirectly with him the matter of specific 
appointments to any City office or 
employment. Nothing in this section shall be 
construed, however, as prohibiting the 
Council while in open session from fully and 
freely discussing with or suggesting to the city 
manager anything pertaining to City affairs or 
the interests of the City. 8.1(i)

No council member may directly or 
indirectly attempt to coerce the manager 
or a candidate for the office of manager 
in the appointment or removal of any city 
employee, or in administrative decisions 
regarding city property or contracts. 
Violation of this prohibition is grounds for 
removal from office by a majority of the 
council after a public hearing. In council 
meetings, councilors may discuss or 
suggest anything with the manager 
relating to city business.

City Manager : Interference in 
Administration
No member of the Council shall directly 
or indirectly, by suggestion or otherwise, 
attempt to coerce the city manager in 
the making of any appointment or 
removal of any officer or employee or in 
the purchase of supplies; or attempt to 
exact any promise relative to any 
appointment from any candidate for 
manager; or discuss directly or indirectly 
with him the matter of specific 
appointments to any City office or 
employment. Violation of this 
prohibition is grounds for removal from 
office by a majority of the council after a 
public hearing. Nothing in this section 
shall be construed, however, as 
prohibiting the Council while in open 
session from fully and freely discussing 
with or suggesting to the city manager 
anything pertaining to City affairs or the 
interests of the City.

City Manager : Interference in 
Administration
No member of the Council shall directly 
or indirectly, by suggestion or 
otherwise, attempt to coerce the city 
manager in the making of any 
appointment or removal of any officer 
or employee or in the purchase of 
supplies; or attempt to exact any 
promise relative to any appointment 
from any candidate for manager; or 
discuss directly or indirectly with him 
the matter of specific appointments to 
any City office or employment. Nothing 
in this section shall be construed, 
however, as prohibiting the Council 
while in open session from fully and 
freely discussing with or suggesting to 
the city manager anything pertaining to 
City affairs or the interests of the City.
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V. MUNICIPAL COURT AND JUDGE 8.3 MUNICIPAL COURT AND JUDGE

5.1

Municipal Court : Creation and 
Jurisdiction
The Council may continue the court 
known as the municipal court and 
prescribe the time and place the court 
shall transact judicial business. The 
jurisdiction and proceedings of the 
municipal court are governed by the 
general laws of the state for justices of 
the peace and justice courts except as 
City ordinance prescribes to the contrary. 
The municipal court has original 
jurisdiction over all offenses defined and 
made punishable, and over all actions to 
recover or enforce forfeitures or penalties 
defined or authorized, by the ordinances 
of the City. 8.3 (d)

The municipal court has jurisdiction 
over every offense created by city 
ordinance. The court may enforce 
forfeitures and other penalties 
created by such ordinances. The court 
also has jurisdiction under state law 
unless limited by city ordinance.

Municipal Court : Creation and 
Jurisdiction
The Council may continue the court 
known as the municipal court and 
prescribe the time and place the 
court shall transact judicial business. 
The jurisdiction and proceedings of 
the municipal court are governed by 
the general laws of the state for 
justices of the peace and justice 
courts except as City ordinance 
prescribes to the contrary. The 
municipal court has original 
jurisdiction over all offenses defined 
and made punishable, and over all 
actions to recover or enforce 
forfeitures or penalties defined or 
authorized, by the ordinances of the 
City.

5.2

Municipal Judge : Appointment
The Council may appoint a municipal 
judge and such pro tem judges as it 
deems necessary to serve for indefinite 
terms to hold office at the pleasure of the 
Council and may remove any of them any 
time, with or without cause, by a majority 
vote of the entire Council. 8.3 (a)

A majority of the council may appoint 
and remove a municipal judge. A 
municipal judge will hold court in the 
city at such place as the council 
directs. The court will be known as 
the Municipal Court.

[should selection of the municpal 
judge stay the same? Term of 4-years 
(review/re-elect) & number of terms 
limited, such as 2 terms maximum]

A majority of the council may 
appoint and remove a municipal 
judge. A municipal judge will hold 
court in the city at such place as the 
council directs. The court will be 
known as the Municipal Court.
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8.3 (b)

All proceedings of this court will 
conform to state laws governing 
justices of the peace and justice 
courts.

All proceedings of this court will 
conform to state laws governing 
justices of the peace and justice 
courts.

8.3 (c)

All areas within the city and areas 
outside the city as permitted by state 
law are within the territorial 
jurisdiction of the court.

All areas within the city and areas 
outside the city as permitted by 
state law are within the territorial 
jurisdiction of the court.

8.3(e) The municipal judge may: The municipal judge may:

8.3(e)(1)
Render judgments and impose 
sanctions on persons and property;

Render judgments and impose 
sanctions on persons and property;

8.3(e)(2)
Order the arrest of anyone accused of 
an offense against the city;

Order the arrest of anyone accused 
of an offense against the city;

8.3(e)(3)
Commit to jail or admit to bail anyone 
accused of a city offense;

Commit to jail or admit to bail 
anyone accused of a city offense;

8.3(e)(4)
Issue and compel obedience to 
subpoenas;

Issue and compel obedience to 
subpoenas;

8.3(e)(5)

Compel witnesses to appear and 
testify and jurors to serve for trials 
before the court;

Compel witnesses to appear and 
testify and jurors to serve for trials 
before the court;

8.3(e)(6) Penalize contempt of court; Penalize contempt of court;

8.3(e)(7)
Issue processes necessary to enforce 
judgments and orders of the court;

Issue processes necessary to enforce 
judgments and orders of the court;

8.3(e)(8) Issue search warrants; and Issue search warrants; and

8.3(e)(9)

Perform other judicial and quasi-
judicial functions assigned by 
ordinance.

Perform other judicial and quasi-
judicial functions assigned by 
ordinance.

18 of 40



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

5.3

Municipal Judge : Vacancy
If the office of municipal judge becomes 
vacant or if the municipal judge is absent 
from the City or disabled, the City Council 
may appoint an acting municipal judge. 
The acting municipal judge shall perform 
the duties of municipal judge. The term of 
acting municipal judge shall end when the 
municipal judge returns to the City or 
takes office. 8.3(f)

The council may appoint and may 
remove municipal judges pro tem.

The council may appoint and may 
remove municipal judges pro tem.

5.4

Municipal Court : Transfer of Power
The Council, by majority vote may provide 
for the transfer of powers and duties of 
the municipal court to the appropriate 
court of the State of Oregon. 8.3(g)

The council may appoint and may 
remove municipal judges pro tem.

The council may appoint and may 
remove municipal judges pro tem.

5.5 
Proposed 8.2

City Attorney
The office of city attorney is 
established as the chief legal officer 
of the city government. A majority of 
the council must appoint and may 
remove the attorney. The attorney 
may appoint, supervise, and may 
remove any employees who work in 
and for the city attorney’s office.

City Attorney
The office of city attorney is 
established as the chief legal officer 
of the city government. A majority of 
the council must appoint and may 
remove the attorney. The attorney 
may appoint, supervise, and may 
remove any employees who work in 
and for the city attorney’s office.

City Attorney
The office of city attorney is 
established as the chief legal officer 
of the city government. A majority 
of the council must appoint and may 
remove the attorney. The attorney 
may appoint, supervise, and may 
remove any employees who work in 
and for the city attorney’s office.
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5.6 
Proposed

Chief of Police
The office of Chief of Police is 
appointed and removed by a 
majority of the city council. The Chief 
of Police may appoint, supervise, and 
may remove any employees who 
work in and for the police 
department in accordance with 
collective bargaining agreements for 
members of the Police Officers 
Association.  No Change

VI QUASI-JUDICIAL AUTHORITY

6.1

Orders. 
The council will normally exercise its 
quasi-judicial authority by approving 
orders. The approving clause for 
orders may state “The City of Ontario 
orders as follows:”

6.2 Order Approval

6.1(a)

Approval of an order or any other 
council quasi-judicial decision 
requires approval by the council at 
one meeting.

6.1(b)

Any substantive amendment to an 
order must be read aloud or made 
available in writing to the public at 
the meeting before the council 
adopts the order.
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6.1(c)

After approval of an order or other 
council quasi-judicial decision, the 
vote of each member must be 
entered in the council minutes.

6.1(d)

After approval of an order, the city 
custodian of records must endorse it 
with the date of approval and the 
custodian’s name and title.

6.3

Effective Date of Orders. 
Orders and other quasi-judicial 
decisions take effect on the date of 
final approval, or on a later day 
provided in the order.

VI. MUNICIPAL OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES
6.1 Qualifications: 

6.1.(1)

No person may hold an elective City office 
unless a legal elector under the laws and 
constitution of the state, a resident of the 
City for one year immediately before 
being elected or appointed to the office, a 
resident of the City when nominated, 
elected or appointed and assuming the 
office and receiving the highest number 
of the votes cast for candidates for the 
office at the election at which the office is 
to be filled. 7.4(a)

The mayor and each councilor must 
be a qualified elector under state law, 
and reside within the city for at least 
one year immediately before election 
or appointment to office.

No person may hold an elective City 
office unless a legal elector under 
the laws and constitution of the 
state, a resident of the City for one 
year immediately before being 
elected or appointed to the office, a 
resident of the City when 
nominated, elected or appointed 
and assuming the office and 
receiving the highest number of the 
votes cast for candidates for the 
office at the election at which the 
office is to be filled.
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6.1.(2)

(2) No elective office holder of this City 
may be employed by the City in a position 
that is not substantially volunteer in 
nature. Any question about whether 
employment is substantially volunteer in 
nature shall be made by the Council.

(2) No elective office holder of this 
City may be employed by the City in 
a position that is not substantially 
volunteer in nature. Any question 
about whether employment is 
substantially volunteer in nature 
shall be made by the Council.

6.1.(3)

(3) No person may be a nominee for the 
offices of mayor and councilor at the 
same election. 7.4(b)

No person may be a candidate at a 
single election for more than one city 
office.

(3) No person may be a nominee for 
the offices of mayor and councilor at 
the same election.

7.4(c)

Neither the mayor nor a councilor 
may be employed by the city.

7.4(d)

The council is the final judge of the 
election and qualifications of its 
members. 6.1.(4)

(4) Except as otherwise provided in 
subsection (2) of this section, the Council 
is the final judge of the qualifications and 
election of its own members.

(4) Except as otherwise provided in 
subsection (2) of this section, the 
Council is the final judge of the 
qualifications and election of its own 
members.
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6.2

Terms
The term of City elective offices shall 
commence on the first day in January 
following the officer's election.

Terms
The term of City elective offices shall 
commence on the first day in 
January following the officer's 
election.

6.3

Terms
The term of City elective offices shall 
commence on the first day in January 
following the officer's election.

Terms
The term of City elective offices shall 
commence on the first day in 
January following the officer's 
election.
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6.4

Oath of Office: 
Each elective officer, the city manager 
and municipal judge, before entering 
upon the duties of office, shall take an 
oath or affirmation to support the 
constitution and laws of the United States 
and of the State of Oregon and to 
faithfully perform the duties of his or her 
office. 7.7

Oath. 
The mayor and each councilor must 
swear or affirm to faithfully perform 
the duties of the office and support 
the constitutions and laws of the 
United States and Oregon. [Keep the City Manager as sworn in.]

Oath of Office: 
Each elective officer, the city 
manager and municipal judge, 
before entering upon the duties of 
office, shall take an oath or 
affirmation to support the 
constitution and laws of the United 
States and of the State of Oregon 
and to faithfully perform the duties 
of his or her office.

6.5 Offices: Vacancies 7.8 Vacancies Offices: Vacancies

6.5.(1)
An office becomes vacant upon the 
incumbent’s: 7.8

Vacancies
The mayor or a council office 
becomes vacant:

An office becomes vacant upon the 
incumbent’s: 

7.8(a) Upon the incumbent's: 
6.5.(1)(a) Death. 7.8(a)(1) Death Death.
6.5.(1)(b) Adjudicated incompetence. 7.8 (a)(2) Adjudicated incompetence. Adjudicated incompetence.

7.8 (b)
Upon declaration by the council after 
the incumbnet's: 

6.5.(1)(c)

Conviction of a crime pertaining to the 
office, conviction of a felony, or 
conviction of a crime involving moral 
turpitude. 7.8(b)(5)

Conviction of a misdemeanor or 
felony crime; 

Conviction of a crime pertaining to 
the office, conviction of a felony, or 
conviction of a crime involving moral 
turpitude and conviction of a 
misdemeanor.

Conviction of a crime pertaining to 
the office, conviction of a felony, or 
conviction of a crime involving moral 
turpitude.

6.5.(1)(d) Unlawful destruction of public records.
Unlawful destruction of public 
records.

6.5.(1)(e) Resignation. 7.8(b)(6) Resignation from Office Resignation.

6.5.(1)(f) Recall from office.
7.8(a) 

(3) Recall from the office. Recall from office.

6.5.(1)(g)
Ceasing to possess the qualifications for 
office. 7.8(b)(3)

Ceasing to be a qualified elector 
under state law

Ceasing to possess the qualifications 
for office.
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7.8 (b) 
Upon declaration by the council after 
the incumbnet's: 

6.5.(1)(h)

Failure, following election or appointment 
to the office, to qualify for the office 
within ten days after the time for the 
term of office to commence. 7.8(b)(1)

Failure to qualify for the office within 
10 days of the time the term of office 
is to begin. 

Failure, following election or 
appointment to the office, to qualify 
for the office within ten days after 
the time for the term of office to 
commence.

7.8(b)(2)

Absence from the city for 30 days 
without council consent, or from all 
council meetings within a 60-day 
period;

6.5.(1)(i) 7.8(b)(3) Ceasing to reside in the city; Ceasing to reside in the city; Ceasing to reside in the city;

7.8(b)(4)
Ceasing to be a qualified elector 
under state law;

7.8(b)(5)
Conviction of a misdemeanor or 
felony crime;

7.8(b)(7)
Removal under Section 8.1(i).[in LOC 
model charter]

6.5.(1)(j)

When a supermajority of the council 
believes a council member to be 
unfit to continue holding office. 

A two-thirds majority  of the entire 
Council could expel a member of the 
Council for disorderly conduct in 
Council. This action would require 
notice and a hearing by the Council. 

6.5.(1)(i) Violation of any provision of this Charter.
Violation of any provision of this 
Charter.

6.5.(2)
The Council shall judge whan an office 
becomes vacant

The Council shall judge whan an 
office becomes vacant
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6.5.(3)

Vacant elective City offices shall be filled 
by appointment by a majority vote of the 
remaining members of the Council. The 
appointee's term of office begins 
immediately on appointment and 
continues throughout the unexpired term 
of the predecessor. During the temporary 
disability of an officer or during an 
officer's temporary absence from the City 
for any cause, the office may be filled pro 
tem in the manner provided for filling 
vacancies in office. 7.9

Filling Vacancies
A mayor or councilor vacancy will be 
filled by appointment by a majority of 
the remaining council members. The 
appointee’s term of office runs from 
appointment until expiration of the 
term of office of the last person 
elected to that office. If a disability 
prevents a council member from 
attending council meetings or a 
member is absent from the city, a 
majority of the council may appoint a 
councilor pro tem.

Vacant elective City offices shall be 
filled by appointment by a majority 
vote of the remaining members of 
the Council. The appointee's term of 
office begins immediately on 
appointment and continues 
throughout the unexpired term of 
the predecessor. During the 
temporary disability of an officer or 
during an officer's temporary 
absence from the City for any cause, 
the office may be filled pro tem in 
the manner provided for filling 
vacancies in office.

6.6

Compensation
Councilors and the mayor shall be 
compensated for services in an amount to 
be fixed by the Council. No increase in the 
compensation of councilors shall take 
effect, however, until the first day of the 
odd-numbered year immediately 
following the first biennial general 
election after the increase is ordered.

Compensation
Councilors and the mayor shall be 
compensated for services in an 
amount to be fixed by the Council. 
No increase in the compensation of 
councilors shall take effect, 
however, until the first day of the 
odd-numbered year immediately 
following the first biennial general 
election after the increase is 
ordered.

26 of 40



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation
IX PERSONNEL

9.1

Compensation. 
The council must authorize the 
compensation of city officers and 
employees as part of its approval of 
the annual city budget.

9.2

Merit Systems. 
The council by resolution will 
determine the rules governing 
recruitment, selection, promotion, 
transfer, demotion, suspension, 
layoff, and dismissal of city employees 
based on merit and fitness.

VII. ELECTIONS

7.1

Elections
City elections, insofar as not governed by 
this Charter or City ordinances, shall be 
conducted as prescribed by state law 
governing popular elections, and shall be 
conducted on a non-partisan basis. 7.3

State Law. City elections must 
conform to state law except as this 
charter or ordinances provide 
otherwise. All elections for city offices 
must be nonpartisan.

Elections
City elections, insofar as not 
governed by this Charter or City 
ordinances, shall be conducted as 
prescribed by state law governing 
popular elections, and shall be 
conducted on a non-partisan basis.

7.2

Voter's Qualifications
No person may vote at a city election who 
is not a qualified voter of the state and a 
resident of the City

Voter's Qualifications
No person may vote at a city 
election who is not a qualified voter 
of the state and a resident of the 
City

27 of 40



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

7.3

Nomination
The Council shall provide by ordinance 
the mode for nominating elective officers, 
except that nomination shall be done by 
petition and such petition and such 
petition shall be signed by no fewer than 
20 qualified electors. 7.5

Nominations. 
The council must adopt an ordinance 
prescribing the manner for a person 
to be nominated to run for mayor or a 
city councilor position.

Nomination
The Council shall provide by 
ordinance the mode for nominating 
elective officers, except that 
nomination shall be done by petition 
and such petition and such petition 
shall be signed by no fewer than 20 
qualified electors. 

7.4

Commencement of Terms of Office
The term of office of a person elected to a 
City office at a regular City election 
commences at the first Council meeting 
of the year immediately following the 
election. 7.6

Terms. 
The term of an officer elected at a 
general election begins at the first 
council meeting of the year 
immediately after the election, and 
continues until the successor qualifies 
and assumes the office.

Commencement of Terms of Office
The term of office of a person 
elected to a City office at a regular 
City election commences at the first 
Council meeting of the year 
immediately following the election.

V ADMINISTRATIVE AUTHORITY

5.1

Resolutions. The council will normally 
exercise its administrative authority 
by approving resolutions.32 The 
approving clause for resolutions may 
state “The City of Ontario resolves as 
follows:”

5.2 Resolution Approval

5.2(a)

Approval of a resolution or any other 
council administrative decision 
requires approval by the council at 
one meeting.
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5.2(b)

Any substantive amendment to a 
resolution must be read aloud or 
made available in writing to the public 
before the council adopts the 
resolution at that meeting.

5.2(c)

After approval of a resolution or other 
administrative decision, the vote of 
each member must be entered into 
the council minutes.

5.2(d)

After approval of a resolution, the city 
custodian of records must endorse it 
with the date of approval and the 
custodian’s name and title.
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5.3

Effective Date of Resolutions. 
Resolutions and other administrative 
decisions take effect on the date of 
approval, or on a later day provided in 
the resolution.

VIII. ORDINANCES IV LEGISLATIVE AUTHORITY

8.1

Ordaining Clause 
The ordaining clause of an ordinance shall 
read: "The City of Ontario ordains as 
follows:". 4.1

Ordinances
The council will exercise its legislative 
authority by adopting ordinances. The 
enacting clause for all ordinances 
must state “The City of Ontario 
ordains as follows:”.

Ordaining Clause 
The ordaining clause of an ordinance 
shall read: "The City of Ontario 
ordains as follows:".

8.2 Passage 4.2 Ordinance Adoption Passage

8.2.(1)

Except as subsections (2) and (3) of this 
section provide to the contrary, before 
being put upon its final passage, every 
ordinance of the Council shall be read 
fully and distinctly in open Council 
meeting on two different days. 4.2(a)

Except as authorized by subsection 
(b), adoption of an ordinance requires 
approval by a majority of the council 
at two meetings.

Except as subsections (2) and (3) of 
this section provide to the contrary, 
before being put upon its final 
passage, every ordinance of the 
Council shall be read fully and 
distinctly in open Council meeting 
on two different days.

8.2.(2)

Except as subsection (3) provides to the 
contrary, an ordinance may be enacted at 
a single meeting of the Council by a 
unanimous vote of the councilors present 
upon being read by title twice.

Except as subsection (3) provides to 
the contrary, an ordinance may be 
enacted at a single meeting of the 
Council by a unanimous vote of the 
councilors present upon being read 
by title twice.
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8.2.(3)

The readings of an ordinance shall be by 
title only if a majority of the Council 
members present at the meeting do not 
request to have the ordinance read in full 
or if a copy of the ordinance is provided 
for each councilor and three copies are 
provided for public inspection in the 
office of the mayor or city manager no 
later than one week before the first 
reading of the ordinance and if notice of 
their availability is posted at the City Hall 
or published once in a newspaper of 
general circulation in the City. 4.2(b)

The council may adopt an ordinance 
at a single meeting by the unanimous 
approval of at least a quorum of the 
council, provided the proposed 
ordinance is available in writing to the 
public at least one week before the 
meeting.

The readings of an ordinance shall 
be by title only if a majority of the 
Council members present at the 
meeting do not request to have the 
ordinance read in full or if a copy of 
the ordinance is provided for each 
councilor and three copies are 
provided for public inspection in the 
office of the mayor or city manager 
no later than one week before the 
first reading of the ordinance and if 
notice of their availability is posted 
at the City Hall or published once in 
a newspaper of general circulation 
in the City.

31 of 40



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

8.2.(4)

An ordinance enacted after being read by 
title alone, under the provisions of 
subsections (2) and (3) shall have no legal 
effect if it differs substantially from its 
terms as filed prior to the reading, unless 
each section incorporating such a 
difference is read fully and distinctly in 
open Council meeting as finally amended 
prior to being approved by the Council. 
An ordinance may be amended at the 
time of enactment if the ordinance as 
amended deals with the same general 
subject. 4.2(c)

Any substantive amendment to a 
proposed ordinance must be read 
aloud or made available in writing to 
the public before the council adopts 
the ordinance at that meeting.

An ordinance enacted after being 
read by title alone, under the 
provisions of subsections (2) and (3) 
shall have no legal effect if it differs 
substantially from its terms as filed 
prior to the reading, unless each 
section incorporating such a 
difference is read fully and distinctly 
in open Council meeting as finally 
amended prior to being approved by 
the Council. An ordinance may be 
amended at the time of enactment 
if the ordinance as amended deals 
with the same general subject.

4.2(d)

d) After the adoption of an ordinance, 
the vote of each member must be 
entered into the council minutes.

8.2.(5)

(5) Upon the passage of an ordinance, 
the City Recorder shall sign it and date it 
with the date of its passage. 4.2(e)

e) After adoption of an ordinance, the 
city custodian of records must 
endorse it with the date of adoption 
and the custodian’s name and title.

(5) Upon the passage of an 
ordinance, the City Recorder shall 
sign it and date it with the date of its 
passage.

32 of 40



City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

8.2.(6)

(6) An ordinance takes effect on the 
thirtieth day after its enactment. 
However, when the Council considers it 
advisable, an ordinance may provide a 
later effective date or, in an emergency, 
an ordinance may take effect immediately 
on enactment. 4.3

Section 4.3. Effective Date of 
Ordinances. Ordinances normally take 
effect on the 30th day after adoption, 
or on a later day provided in the 
ordinance. An ordinance may take 
effect as soon as adopted or other 
date less than 30 days after adoption 
if it contains an emergency clause.

(6) An ordinance takes effect on the 
thirtieth day after its enactment. 
However, when the Council 
considers it advisable, an ordinance 
may provide a later effective date 
or, in an emergency, an ordinance 
may take effect immediately on 
enactment.

IX. Public Improvements

9.1 Procedure Procedure

9.1.(1)

Except as provided in this section, the 
procedure for making, altering, vacating, 
or abandoning a public improvement shall 
be governed by general ordinances or, to 
the extent not so governed, by the 
applicable general laws of the state.

Except as provided in this section, 
the procedure for making, altering, 
vacating, or abandoning a public 
improvement shall be governed by 
general ordinances or, to the extent 
not so governed, by the applicable 
general laws of the state.

Procedure
The council may by ordinance provide 
for procedures governing the making, 
altering, vacating, or abandoning of a 
public improvement.66 A proposed 
public improvement may be 
suspended for six months upon 
remonstrance by owners of the real 
property to be specially assessed for 
the improvement. The number of 
owners necessary to suspend the 
action will be determined by 
ordinance.10.1
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9.1.(2)

Action on a proposed public improvement 
shall be suspended for six months on a 
remonstrance by the owners of two-
thirds of the land to be specially assessed 
for the improvement. In this section 
"owner" means the record holder of legal 
title or, if land is being purchased under a 
land sale contract recorded or verified in 
writing by the record holder of legal title 
to the land, the purchaser.

Action on a proposed public 
improvement shall be suspended for 
six months on a remonstrance by 
the owners of two-thirds of the land 
to be specially assessed for the 
improvement. In this section 
"owner" means the record holder of 
legal title or, if land is being 
purchased under a land sale 
contract recorded or verified in 
writing by the record holder of legal 
title to the land, the purchaser.

9.2

Assessments
Unless otherwise provided by this Charter 
or the applicable general laws of this 
state, the procedure for levying, 
collecting, and enforcing the payment of 
special assessments for public 
improvements, City liens, or other 
services to be charged against real 
property shall be governed by general 
ordinance. 10.2

Special Assessments. The procedure 
for levying, collecting and enforcing 
special assessments for public 
improvements or other services 
charged against real property will be 
governed by ordinance.

Assessments
Unless otherwise provided by this 
Charter or the applicable general 
laws of this state, the procedure for 
levying, collecting, and enforcing the 
payment of special assessments for 
public improvements, City liens, or 
other services to be charged against 
real property shall be governed by 
general ordinance.
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9.3

Liens
The docket of City liens is a public writing, 
and the original or a certified copy of any 
matter authorized by ordinance to be 
entered in the docket shall have the force 
and effect of a judgment unless otherwise 
provided by this Charter or the applicable 
general laws of this state. From the time 
of the Council's authorization of an 
improvement on account of which an 
assessment is entered in the docket, the 
sum so entered is a lien against the 
property. The lien has priority over all 
other liens and encumbrances upon the 
property and may be enforced in the 
manner authorized by the Council.

Liens
The docket of City liens is a public 
writing, and the original or a 
certified copy of any matter 
authorized by ordinance to be 
entered in the docket shall have the 
force and effect of a judgment 
unless otherwise provided by this 
Charter or the applicable general 
laws of this state. From the time of 
the Council's authorization of an 
improvement on account of which 
an assessment is entered in the 
docket, the sum so entered is a lien 
against the property. The lien has 
priority over all other liens and 
encumbrances upon the property 
and may be enforced in the manner 
authorized by the Council.

9.4

Condemnation
A necessity of taking property for the City 
by condemnation shall be determined by 
the Council and declared by a resolution 
of the Council describing the property and 
stating the uses to which it shall be 
devoted.

Condemnation
A necessity of taking property for 
the City by condemnation shall be 
determined by the Council and 
declared by a resolution of the 
Council describing the property and 
stating the uses to which it shall be 
devoted.
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X MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

10.1

Revenue Bonds
The Council may issue revenue bonds 
without voter approval only for 
commercial or industrial development or 
a municipal utility. Such bonds shall not 
constitute general obligations of the City 
and shall only be payable from the 
proceeds of the commercial or industrial 
development or the municipal utility.

Revenue Bonds
The Council may issue revenue 
bonds without voter approval only 
for commercial or industrial 
development or a municipal utility. 
Such bonds shall not constitute 
general obligations of the City and 
shall only be payable from the 
proceeds of the commercial or 
industrial development or the 
municipal utility.

10.2 Indeptedness: Limits. Indeptedness: Limits.

10.2.(1)

Indebtedness of the City may not exceed 
the limits on City indebtedness under 
state law. 11.1

Debt
City indebtedness may not exceed 
debt limits imposed by state law. A 
charter amendment is not required to 
authorize city indebtedness.

Indebtedness of the City may not 
exceed the limits on City 
indebtedness under state law.

10.2.(2)

Approval by the voters of City 
indebtedness need not be in the form of a 
Charter amendment.

Approval by the voters of City 
indebtedness need not be in the 
form of a Charter amendment.
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10.3

Terms, Proceeds, and Retirement of 
Bonds
Bonds issued by the City as evidence of 
indebtedness shall include such terms, 
the manner in which the proceeds from 
sale of the bonds shall be kept, invested, 
disbursed, and accounted for and the 
manner in which the indebtedness shall 
be retired as the Council prescribes. The 
prescription may not be changed for a 
particular bond after it is issued.

Terms, Proceeds, and Retirement of 
Bonds
Bonds issued by the City as evidence 
of indebtedness shall include such 
terms, the manner in which the 
proceeds from sale of the bonds 
shall be kept, invested, disbursed, 
and accounted for and the manner 
in which the indebtedness shall be 
retired as the Council prescribes. 
The prescription may not be 
changed for a particular bond after 
it is issued.
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10.4

Presumption of Validity of City Action.
In every proceeding in any court 
concerning the exercise or enforcement 
by the City or any of its officers or 
agencies of any power by this act given to 
the City or any of its officers or agencies, 
all acts by the City or any of its officers or 
agencies shall be presumed to be valid 
and no error or omission in any such act 
invalidates it, unless the person attacking 
it alleges and proves that he or she has 
been misled by the error or omission to 
his or her damage. The court shall 
disregard every error or omission which 
does not affect a substantial right of the 
person. Any action by this Charter 
committed to the discretion of the 
Council, when taken, shall be final and 
shall not be reviewed or called into 
question elsewhere.

Presumption of Validity of City 
Action.
In every proceeding in any court 
concerning the exercise or 
enforcement by the City or any of its 
officers or agencies of any power by 
this act given to the City or any of its 
officers or agencies, all acts by the 
City or any of its officers or agencies 
shall be presumed to be valid and no 
error or omission in any such act 
invalidates it, unless the person 
attacking it alleges and proves that 
he or she has been misled by the 
error or omission to his or her 
damage. The court shall disregard 
every error or omission which does 
not affect a substantial right of the 
person. Any action by this Charter 
committed to the discretion of the 
Council, when taken, shall be final 
and shall not be reviewed or called 
into question elsewhere.
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10.5

Existing Ordinances Continued
All ordinances of the City consistent with 
this Charter and in force when it takes 
effect shall remain in effect until 
amended or repealed. 11.2

Ordinance Continuation
All ordinances consistent with this 
charter in force when it takes effect 
remain in effect until amended or 
repealed.

Existing Ordinances Continued
All ordinances of the City consistent 
with this Charter and in force when 
it takes effect shall remain in effect 
until amended or repealed.

10.6 Repeal. Repeal.

10.6.(1)

All Charter provisions of the City enacted 
prior to the time that this Charter is 
approved by the voters are hereby 
repealed.

All Charter provisions of the City 
enacted prior to the time that this 
Charter is approved by the voters 
are hereby repealed.

10.6.(2)

No repeal of a feature of the 1954 Charter 
or any amendment or addition thereto 
that has repealed an earlier such feature 
revives the earlier.

No repeal of a feature of the 1954 
Charter or any amendment or 
addition thereto that has repealed 
an earlier such feature revives the 
earlier.

10.6.(3)

No repeat of a feature of the 1954 
Charter or an amendment or addition 
thereto affects the validity of an 
outstanding bond issued by the City or 
impairs the obligation of the City under 
the bond or the rights of the holders of 
the bond.

No repeat of a feature of the 1954 
Charter or an amendment or 
addition thereto affects the validity 
of an outstanding bond issued by 
the City or impairs the obligation of 
the City under the bond or the rights 
of the holders of the bond.

11.4

Severability. 
The terms of this charter are 
severable. If any provision is held 
invalid by a court, the invalidity does 
not affect any other part of the 
charter.

11.3

Repeal
All charter provisions adopted before 
this charter takes effect are repealed.
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City of Ontario, Oregon Charter Review Committee

Current 
City 

Section # Ontario Charter [1985]

LOC  
Section  

#
League of Oregon Cities Model 

Charter Suggestions by Committee
Final Charter Review Committee 

Recommendation

10.7

City Sales Tax
Any proposal to implement or 
increase a city sales tax shall be 
referred to the voters by the Ontario 
City Council and that referral to the 
voters shall occur in November of a 
U.S. Congressional election year. 
[Also comment received to allow the 
current process to proceed where it 
is referred to voters by petition]

City Sales Tax
Any proposal to implement or 
increase a city sales tax shall be 
referred to the voters by the Ontario 
City Council and that referral to the 
voters shall occur in November of a 
U.S. Congressional election year. 

10.8

Any proposal to implement or 
increase fees or other local taxes 
(except for a retail sales tax which is 
governed sepeartely in this Charter 
must be affirmed by a two-thirds 
vote of the entire Council and shall 
not go into effect until the following 
year after the next election of 
councilors. 

Any proposal to implement or 
increase fees or other local taxes 
(except for a retail sales tax which is 
governed separately in this Charter 
must be affirmed by a two-thirds 
vote of the entire Council. 

10.9

The Council will appoint an ad hoc 
committee to review the City 
Charter every 10 years. 

10.1010.7

Effective Date of Revision.
This revised Charter takes effect on 
January 1, 1985. 11.5

Time of Effect.
This charter takes effect 
__________________, 20__.

Time of Effect.
This charter takes effect 
__________________, 20__.
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ReferralManual

City Referral Steps
City Elections Official
2 Forward a copy of the referral text to the city

attorney for preparation of a ballot title.

@ next business day after receipt of referral

4 Publish receipt of ballot title.

@ next available edition of a newspaper of
general circulation in the city

@ In addition, the notice may also be

published on the city's web site for a

minimum of seven days.

File with the county elections official form

SEL 802 containing the final ballot title and an

explanatory statement, if required'

O ut" day before the election

City Governing Body
1 Begin process by filing with city elections

official the:
) ballot title (skip to steP 4)

or
) referral text (continue to step 2).

O tt" day before the election

3 Prepare and files ballot title that impartially
summarizes the referral and its major effect.

O s* business day after receipt

Registered Voter (steps not required)

5 Voter who is dissatisfied with ballot title can

petition circuit court for review.

O t" business day after ballot title filed

Voter notifies city elections official of petition

filing.

O tpr l-'t business day after the petition is

filed with circuit court

County Elections Official
8 Assign measure number.

O rny time after deadline to file notice of

Competing Measure

lf a qualified initiative is filed by the city elections official at a city governing body meeting that occurs on the

90th day before the election and the governing body refers a competing measure, the ballot title process

including the challenge period must be completed no later than the 61't day before the election.

(H) rorms are available online at www'oregonvotes.gov.



 
AGENDA REPORT
NEW BUSINESS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Dan Cummings, Community Development Director
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: PAUL AND STACEY GEHRMAN HALF STREET CONSTRUCTION - NORTH DORIAN 
DRIVE

 

DATE: June 7, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL INSTRUCT CITY STAFF TO ENTER INTO A DEFERRED 
IMPROVEMENT AGREEMENT (DIA) FOR THE HALF STREET CONSTRUCTION OF THE PORTION 
OF NORTH DORIAN DRIVE ADJACENT TO THE LANDS OWNED BY PAUL AND STACEY 
GEHRMAN.

OR

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL INSTRUCT CITY STAFF TO NOT DEFER THE HALF STREET 
CONSTRUCTION OF THE PORTION OF NORTH DORIAN DRIVE ADJACENT TO THE LANDS 
OWNED BY PAUL AND STACEY GEHRMAN AND REQUIRE THE GEHRMANS TO CONSTRUCT 
THEIR HALF STREET PORTION OF DORIAN DRIVE AS PART OF THE REQUIREMENTS OF 
ANNEXATION. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

Paul and Stacey Gehrman owns a parcel of land, known as 18S4705DB, tax lots 2000, 2100, 
2102 and 2300 (see Attachment 1). The applicants wish to annex and rezone the property into 
the city to connect to city sanitary sewer and water due to a failed septic system. The subject 
property is within 300 feet of the city sanitary sewer system and therefore, under state 
regulations, they are not allowed to repair their septic system and must annex to connect to 
city sewer service as well as other required development.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

City Code Title 8 Chapter 7 Section 4 (M) states: "No Sewer Connection Outside City: There 
shall be no properties outside the City connected to the City sewer lines, except by special 
permission of the Council". Said code requires annexation to connect.



Due to current issues with DEQ and EPA regulations dealing with Arsenic, the City Council has 
made the decision to not allow any more connections to the city sewer system without also 
connecting to city water. Said policy requires connection to city water.

City Code Title 8 Chapter 12 Section 2 Consideration for Annexation; Sub-section 4 and 5 
requires streets to be improved to full width and concrete curb and gutters shall be 
constructed along with other development requirements or enter into a Deferred 
Improvement Agreement (DIA).

Recently the City Council instructed staff to not allow deferment of half street sections if the 
adjoining side has been developed or if the adjoining side has been at least asphalted.

The City Council has instructed staff to find ways to complete the existing streets that have 
been constructed with half street improvements, including the possibility of creating an LID 
(Local Improvement District). 
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

Due to the septic system of Mr. & Mrs. Gehrman failing and state, county and city codes 
requiring connection to the city sewer system the Gehrmans have applied for annexation 
under current city requirements.

As per City Code the Gehrmans were instructed that they would need to construct their half 
street section of North Dorian Drive, which has no connecting half street section on their side 
either north or south of them shown on attachment 2.

As per Council instructions to find a way to get full street construction, city staff put together 
an estimate of the construction costs (see Attachment 2) and proceeded to contact property 
owners to see if there was interest in forming an LID (Local Improvement District). The 
Community Development Director contacted the property owners that owned the largest 
parcels fronting on Dorian Drive to see if they were interested in forming an LID to pay for their 
portions of the street improvements, as well as to spread the word asking their neighbors to 
see if there was interest in forming an LID. Staff received no interest in forming an LID from the 
majority of the land owners they discussed it with.

At the June 3, 2021 City Council Work Session, the Community Development Director gave an 
update of the findings of forming an LID to improve Dorian Drive to a full street section. The 
conclusion was there was not enough interest by the property owners to form an LID and 
requested instruction from the City Council on how to proceed. As part of the update and 
during the Public Comment section of the meeting, there were many citizens speaking against 
the forming of the LID and submitted documentation from the majority of the property owners 
stating they did not want to form a LID, (See attachment 3) and the City should find a different 
way to improve Dorian Drive.



At the conclusion of the Public Comment section the Council instructed staff to have this item 
on the regular Council meeting for June 15, 2021. 
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN Finding a solution to improving half street sections in town is part of 
the Council Strategic Plan to improve the quality of life and safety of the citizens.

 

 B. FINANCIAL  Not known at this time.
 

 C. TIMING Not a time sensitive issue.
 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL City Code requires street construction as part of the annexation 
process unless deferred by the city.

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

City Council could choose not to require the street improvements until further development 
happens without requiring a DIA to be put in place. The subject could be dealt with at time of 
further development and or building permit. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends that the City Council to defer the street construction under a DIA (Deferred 
Improvement Agreement). 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. Attachment 1-Property Map
2. Attachment 2-LID Map
3. Attachemnt 3 -Dorian LID Statements 06-03-2021
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Ontario City Council Meeting

Thursday, June 3,202I
6pm

Public Comment re proposed Dorian Drive widening
project

My name is Stacey Gehrman and I reside at 2150 Antiquity Way, Ontario, Oregon. At
present my husband and I are in the throes of annexing to the city. This is because our
septic drain field failed and Oregon State law says we must annex. I'm here because this
isn't just about our situation.

I am here to speak on behalf of the citizens who reside on Dorian Drive and whose
property has frontage on that street. The city proposes to widen Dorian and the Planning
and Zoning requires the residents who own frontage property to pay for the paving,
sidewalks, curbs and gutters. The reasoning behind this, presented by only one of the city
council members, is that the street is unsafe due to a short stretch of open irrigation ditch.
To my knowledge there has never been an accident on this street, or accidents involving
the ditch. If anything it keeps what traffic there is from going any faster than they do. If
there have been accidents, we would like to see the police reports. One of the properly
owners with an open ditch utilizes the ditch as intended to drain the flood irrigation he
uses to irrigate and maintain his pasture. Covering the ditch will keep him from enjoying
the use of his property. If special pipe is used to allow him to continue to use the ditch as
intended, he will be expected to, again, bear the cost, and his property is in the county.
We feel this is especially unfair to him.

The city proposed a Limited Improvement District (LD) which ostensibly would help the
residents pay for this required construction. However, the cost quoted was $500 per
running foot which is simply not affordable. The letter outlining the LID was only sent
to, as I understand it, 3 people on Dorian who happen to own the most frontage. The
problem is that this huge cost will affect all those who must pay for their frontage
whether it is 100 feet or more or less. 100 feet of frontage will cost $50,000. Some
residents are on fixed income and the past year has been extremely hard on businesses, so
owners are compromised financially. It takes time for recovery to occur for both
businesses and private individuals. This is a time of economic and financial stress. If
the property owner can't pay the costs of the construction then the city places a lien on
the properly which results in interest which compounds and the property quickly becomes
unsaleable. In the face of economic adversity the city may be forcing people out of their
homes and there are few if any places to buy or rent if they are even able to sell because
of the additional cost to owning a home with frontage on Dorian.



There is also another consideration. Drainage for city run off water has suddenly become
a concern. The Environmental Protection Agency has stated that cities can no longer
drain run off into inigation canals and the inigation companies have sent letters to the
City of Ontario saying this will no longer be allowed. Ontario has done this for, I think,
as long as the city has had run off. At present the city has no plan as to how they will
handle this situation. As I understand the city will have to provide a settlement pond
similar to a sewage pond and provide processing for the runoffwater. If Dorian is paved
from NW 4e Ave to SW 4m Ave it will keep the drainage from sinking into the ground as
it does now and create a drainage problem.

Because Waterford Estates subdivision had installed sidewalks, curbs and gutters and had
put a drainage system in place when it was developed, the other side of the street is
supposed to mirror the appearance for standardization in the city. This is again
complicated by the lack of a city drainage plan going forward. Or perhaps that is why the
cost is so high; and we as properlry owners pay the price.

In talking with our neighbors on both North and South Dorian I was also reminded that
one of the reasons Dorian was not widened when the Dorian Place, Waterford Estates,
and Wellsprings were put in was that the city did not want Dorian to become a
thoroughfare as it is a residential neighborhood. The city did not want it to become a
route to the Yturi Beltline but wanted Verde to be that access. Dorian is still a residential
neighborhood and the neighbors do not want the street widened. Doing so will make it
more problematic for them to access the street from their driveways. It also turns it into a
thoroughfare which is used more by people other than the irnmediate neighbors and as
such 14 property owners of whom 2 are still in the county would be made to bear the cost
of the project which is used by many more citizens. (see list of Dorian residents).

An option for the City of Ontario would be to delay this widening project until the
undeveloped properties are developed at which time the costs would be spread upon the
houses being built as was done in Waterford Estates and other subdivisions in the city.
This is usually how these costs are managed. It should also be put on hold until the
drainage plan for the city as a whole is determined so the taxpayers won't incur further
expense in replacing newly installed concrete and paving. Hopefully, in future some grant
monies will become available for city infrastructure as it was in the past and some of
Ontario's problematic streets like Alameda Drive, and others can be addressed in an
equitable way.

In regard to our own small section of 9l feet which will cost $45,500 as suggested by the
city, I hope that you will agree that this is an exorbitant amount for a properly owner to
pay. We use our property only as a residence. If the project is delayed we hope that our
small section can be delayed also or that we can have time to find what the cost of a
private contractor will be and that it would be possible to give that money to the city to be
used in the future when the street is widened at no further cost to us.

Thank you for your attention. I have made copies available with a list of residents and
addresses.

1



Neighbors on Dorian Drive (North and South) who have made their opinions known to
me. Everyone wants to keep the residential nature of the street and not widen it.

Paul and Stacey Gehrman 2150 antiquity Way

Rich Trimble 60 N. Dorian He is in the County and uses the ditch for irrigation run off.

Deb Hill and Janet Pook 190 N. Dorian

Ron Cornett 194 N. Dorian

Wes and Doris Atkinson 276 N. Dorian

Ned and Janet Enyeart 2189 NW 2nd Ave.

Ana Leos 2185 NW 3'd Ave.

Larry Matsumura 141 S. Dorian

Charles Oakes 33 S. Dorian Drive

Sammy Castoguay 4l N. Dorian

Dean and Viclcy Solterbeck 182 S. Dorian

Zac Mills - property next to Solterbeck's which is used as storage area and is fenced in.

Unable to reach Martha Snyder at corner of Idaho and Dorian. 2097 W. Idaho Ave.

Unable to reach Mr. and Mrs. Fry - they are still in the county.

Unable to reach owner of property on corner of Dorian and SW 4m Ave. (Formerly used

by Steve's Hometown Motors.)



CH,q,.RLES S. Oarns
ATTORNEY ATLAW

1052 S.W. 4th Avenue, Ste. 1 - P.O. Box 1047
Ontario. OR 97914

l@-3-Lwl

LL.M. in TaxationOffice (s4r) 889-2302
Fax (541) 889-2310

June 3,2021

Ontario City Council,

I have a residence on Dorian Drive in Ontario. I strongly objectto an L.l.D. on Dorian Drive. I also
believe that the curb and gutter improvements for Stacy Gehrman should be deferred until the property
is further developed. There is an existing sidewalk on one side of Dorian Drive at Stacy Gehrman's
location. Therefore, it is not a safety issue that calls for a curb, sidewalk, and gutter at her location.

I have lived at my house on Dorian since 1959. Over the more than sixty years I have seen ldaho
Avenue change from a gravel road with a barrow ditch and dairy cows in the pastures, to a paved street
with curbs, sidewalks, and gutters. I have seen Dorian Drive change from a gravel road with barrow ditch
to a paved and partially curbed, sidewalk, and guttered street.

As long as there is a sidewalk on one side of the road or the other, the need for a sidewalk, curb,
and gutter is not immediate and should be deferred until development. There is a sidewalk opposite Stacy
Gehrman's house and so the curb, gutter, and sidewalk at Stacy's location should be deferred until her
property is further developed.

Sincerely,fuM
Charles Oakes
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Dan Cummings

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Sammy Castonguay <scaston23@gmail.com>

Wednesday, June 02, 20215',23 PM

Dan Cummings
Eddie Melendrez
Dorian LID

Hello Dan,

Thank you for calling earlier to discuss a Local lmprovement District (LlD) along the Dorian Dr. Community'

At this time, I would not like to join / torm a public LID to improve Dorian Dr. However, I strongly believe improvements

should be made to the road to be a much safer city street for pedestrians and vehicular travel. lf the citizens of the area

are resistant to forming a public LlD, we owe it to the community, residents and future property owners to form a

private-LlD to see these improvements.
To be honest, the City should have never allowed the developer that originally put in the sewer and water under Dorian

to leave the road unimproved. lf it was improved at that time, it would have been much cheaper and we would not have

been left with making this decision at this time (which we are pushing it off until later, anyway). My neighbors at Dorian

place, often with limited mobility and a fixed income, must brave being a pedestrian on the narrow road with no speed

limit sign posted to get to Bi-mart. No community should see this and turn away from improvements morally, but the

hefty price tag for doing the right thing is daunting.

The next time one of us in the neighborhood faces this (being held personally financially responsible for the

improvements) and we have not been pre-emptive ourselves, I will support the formation of a public LlD.

please share my comments with my neighbors (either via email or writing) to be read at the upcoming City Council

worksession. lf you email, please CC me. I've included City Coucilperson Eddie Melendrez in this email for transparency.

Cheers! --sc

Sammy Gastoguay
Citizen, Earth

Earth Science I Earth Spirit I Earth Practice
thismagickalearth.com

create your own email signature



 
AGENDA REPORT
NEW BUSINESS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: MAYOR APPOINTMENTS TO SPECIAL COMMITTEES
 

DATE: June 10, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL DIRECT STAFF TO PREPARE A RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE 
COUNCIL RULES AND PROCEDURES CLARIFYING THAT THE MAYOR APPOINTS MEMBERS TO 
SPECIAL COMMITTEES.

OR

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL DIRECT STAFF TO PREPARE A RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE 
COUNCIL RULES AND PROCEDURES CLARIFYING THAT THE COUNCIL AS A WHOLE APPOINTS 
MEMBERS TO SPECIAL COMMITTEES.  
 

SUMMARY:
 

Councilor Ken Hart requested that language be changed in the Ontario Council Rules and 
Procedures to allow the Mayor to appoint members of special committees to be congruent 
with what is stated in the Ontario City Charter. 
 

BACKGROUND:
 

Under Section 3.7 of the City Charter, the mayor is granted authority to "appoint the Council 
committees provided by the rules of the Council." The Council rules state, under Section XVI - 
Special Committees, "When the Council determines that a board, commission, taskforce, or 
citizen's committee is needed, the following procedure shall be used: 

e) The Council shall interview all applicants and announce its selections and appointments at a 
regular meeting."



 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

It was suggested that these were conflicting rules between the Charter and the Council Rules; 
however, it is unclear whether it is a conflict. The language in the Charter could imply that the 
authority of the mayor granted in that section applies to committees designated in the charter 
such as the Planning Commission, Airport Committee, and Public Works Committee.

Under the Council Rules and Procedures, also referenced in the Charter, a different standard 
for special committee's (i.e. non-standing committees) is stated. For special committees, "The 
Council shall interview all applicants and announce its selections and appointments at a 
regulars meeting." The antecedent to the pronoun "its" is the Council, meaning that the 
Council appoints special committees.  
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN No strategic impact.
 

 B. FINANCIAL No financial impact.
 

 C. TIMING No timing impact.
 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL Amendments to the Council Rules and Procedures must be done by 
resolution. Upon receiving the Council's direction, staff will prepare a resolution to 
change the Rules and Procedures accordingly at the next Council meeting. 

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

Amend Council Rules and Procedures Section XVI subparagraph e), to approve language that 
states that the mayor shall appoint members of Special Committees. 

Amend Council Rules and Procedures Section XVI subparagraph e), to approve language that 
states specifically that the Council as a whole shall appoint members of Special Committees.  
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends that the language be more specific to remove ambiguity. This can be done 
by clarifying the mayors authority to appoint standing committees and non-standing 
committees or by stating that the Council as a whole appoints members of special 
committees.  
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. Att_CC_Committee Appt authority of Mayor_6 10 2021
2. Att_CC_Council Rules Special Committee Appointment_6 10 2021



6/10/2021 Ontario, OR Code of Ordinances

1/1

Section 3.7 - Mayor: Functions.

The mayor shall preside at Council meetings and shall have a vote on all matters before
the Council. The

mayor shall have authority to enforce the rules of the Council and
determine the order of business under

those rules. The mayor shall appoint the Council
committees provided by the rules of the Council. The

mayor shall have no veto power
and shall sign all ordinances passed by the Council. The mayor shall

function as councilor
unless specifically designated otherwise within the sections referencing "mayor."



3) Presiding officer opens the public hearing. 

4) Brief opening statement by the proponent initiator, if any, explaining and advocating 
the item (of approximately five (5) minutes, or such time as is stipulated by the 
presiding officer). 

5) Testimony by members of the public who support the item the time limit for such 
testimony to be determined by the Council as reasonably necessary to elicit testimony 
concerning the matter under consideration. 

6) Testimony by members of the public who oppose the item, the time limit for such 
testimony to be determined by the Council as reasonably necessary to elicit testimony 
concerning the matter under consideration. 

7) Written communication filed with the City Recorder read into the record. 

8) Brief closing statements by the proponent initiator, if any, (limited to approximately 
five (5) minutes). 

9) Presiding officer closes the public hearing. 

1 O) Discussion by Council members: The order of recognition of Council members desiring to 
speak shall be determined by the presiding officer. Each Council member shall be allowed 
at least one opportunity to speak. The Council member shall limit his or her comments to 
a reasonable period of time. Any comments of a member in excess of five minutes may be 
limited by a motion to limit comment and immediate majority vote of the members present. 

11) Motion and second. 

12) Vote. 

SECTION XV - PETITIONS: 

Any citizen may appear before the Council at any regular meeting and present a written petition. The 
petition shall be acted upon by the Council, in the regular course of business, within thirty days. Petitions, 
remonstrances, communications, and comments or suggestions from citizens present shall be heard by the 
Council. All such remarks shall be addressed to the Council as a whole, and not to any member thereof. No 
person other than the individual speaking shall enter into the discussion without the permission of the 
presiding officer. No question shall be asked of a Council Member except through the presiding officer. 
Absent an emergency, the Council shall neither deliberate toward a decision, nor vote on any matter not 
included on the printed agenda. 

SECTION XVI • SPECIAL COMMITTEES: 

When the Council determines that a board, commission, task force, or citizen's committee is needed, the 
following procedure shall be used: 

a) The party proposing the creation of the board, comm1ss1on, task force, or citizen's 
committee will prepare the appropriate Council action (either an ordinance or a resolution) 
defining the purpose, duties and objectives of the committee and whether it is to be an ad 
hoc or continuing committee. If proposed as an ad hoc committee, the Council action shall 
specify when the committee's work is to begin and to conclude. 

b) The ordinance or resolution will be submitted to the City Recorder for placement on an 
agenda for Council discussion. 
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c) The Council shall approve, modify, or reject the ordinance or resolution. 

d) Once a board, commission, task force, or citizen's committee is approved, the City 
Recorder shall publish notice soliciting interested and qualified volunteers to file letters of 
interest for appointments. 

e} The Council shall interview all applicants and announce its selections and appointments at 
a regular meeting. 

f) Terms of appointment to any board, commission, task force, or citizen's committee shall 
not exceed five years. Council may, by ordinance, establish a limitation on the number of 
terms appointees may serve. All permanent boards and commissions including advisory and 
appeal boards shall be created by ordinance which ordinance shall set forth the policies 
and duties delegated to such boards and commissions. Temporary and ad hoc committees 
may be created by resolutions. 

g) Upon completion of action necessary by an appointed Ad~Hoc Committee, said Committee 
will cease to be active and shall become obsolete. 

SECTION XVII - ABSENCE/ ATTENDANCE: 

1) Councilors shall endeavor to attend all noticed meetings of the City Council. 

2) Members of the Council may be excused from attending a City Council meeting by 
contacting the Mayor prior to the meeting and stating the reason for their inability to 
attend. If the member is unable to contact the Mayor, the member shall contact the City 
Manager or City Recorder, who shall convey the message to the Mayor. If they Mayor is to 
be absent she or he shall contact the Council President. Absent Councilors or the Mayor 
who do not follow the above process will be considered unexcused, which shall be so noted 
in the minutes. 

SECTION XVIII - VACANCIES - FORFEITURE OF OFFICE: 

1) A Council office shall become vacant upon aCouncilor's: 

a) Death; 
b) Adjudicated incompetence; 
c) Conviction of a crime pertaining to the office, conviction of a felony, or conviction of a 

crime involving moral turpitude; 
d) Unlawful destruction of public records; 
e) Resignation; 
f) Recall from office; 
g) Ceasing to possess the qualifications for office; 
h} Failure, following election or appointment to the office, to qualify for the office within 1 O 

days after the time for the term of office to commence; 
i) Violation of any provision of the City Charter; 
j) Un-excused absence from three consecutive noticed meetings, including any special 

meetings called pursuant to these rules. 

2) The Council shall judge when a Council office has become vacant. 

SECTION XIX- USES OF STAFF: 

Except for the purpose of accessing public information, Council members shall deal with the City's 
administrative services solely through the City Manager. No Council member shall request from the City 
Manager any staff project that entails over two hours of staff work without first seeking approval of the full 
City Council. 
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AGENDA REPORT
PUBLIC HEARING
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Dan Cummings, Community Development Director
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: ACCEPT RIGHT OF WAY AIRPORT WAY AND SW 31ST STREET AS PER THE 
APPROVED PARTITION UNDER PLANNING ACTION 2020-06-24 PTN

 

DATE: June 10, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE DEDICATION OF THE RIGHT OF WAY FOR A 
PORTION OF AIRPORT WAY AND A PORTION OF SW 31ST STREET, SAID PARTITION BEING 
APPROVED BY AN ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION ON OCTOBER 6, 2020, UNDER PLANNING FILE 
2020-06-24PTN AND AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE HIS SIGNATURE ON THE FINAL 
PLAT ACCEPTING THE DEDICATED RIGHT OF WAYS. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

This action is to have the City Council, who is the governing body for the City of Ontario, accept 
the right of way of a portion of Airport Way and SW 31st Street required for the development 
of the parcels shown on the Partition Plat. The right of way is shown on the attached Partition 
Plat as Attachment 1 to this report.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

The subject property is 4.56 acres and currently has one building on it that had been used by a 
car sales lot and a small manufacturing facility.

On September 16, 2020, the Community Development Director administratively approved the 
partition of the parcel to create three parcels. Parcel 1 will contain the existing building and 
the other two parcels are vacant at this time. Right of Ways for a portion of Airport Way and a 
portion of SW 31st Street are being dedicated on this plat. 
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

The partition is ready to be finalized and the public right of way accepted by the City Council.



 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN This partition leads the way for future development in the area with 
the dedication of right of way to meet the Growth and Desirability portions of the City 
Councils Strategic Plan.

 

 B. FINANCIAL There is no cost to the city associated with this action; however, with the 
development of Airport Way, because the city owns the adjacent property, the city 
will be required to pay their share of the development of Airport Way as any property 
owner is required to do during development.

 

 C. TIMING This action needs to be completed and the right of way accepted so that the 
developer may move forward with the redevelopment of the property.

 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL The City Council, under 10 B-55-45 for a land division involving the 
creation of streets, shall by action of the City Council at a public hearing, approve the 
final plat by motion accepting the public right of way, and the Mayor and Planning 
Official shall sign the plat.

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

Not accept the right of way. 

The Council could, by motion, not accept the right of way offered for dedication and instruct 
the applicant to remove the portions of streets offered for dedication from the final plat and 
resubmit the plat for approval by the Planning Official for recording without the dedication of 
additional right of way, allowing the developer to develop his parcel with not public right of 
way. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends that the Council approve the request of dedication of street right of way 
and authorize the Mayor to sign the plat and acceptance of the right of ways as shown on the 
attached plat. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. FINAL_PLAT_2020-06-24PTN-CC





 
AGENDA REPORT
PUBLIC HEARING
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Dan Cummings, Community Development Director
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: ACCEPT RIGHT OF WAY FOR SW 6TH AVENUE AND SW 26TH STREET AS PER 
THE APPROVED SUBDIVISION OF WAPATO WEST SUBDIVISION UNDER 
PLANNING ACTION 2021-05-19 SUB

 

DATE: June 10, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

I MOVE THE CITY COUNCIL APPROVE THE DEDICATION OF THE RIGHT OF WAY FOR A 
PORTION OF SW 6TH AVENUE AND A PORTION OF SW 26TH STREET, SAID SUBDIVISION 
BEING APPROVED BY AN ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION ON JUNE 1, 2021, UNDER PLANNING FILE 
2020-05-19SUB AND AUTHORIZE THE MAYOR TO EXECUTE HIS SIGNATURE THROUGH THE 
COUNCIL PRESIDENT ON THE FINAL PLAT ACCEPTING THE DEDICATED RIGHT OF WAYS. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

This action is to have the City Council, who is the governing body for the City of Ontario, accept 
the right of way of a portion of SW 6th Avenue and SW 26th Street required for the 
development of the parcels shown on the Subdivision Plat of Wapato West Subdivision. The 
right of way is shown on the attached Subdivision Plat as Attachment 1 to this report.
 

BACKGROUND:
 

The subject property is 9.36 acres and currently has three buildings on it. Two (2) have been 
used for business offices and one of those recently as a school. The third remaining lot has a 
non-conforming residential dwelling on it. The fourth lot is undeveloped at this time.

On June 1, 2021, the Community Development Director administratively approved the 
subdivision of Wapato West Subdivision to create four lots. Parcel 1 is vacant at this time; Lot 2 
has a building that is being used as a head start school; Lot 3 has a building being used for 
general offices; and Lot 4 is the remainder parcel that currently has a non-conforming 
residential dwelling and shop building. Right of Ways for a portion of SW 6th Avenue and a 
portion of SW 26th Street are being dedicated on this plat. 
 



CURRENT SITUATION:
 

The Subdivision Plat is ready to be finalized and the public right of way accepted by the City 
Council. 
 

ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN This subdivision leads the way for future development in the area 
with the dedication of right of way to meet the Growth and Desirability portions of 
the City Councils Strategic Plan.

 

 B. FINANCIAL There is no cost to the city associated with this action, and no new street 
construction is required of this plat at this time.

 

 C. TIMING This action needs to be completed and the right of way accepted so that the 
developer may move forward with the sale of a lot.

 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL The City Council, under 10 B-55-45 for a land division involving the 
creation of streets, shall by action of the City Council at a public hearing, approve the 
final plat by motion accepting the public right of way, and the Mayor and Planning 
Official shall sign the plat.

The acceptance of the Right of Way will be signed by the Council President as the 
Mayor is the owner of the property and for transparency reasons will abstain from 
voting on this matter.

 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

Not accept the right of way. 

The Council could, by motion, not accept the right of way offered for dedication and instruct 
the applicant to remove the portions of streets offered for dedication from the final plat and 
resubmit the plat for approval by the Planning Official for recording without the dedication of 
additional right of way, allowing the developer to develop his parcel with no public right of 
way. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends that the Council approve the request of dedication of street right of way 
and authorize the Mayor through the Council President to sign the plat and acceptance of the 
right of ways as shown on the attached plat of Wapato West Subdivision. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

1. Wapato West Subdivision
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RENEWAL DATE:   12/31/21

OREGON
I, JEFF BEAGLEY, A REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR, IN AND FOR THE STATE OF OREGON, DO

HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE SURVEY OF WAPATO WEST SUBDIVISION IN THE CITY OF ONTARIO, MALHEUR

COUNTY, OREGON, AS SHOWN AND DESCRIBED ON THIS PLAT WAS MADE BY ME AND WAS COMPLETED ON

JUNE _____, 2021. THIS PLAT CORRECTLY SHOWS THE SURVEY MADE. I FURTHERMORE CERTIFY THAT

MONUMENTS HAVE BEEN ESTABLISHED AS INDICATED HEREON. IN WITNESS THEREOF, I HEREUNTO SET MY

HAND AND SEAL THIS THE _______ DAY OF JUNE, 2021.

THIS SUBDIVISION WAS REQUESTED BY RILEY HILL FOR THE PURPOSE OF SUBDIVIDING TAX LOT 2700 OF

MAP 18S47E08D02 BEING A PORTION OF THE S1/2, N1/2, NW1/4, NW1/4.

SURVEY CONTROL FOR THIS PLAT IS BASED ON MALHEUR COUNTY SURVEY NO. 18-47-0549. BASIS OF

BEARING IS S. 89°55'35" E., BETWEEN A 5/8" REBAR WITH CAP PLS 2596 IN A MONUMENT WELL MARKING

THE NW CORNER OF SECTION 8 AND A FOUND BRASS CAP PLS 3551 IN A MONUMENT WELL MARKING THE

W1/16 CORNER COMMON TO SECTIONS 5 AND 8.

THE FOUND MONUMENTS FIT VERY CLOSELY TO MONUMENTS OF RECORD AS SHOWN ON THE REFERENCE

SURVEYS. THE RIGHT OF WAY OF HIGHWAY 201 IS CALCULATED FROM ODOT DEED INSTRUMENT NUMBER

2002-6691.

1. ALL LOTS COMMON TO THE SW 6TH STREET PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY HAVE A TEN

   FOOT (10') WIDE PERMANENT PUBLIC UTILITY EASEMENT AS SHOWN HEREON.

2. ALL LOTS IN THIS SUBDIVISION ARE CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT

   COMMERCIAL - C2.

DEVELOPER:   RILEY HILL

PO BOX 428 ONTARIO, OR 97914

I, JEFF BEAGLEY, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT

THIS IS AN EXACT REPRODUCTION OF THE ORIGINAL
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Survey No.
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MALHEUR  COUNTY SURVEYOR

(ORS 209.250)
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LOCATED IN THE NW1/4 OF THE NW1/4 OF SECTION 8,

T. 18 S., R. 47 E., W.M., CITY OF ONTARIO, MALHEUR COUNTY, OREGON

2021
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R7) STATE OF OREGON DEPT. OF TRANSPORTATION DEED, INST. NO. 2002-6691

R8) DEED, BOOK 23, PAGE 223, DEED RECORDS
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LAND SURVEYOR
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JEFF BEAGLEY

78150LS

RENEWAL DATE:   12/31/21

OREGON

DEVELOPER:   RILEY J. HILL

PO BOX 428 ONTARIO, OR 97914

I, JEFF BEAGLEY, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT

THIS IS AN EXACT REPRODUCTION OF THE ORIGINAL

By

Received

Accepted

Survey No.

Dwg No.

MALHEUR  COUNTY SURVEYOR

(ORS 209.250)

DESCRIPTION

A parcel of land, located in the NW1/4 of the NW1/4 of Section 8, Township 18 South, Range 47 East,

Willamette Meridian, Malheur County, Oregon more particularly described as follows;

COMMENCING  at a found brass cap marking the W1/16 corner common to Sections 5 and 8, from

which, a found 5/8" rebar with cap PLS 2496 marking the northwest corner of Section 8, bears, N.

89°55'35” W., 1303.11 feet;

Thence S. 00°03'43” E., coincident with the east line of said NW1/4 of the NW1/4 and the westerly right

of way of S.W. 26th Street, a distance of 329.65 feet to a 5/8" rebar with no cap and the POINT OF

BEGINNING ;

Thence continuing S. 00°03'43” E., coincident with said east line and westerly right of way, 329.65 feet

to a 5/8" rebar with cap PLS 2316;

Thence leaving said east line and westerly right of way, N. 89°54'29” W., 1226.43 feet to a 5/8” rebar

with cap PLS 11574 on the easterly right of way line of S.W. 30th Street and the beginning of a

non-tangent curve to the right;

Thence coincident with said easterly right of way the following courses and distances:

Thence 30.04 feet along the arc of said curve, having a radius of 9783.46 feet, a central angle of

0°10'33, subtended by a chord bearing N. 03°05'55" E., 30.04 feet to a 5/8" rebar with cap PLS 11574;

Thence S. 89°54'29" E., 28.00 feet to a 5/8" rebar with cap PLS 11574;

Thence N. 45°40'02” W., 37.08 feet to a 5/8” rebar with cap PLS 11574 to the beginning of a

non-tangent curve to the right;

Thence 274.28 feet along the arc of said curve, having a radius of 9783.46 feet, a central angle of

1°36'23", subtended by a chord bearing N. 04°08'30" E., 274.27 feet to a 5/8" rebar with cap PLS

11574;

Thence leaving said easterly right of way, S.89°55'02” E., 1203.17 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

WAPATO WEST  SUBDIVISION  contains 9.189 acres more or less.

APPROVED THIS __________ DAY OF _______________________, 2021 IN ACCORDANCE WITH O.R.S. 92.070(5).

_____________________________________________________________________________________________

JAMES EDWARDS, P.E., PL.S.

MALHEUR COUNTY SURVEYOR

________________________________________________________________________________

COUNTY ASSESSOR                                                        DATE

MALHEUR COUNTY, OREGON

________________________________________________________________________________

COUNTY JUDGE                                                        DATE

MALHEUR COUNTY, OREGON

________________________________________________________________________________

COUNTY COMMISSIONER                                                      DATE

MALHEUR COUNTY, OREGON

________________________________________________________________________________

COUNTY COMMISSIONER                                                      DATE

MALHEUR COUNTY, OREGON

APPROVAL OF COUNTY SURVEYOR

APPROVALS

STATE OF OREGON

COUNTY OF MALHEUR

On this _________ day of ___________________, 2021, before me, the undersigned, a notary

public in and for said state, personally appeared RILEY J. HILL, known or identified to me to be the

person who subscribed his name to the foregoing instrument and acknowledged to me that he

executed the same.

In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and notarial seal the day last above written.

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR

SS

COMMISSION EXPIRES

RESIDING AT

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

DECLARATION

That We, the undersigned, do hereby certify that we are the owners of the land as shown and described

on this plat and have caused the tract of land as shown to be Surveyed, Subdivided and Platted, in

accordance with the provisions of O.R.S. Chapter 92, as WAPATO WEST SUBDIVISION  in the City of

Ontario, Malheur County, Oregon.

That the streets or portions within the limits of the plat, except where previously dedicated are hereby

dedicated to the public use forever, the utility easements shown on this plat are not dedicated to the

public but the right to use said easements is hereby perpetually reserved for public utilities including but

not limited to, Cascade Natural Gas Company, Idaho Power Company, Century Link and Cable One, and

no structure other than for utility purposes shall be erected within the limits of said easements . This

shall not precluded the construction of  hard-surfaced driveways and walkways to each lot.

___________________________________________________________________________________

RILEY J. HILL DATE

WAPATO WEST SUBDIVISION
LOCATED IN THE NW1/4 OF THE NW1/4 OF SECTION 8,

T. 18 S., R. 47 E., W.M., CITY OF ONTARIO, MALHEUR COUNTY, OREGON

2021

________________________________________________________________________________

PLANNER, CITY OF ONTARIO                                                          DATE

MALHEUR COUNTY, OREGON

The right of way within the limits of the plat are hereby dedicated to the City of Ontario for

public use and accepted by the Mayor of the City of Ontario.

________________________________________________________________________________

MAYOR, CITY OF ONTARIO DATE

BY: COUNCIL PRESIDENT, ALFREDO RODRIGUEZ, CITY OF ONTARIO   

DECLARTION
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Second Quarter 
Report

March 2021 – May 2021



OHS Boys Varsity Soccer Send Off



Got Pancakes?



RIP Retired OPD Officer Hartley
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April 7, 2021

Structure Fires



April 23, 2021
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April 23, 2021
Mentally Exhausting Day



•OHS Vo-Tech Remodel
•West Park Plaza Remodel
•ODOT Offices fire alarm
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AGENDA REPORT

DISCUSSION ITEMS
June 15, 2021

 

 

 

TO: Mayor and City Council
 

FROM: Paul Woods, City Engineer
 

THROUGH: Adam J. Brown, City Manager
 

SUBJECT: BID AWARD: STREET PAVING - GOODFELLOW STREET
 

DATE: June 9, 2021
 
 

 
PROPOSED MOTION:  
 

THIS ITEM IS FOR INFORMATION ONLY. 
 

SUMMARY:
 

The city published a request for bid for street paving of Goodfellow Street, a new street 
section being completed as part of a new development approved with a development 
agreement with the city.  The  development agreement requires the private property 
developer to construct new curb, gutter, sidewalk and road base for the full street section at 
their sole expense.  The city has agreed to use street System Development Charge revenue to 
fund the paving of the full street section.  Idaho Materials was the low bidder at $65,748, the 
next low bid was $84,900.  Since the low bid amount is within the authority of the City 
Manager to authorize, the City Manager will authorize unless other direction is given by City 
Council.  
 

BACKGROUND:
 

The City published a request for bid for street paving of Goodfellow Street, a new street 
section being completed as part of a new development approved with a development 
agreement with the city.  The  development agreement requires the private property 
developer to construct new curb, gutter, sidewalk, and road base for the full street section at 
their sole expense.  The city has agreed to use street System Development Charge revenue to 
fund the paving of the full street section.  
 

CURRENT SITUATION:
 

Idaho Materials was the low bidder at $65,748, the next low bid was $84,900.

 



ANALYSIS:
 

 A. STRATEGIC PLAN The improvement is consistent with the Strategic Plan by advancing 
the construction of a full street section and avoiding a half street section.

 

 B. FINANCIAL The project is eligible for funding with Street Fund System Development 
Charge revenue and will be funded in that manner. These funds were budgeted for 
expenditure in the 2020-2021 budget.

 

 C. TIMING The work will be coordinated with work being done by the private developer 
so timely approval is needed.

 

 D. POLICY/LEGAL None.
 

ALTERNATIVES:
 

Require the contract be brought back as an agenda item at the next City Council meeting. 
 

RECOMMENDATION:
 

Staff recommends that the City Council allow the City Manager to sign on behalf of the City 
allowing the work to proceed immediately. 
 

ATTACHMENTS:
 

None
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