AGENDA
ONTARIO CITY COUNCIL - CITY OF ONTARIO, OREGON
Monday, October 7, 2013, 7:00 p.m., M.T.

1) Call to order
Roll Call: Norm Crume Jackson Fox Charlotte Fugate Dan Jones
Larry Tuttle Ron Verini LeRoy Cammack
2) Pledge of Allegiance

This Agenda was posted on Wednesday, October 2, 2013, and a study session was held on Thursday, October 3, 2013.
Copies of the Agenda are available at the City Hall Customer Service Counter and on the city’s website at
www.ontariooregon.org.

3) Motion to adopt the entire agenda

4) Consent Agenda: Motion Action Approving Consent Agenda ltems
A) Minutes of Regular Meeting of September 16,2013 ........ ..ottt 1-4
B) Minutes of Regular Meeting of April 1,2013 ........ .. it 5-18
Q) Approval of the Bills

5) Department Head Updates: Thursday

6) Public Comments: Citizens may address the Council on items not on the Agenda. Out of respect to the Council and

others in attendance, please limit your comment to three (3) minutes. This time limit will be enforced. Please state your
name and city of residence for the record.

7) New Business:
A) Application to Operate a Taxicab Service .......c.veviirinien it eeneannns 19-27
B) TOT

8) Discussion Items:
A) SRCI Water Billing: PWC Member

9) Correspondence, Comments and Ex-Officio Reports

10}) Adjourn

MISSION STATEMENT: TO PROVIDE A SAFE, HEALTHFUL AND SOUND ECONOMIC ENVIRONMENT, PROGRESSIVELY ENHANCING OUR QUALITY OF LIFE

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 ble effort to date the need will be made. T.D.D. available by calling 889-7266.
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ONTARIO CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
September 16, 2013
The meeting of the Ontario City Council was called to order by Mayor LeRoy Cammack at 7:00 p.m. on Monday,
September 16, 2013, in the Council Chambers of City Hall. Council members present were LeRoy Cammack, Norm

Crume, Jackson Fox, Charlotte Fugate, Larry Tuttle, and Ron Verini. Dan Jones was excused.

Members of staff present were Jay Henry, Suzanne Skerjanec, Mark Alexander, Mike Long, Bob Walker, and Larry
Sullivan. The meeting was recorded, and copies are available at City Hall.

Charlotte Fugate led everyone in the Pledge of Allegiance.

AGENDA

Jackson Fox moved, seconded by Ron Verini, to adopt the Agenda as presented. Roll call vote: Crume-yes; Fox-yes;
Fugate-yes; Jones-out; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes; Cammack-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.

CONSENT AGENDA

Norm Crume moved, seconded by Charlotte Fugate, to approve Consent Agenda ltem A: Minutes of the Regular
Meeting of September 3, 2013; and Item B: Approval of the Bills. Roll call vote: Crume-yes; Fox-yes; Fugate-yes;
Jones-out; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes; Cammack-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.

PUBLIC COMMENT(S)

Ruth Rolland, Ontario, stated “I’'m here, as you know there are people carrying signs again outside City Hall today.
The City of Ontario’s Public Works employees are still looking for a fair Labor Agreement to complete the contract
that was never finished. Also, I’d like to read into the record a newspaper article brief that | spotted in the Friday
newspaper. It says City looking to engineering firm to manage wastewater treatment - City officials recently had an
initial meeting with an engineering firm to explore options for the operation and management of Ontario’s
Wastewater Treatment Facility. According to City Manager Jay Henry, the city’s Public Works Department is
working on a Request for Qualifications which would be used to determine whether the firm would be a good fit to
provide these services to the city. It was a good initial meeting, Henry said. I’d further like to read some short
statements of other cities who have had less than satisfactory results from sub-contracting public work. One is
Wastewater and Sewer Privatization has failed for many U.S. cities - The first major failure in Atlanta, Georgia. This
was United Water Suez. Atlanta cancelled its contract with United Water after four years of terrible service. The
company downsized the work force by 400 jobs, accumulated the maintenance backlog of 14K work orders, delayed
repairs, repaired fire hydrants at half the required speed, and inadequately responded to emergencies. The
company’s failure to collect enough late bills and to reinstall and maintain water meters cost the city millions of
dollars. The city said United Water submitted bills for work it didn’t do, and even worked on other contracts and
tried to win new contracts while on Atlanta’s dime. Overall, only half of the expected cost savings were realized and
corruption tainted the ordeal when the company was linked to questionable payments to Mayor Bill Campbell, who
was sentenced to 30 months in prison for federal tax evasion. High Rates in Feiton, California - Felton residents
began to advocate for locally-owned and managed water in 2002 when American Water took over their water
system and saw the 74% rate hike. Believing a public utility can provide lower rates, better service, and greater
protection of their natural resources, the town citizens voted 3-1 to approve an S11M Bond to buy their system
back. At first, American Water refused to sell, but in 2008, after a 6-year legal battle, the company finally folded
and Felton went to a public water system again. Countless Woes in Stockton, California — (this was OMI and
Thames Water) Residents opposed the privatization from the beginning when they quickly passed a referendum
blocking any utility privatization deal worth more than 55M, but the city had already rushed through the contract
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with OMI/Thames. Many problems ensued. Rates rose, customer service requirements went unfulfilled, the amount
of unaccounted- for water tripled, maintenance tasks were backlogged, wastewater frequently overflowed, and
irrigation water was contaminated. Just three years into the 20-year deal, a San Joaquin County Superior Court
Judge officially overturned the Thames/OMI contract, determining that it would have significant environmental
impacts. The city retook control in March, 2008. Lee, Massachusetts — After initially favoring the deal, the town
representatives, in September 2004, voted overwhelmingly against turning over its water and sewer system to
Veolia, the only company to respond to the town’s ad for a private operator. Veolia said it would save the city S6M
over 20 years, but residents grew uneasy with the arrangement when they read the fine print. Made public only
days before the vote, the contract gave Veolia the right to set rates, to treat trucked-in waste from outside Lee,
allowed the town only limited access to documents, and lacked a credible cost estimate against which promised
savings could be measured. O’Fallon, Missouri — Concerned that privatization would lead to high rates, poor
service, and loss of accountability, community leaders decided against selling their water system. After citizens
spoke out at a City Council meeting, the Council decided it needed more research and authorized a task force to
study the issue. The task force found that the sale had numerous disadvantages, including loss of control and
representation, possible loss of jobs and loss of future revenues. After the task force presented its findings, the City
Council decided not to pursue the sale.

I’'m here to advise the Council that | feel, and I’'m sure many residents of the city feel, it’s not good for Ontario to
even consider such privatization. On one hand, the city talks about the need to bring good jobs into the city, and on
the other hand, it seems like they pursue measures that will only reduce the quality of jobs we already have. Thank
you.

Councilor Fox asked Ms. Rolland what her sources were, and what their affiliation was.

Ms. Rolland stated it was titled “Water Watch”. it was a non-profit organization, under waterwatch.org. it could
be found online.

NEW BUSINESS

Reimbursement to Public Works for Donated Labor and Materials for Ontario High School Baseball Field Work and
Laxson Park Playground Equipment Installation

Mike Long, Finance Director, stated the Council approved the donation of labor and materials for installing water
and sewer service to the Ontario High School Baseball Field and for the installation of playground equipment at
Laxson Park. The Finance Department needed Council direction on where to take funds from within the General
Fund to reimburse the Public Works Department. The costs related to the projects were not budgeted. The Public
Works Department needed to be reimbursed $13,531.02 for the labor and materials provided. He suggested the
funding come out of the Building Repairs and Maintenance fund as there was money there, and they wouldn’t
need to go into Operating Contingency.

It was Council consensus to take the funds from Building Repairs and Maintenance.

Resolution #2013-130: Establishing City Credit Card Policy; Amend City Financial Policy Manual Section 1.13

Mike Long, Finance Director, stated this agenda item was to update City Credit Card Policy, Section 1.13, of the
Financial Policy and Procedures Manual for the City of Ontario. This policy was last updated April 19, 2004. The
Council reserved the authority to establish and modify financial policies and procedures as needed to meet the
current laws and needs of the City of Ontario. The financial implication was that the Council elected to limit the
number of city credit cards to a total of 16 cards, which was done under a separate action. Any increase above 16
would have to come before Council for approval. Also, it set the rules of usage of credit cards to be followed by
the cities’ employees.

Councilor Fox asked if staff reviewed the credit card policy he provided from Malheur County.
Jay Henry, City Manager, stated he read it.
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Councilor Fox read a few points the county had, that he would like to see incorporated into the city’s policy. “Visa
card holders are responsible for and required to and must ensure that he/she has sufficient budgetary authority to
incur the charge and that there is sufficient amount of funding available from his/her department budget to pay for
the expenditure. Iltem B — Adequately identify and provide the original copy of the charge slip and receipts by
attaching them to the requisition form for all purchases/charges made with the visa card. In unusual circumstances,
if a charge slip or receipt is missing or lost, the employee must attach a statement identifying what was purchased,
date, time, place, and purchase, and explanation for missing documentation. If the order was placed by mail,
telephone, or fax, request that a hard-copy of the pricing and freight be faxed to you or your office, included in the
shipment of supplies. If the order is placed on the internet, print out the information regarding the order. All credit
card charges are properly documented and authorized and will be paid. It is the card holder’s responsibility to
provide adequate documentation of proof of appropriateness of the charges in his/her account. A pattern of
missing documentation will result in loss of card privileges.” There were further ones that went into criminal
charges. The county was really strict.

Mayor Cammack stated that was in this one, too. The section Councilor Fox referenced about internet purchases,
and missing receipts, those were covered in the proposed policy.

Councilor Fox asked about #13 in the county policy — Any violation or non-compliance with this policy may result in
the revocation of the employee’s right to use the visa card, and disciplinary action up to and including termination.
Depending on the nature of the violation, the violator may also be prosecuted under applicable local, state, or
federal civil or criminal law.

Larry Sullivan, City Attorney, stated there was a proposed credit card user agreement that had that language in it,
which would be signed by the employee.

Mr. Long stated Section 9 addressed policy violations: Failure to follow this policy may result in loss of credit card or
card holder privileges and may result in disciplinary action including termination of employment, as well as civil
and/or criminal charges. '

Councilor Fox stated he wanted to see the credit card statements in the bills. He was quite sure there would be no
charges seen to CJ Banks in Boise, and he could show that charge in past years.

Mayor Cammack stated the department manager controlled the budget and the money, and it was his/her
responsibility to make sure the money was there or the card wasn’t used.

Charlotte Fugate moved, seconded by Jackson Fox, that the City Council adopt Resolution #2013-130, A Resolution
Establishing Policies Related to City Credit Cards and Replacing Section 1.13 of the Ontario Financial Policies
Manual. Roll call vote: Crume-yes; Fox-yes; Fugate-yes; Jones-out; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes; Cammack-yes. Motion
carried 6/0/1.

Ratification of Transient Occupancy Tax Reallocation

Mike Long, Finance Director, stated Ordinance 2450-2000, codified in City Code Section 3-11-4, provided that
52.5% of the proceeds from the City’s Transient Occupancy Tax (TOT) be distributed to the city’s Street Fund for
street maintenance. Beginning with the 2003-2004 Budget, the city allocated that percentage of the TOT to the
General Fund instead of the Street Fund.

At the end of 2012, the error was discovered, and with authorization from the City Manager, staff began making
the correct allocation of TOT proceeds received after January 1, 2013 to the Street Fund for street maintenance
activities, in compliance with Code Section 3-11-4. The Council was informed of staff’s action, but no formal action
was taken by the Council to approve it until the 2013-2014 Budget was passed. The 2013-2014 Budget approved by
the Council formally allocated 52.5% of TOT funds received after July 1, 2013, to the Street Fund. Staff was
requesting the Council make a motion to formally ratify staff's action in allocating 52.5% of TOT funds received
between January 1, 2013, and June 30, 2013, in compliance with City Code Section 3-11-4.
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Jackson Fox moved, seconded by Charlotte Fugate, that the City Council formally ratify the action of staff in allocating
52.5% of the city’s Transient Occupancy Tax proceeds received after January 1, 2013, to the Street Fund for street
maintenance activities in compliance with City Code Section 3-11-4. Roll call vote: Crume-yes; Fox-yes; Fugate-yes;
Jones-out; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes; Cammack-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.

CORRESPONDENCE, COMMENTS, AND EX-OFFICIO REPORTS

e Mike Long stated at the work session, Councilor Jones asked about if it was a conflict having the auditing
firm help find the items that might be missed, to help reconcile the bank accounts. After checking how the
contract was written, and in speaking with the Auditors, it was decided there was no conflict. They were
not doing an audit; they were helping reconcile the accounts to arrive at a good beginning balance.

Councilor Fox stated they had access to all city books and computer system, correct? How did it work that
they didn’t have any skin in the game when they had audited the city for the previous two years, and also
the current year. He didn’t think they’d point out any wrongdoing they had part of.

Mr. Long stated that wasn’t what they were looking into. They were helping the Finance Department
confirm that all transactions that hit the bank aiso hit the General Ledger so they’'d have a reconciled bank
account. They were not looking into any wrong doing. They would be done after completing the
reconciliation.

Mayor Cammack reiterated they would get current with the reconciliations, and they’d be done.

Mr. Long stated they would be going out for bid again, too, as they did that every three years.

Councilor Verini stated they had discussed this as a Council some meetings back.

Mr. Long stated there wouldn’t be these types of problems when they got up and running with the new
system.

e Jay Henry provided an update from Winterbrook Planning on the industrial rail lands scoping project. This
was Phase | of the project, and he had approved just under $10K for this. There would be a cost of
approximately $22K more on the reports and another $12K on a traffic study. It was progressing well.
Original approval amount was $50K.

ADJOURN

Ron Verini moved, seconded by Norm Crume, that the meeting be adjourned. Roll call vote: Crume-yes; Fox-yes;
Fugate-yes; Jones-out; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes; Cammack-yes. Motion carried 6/0/1.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

LeRoy Cammack, Mayor Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder
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ONTARIO CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES
April 1, 2013

The regular meeting of the Ontario City Council was called to order by Council President Dan Jones at 7:00 p.m. on
Monday, April 1, 2013, in the Council Chambers of City Hall. Council members present were Norm Crume, Jackson
Fox, Charlotte Fugate, Dan Jones, Larry Tuttle, and Ron Verini.

Members of staff present were Jay Henry, Suzanne Skerjanec, Mike Long, Bob Walker, Larry Sullivan, Mark
Alexander, Dan Shepard, and John Bishop. The meeting was recorded on tape, and the tapes are available at City
Hall.

Jay Henry led everyone in the Pledge of Allegiance.

AGENDA
Council moved item 4A, Executive Session, ORS 192.660(2)(a}, to item 11.5.

Councilor Verini asked to add to the Agenda, under Old Business, the non-union discussions, as well as the Mayor
discussions, and to keep that ongoing.

Councilor Jones stated with the tight schedule that evening...
Councilor Fox interrupted with a point of order, as they couldn’t add things to a published agenda.

Larry Sullivan, City Attorney, stated the Public Meetings Laws did require posting of the meeting, but the public
body had the right to amend the Agenda at the meeting itself.

Councilor Jones stated that based on the full Agenda, he declined Councilor Verini’s request to add those items to
that evening’s Agenda. It would be on the next Agenda. Any comments Councilor Verini wanted to make with
regards to the Mayor, he could do so under Section 11 on the Agenda.

Jackson Fox moved, seconded by Larry Tuttle, to adopt the Agenda as amended. Roll call vote: Crume-yes; Fox-
yes; Fugate-yes; Jones-yes; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes. Motion carried 6/0/0.

PRESENTATION

Bob Walker, Public Works Director, stated with the recent cold weather, there had been a lot of frozen meters.
Based on problems associated with the weather, he and City Manager Jay Henry had put together a Certificate of
Appreciation, awarded to Public Works Operations, and it read: We would like to recognize and express our
appreciation for extraordinary efforts during the severe weather conditions experienced earlier this year. The
conditions were extreme, and your dedication to keeping our water system operational during this time was above
and beyond. All of you are willing to step up when needed. We thank you for this.

CONSENT AGENDA

Ronald Verini moved, seconded by Jackson Fox, to approve Consent Agenda item A: Approval of the Regular
Minutes of 03/18/2013; Item B: Liquor License Application: Albertson’s (Change of Ownership); Item C: Social
Gambling License Renewal: B.P.O. Elks Lodge #1690; and item D: Approval of the Bills. Roll call vote: Crume-yes;
Fox-yes; Fugate-yes; Jones-yes; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes. Motion carried 6/0/0.
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PUBLIC COMMENTS

Ruth Roland, Ontario, stated: What’s next? Today’s April Fool’s Day, and all day it’s been a kind of nice spring day,
that can make you feel cheerful and distracted or maybe unpredictable, like an April Fool. This time of year, with
winter behind us, we probably notice more good things around us. We finally get to pause and catch our breath,
and perhaps notice the good people around us more, and think of them in a more human way. The City of Ontario
and this City Council comes through a long, hard winter, battered by an atrociously disorganized city budget, but
once we emerge from those financial snow drifts, we find ourselves finally with some idea how much money the
city has to work with. Unfortunately, we now have a City Council without a Mayor, and now because of that I’m
wondering how the City Council is ever going to get anything accomplished to serve citizens, business people,
families, and working people they were entrusted to serve with fairness and respect. We all want our city to have a
great future, and be recognized throughout the region as a great community to live in, work in, and to operate a
business in. To right some wrongs, if necessary, and one of those wrongs is how the City Council dealt with the city’s
Teamster members in the Public Works Department. These Public Works employees again are carrying signs
outside City Hall this evening. They just need some fairness from the city, and a solution to this unfair implemented
contract offer. They are human beings with real families. All workers deserve to be respected and dealt with fairly
by their employer. And, by the way, I, and I’'m sure everyone in the city, appreciates the hard work our Public Works
employees did taking care of the water meters during this winter when everything was frozen up.

Dave Stiefvater, Ontario, stated: / want to address the Council about public safety. It’s an extreme concern for
myself and my wife. From our window, we’ve seen several people taken down in front of our house in the last ten
years. Law enforcement has been there, and Ontario PD has done an excellent job. | had a neighbor that’s been
drug-busted three times, dealing drugs out of his house. He’s now incarcerated again for the third time. Had a
[garbled] last summer, for [garbled] three houses down, and they had to use tear gas and they found him up in the
attic. My neighborhood is probably the safest one around because Mark has his guys patrol our neighborhood all
the time. But, Ontario is heading the wrong direction. They’ve cut our PD down, | would say over six years, | saw six
City Managers in that time period, our law enforcement we’re down at least five or six people, we don’t even have
a detective. Some of you guys might remember Dave Stevens; it’s a cold case. | don’t know if anyone remembers
Dave Stevens, but it’s never been solved. We don’t have time for our law enforcement to do that stuff. They’re
basically putting out fires. These guys are some of the best guys in the county, and in the State of Oregon. Mark is
doing an excellent job. | feel like his department is getting hamstringed, and we can’t afford it. We’ve got too much
gang stuff going on in our neighborhood. When | was in Traffic Safety, | went to John Day and they talked about
their Traffic Safety. Why don’t we get tough? Let’s educate our citizens to turn in people that look like they’re
dealing. Let’s get tough and those people won’t come here anymore. But you can’t be cutting back on law
enforcement, Ontario PD, right now. It’s a concern. My wife’s saying it’s time for us maybe to move. Is that what
you want us to do, as citizens? Thank you.

Robert Douglas, Ontario, stated: Thank you Council for giving us as citizens a chance to speak. We’ve lived at [not
printing address] for about 35% years, and | thought about adding up how many dollars that is that we’ve paid in to
the city budget over the years, but, a few, and | just want to say that our son now has been employed with the city
police here for two years, three years, and that kind of opened our eyes to what our police do. My wife Karen has
been on the Police Citizen Board, and that’s opened our eyes further. And then this last January, February, we took
the Sheriff’'s Academy. It just opened our eyes to what police do in our neighborhoods, and how valuable they are.
So, we are very staunchly behind our dollars providing for our public safety through that means. As a taxpayer, |
know I haven’t come and sat in these seats and expressed my opinion very much. We lead busy lives, but | have
been concerned, and frankly, a little bit upset about the pool and the golf course. | want to thank you. I think you’re
going in the right direction on the golf course, but you know, my dollars, | don’t have the money to go and recreate,
so my tax dollars to help somebody else recreate, kind of bugs me. If they want to recreate, that’s fine. I’'ve worked
all these years for Andrew’s Seed, and bless his heart, my employer helped build that thing, and I think he gave us
an albatross. That’s my piece. | am solemnly behind our firemen, our police, and our public works. They are
necessary. We've got to have them. But, recreation? That’s a choice. Thank you very much.
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NEW BUSINESS

Reguest for Special Permission to Connect to Sanitary Sewer: Bruce Erlebach

Dan Shepard, Engineering Technician Ili, stated that Bruce Erlebach, who has power of attorney for his father’s
property at 1500 Crest Way, [property itself owned by the Harry D. Erlebach Revocable Trust], was requesting
special permission from the Council to connect the property to the city’s sanitary sewer main. The main was
located in Crest Way, along the property’s frontage. The septic system was failing and Malheur County
Environmental would not issue a permit to repair the system because they were located within 300 feet of a
municipal sewer main.

Oregon Department of Environmental Quality regulations did not allow Malheur County Environmental to issue a
permit to fix or construct a septic system if the lot was within 300 feet of a public sewer system. Ontario Municipal
Code, Title 8, Chapter 7, Section 8-7-4(M) stated “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.” Previous requests
to connect from properties outside the city limits had been required by the City Council to annex if their property
was contiguous to the city limits. The property was contiguous to city limits and therefore able to annex.

Staff was currently working to have a neighborhood meeting for the Horning Way and Crest Way property owners
to determine how many were in favor of annexing as a group. As a condition to allowing Bruce Erlebach to
connect to the city sanitary sewer, staff recommended that he sign a Consent to Annex when an annexation for
the Horning Way and/or Crest Way area took place. If no agreement to annex the Horning Way and Crest Way
area was reached, Bruce Erlebach agreed to annex immediately. A public meeting was scheduled for April 16",

Councilor Fox requested a change to some of the verbiage in the proposed motion. He was in favor of the action,
but believed the named person should be changed to just “owner”. It would then follow the property.

Mr. Sullivan stated the property was owned by a Trust, and Mr. Erlebach was the Trustee, but there was nothing
wrong with the motion reflecting that the owner would sign.

Jackson Fox moved, seconded by Norm Crume, that the City Council give Bruce Erlebach special permission to
connect the property at 1500 Crest Way to the City of Ontario sanitary sewer main in Crest Way, with the following
conditions: #1 — the owner agrees to participate in the area annexation of Crest Way and Horning Way
neighborhood; and #2 —if the Horning Way and Crest Way area annexation cannot be formed, the owner agrees to
immediately annex into the city limits of Ontario. Roll call vote: Crume-yes; Fox-yes; Fugate-yes; Jones-yes; Tuttle-
yes; Verini-yes. Mation carried 6/0/0. :

UbiquiTel Water Tower Lease Amendment No. 1

Larry Sullivan, City Attorney, stated on March 4, 2013, the Council postponed further discussion on this action
pending a recommendation by the Public Works Committee. At the Public Works Committee meeting on March
21, 2013, the Committee reaffirmed its previous recommendation to the Council that the real property containing
the water tower be sold to reimburse the city for the cost of acquiring the new city shop building. It took no
position on the proposed UbiquiTel lease, because the Committee members had no information as to the effect
that the lease would have on the city’s ability to market the real property for sale.

The current lease would terminate on June 30, 2013. The City’s options included: 1) Allow the lease to terminate
and market the property without the lease; 2) Enter into the lease and market the property with the lease in place;
3) Negotiate for a shorter lease with Ubiquitel (such as a short-term one year renewal of the existing lease with the
old rent) while marketing the property; or 4) Allow the lease to expire, remove the tower, and market the real
property without the tower. The tower could potentially be sold for scrap under this option, with the purchaser of
the scrap paying the cost of removing the tower. Otherwise, under the 4™ option, it would have to be removed at
the city’s expense.
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The lessee’s proposed lease extension included a $647 rent increase for the first year over the current lease, to
$1,500 per month, with 3% annual increases. The lease was a five-year lease, with optional renewals by the lessee
for three more five-year terms, for a total of twenty years. If the city entered into the UbiquiTel lease, it would
gross $95,564.44 in rent during the first five years. If the lease continued the full 20 years, the city would gross
$483,667 in rent.

In a formal appraisal done for the city by R. W. “Wayne” McConnnell in April, 2012, the water tower parcel was
appraised. That appraisal was discussed with the Council in executive session at that time. If the Council wanted to
review that appraisal in determining whether to market the water tower property, it could do so in either open
session or executive session under real property negotiations.

Councilor Crume asked about the cost for taking down the tower.

Mr. Walker stated it would be $100K to take both towers down, as long as there was no lead-based paint involved.
One tower had that. That would seriously increase the cost of tear-down. He assumed there was probably lead in
the other tower as well. One tower was just shy of 100 years old, and the other by the old city shop was newer. He
had also looked into who was currently leasing that tower from the city.

Mr. Sullivan stated it was ESD, through a revocable license. The city was just letting them use it. The license had
expired last year, but they continued to use it. The city could require them to remove their equipment. There was
no payment involved.

Councilor Jones stated there was the possibility of making some revenue off the leasing of the tower, but there
was also an issue presented three years ago, to the Council, a plan to market the property for the purchase of the
new Public Works facility. Now they were realigning what they said was going to happen. He was all for the $95K
for a five year term, but they needed to make it surplus property with the tower in the center of it, and if they got
an offer, move the tower. The Council needed to declare it surplus property, or Public Works needed to come back
with a good idea on what to use that property for. He felt the Council had been miss-lead again.

Mr. Sullivan stated when Public Works made that recommendation, there were still several years to go on the
existing lease, for considerably less money.

Councilor Jones asked the City Manager and the Public Works Director what their plans were for the property.

Mr. Walker stated they could market with the tower on it, because anyone who purchased the property would
receive the $1500 a month revenue from the tower lease. Staff was willing to list it as surpius.

Councilor Tuttle stated he would be willing to look at a 5-year lease, with the ability to cancel if necessary. If they
put the property up for sale, that tower could screw up the deal or could help the deal. He didn’t think the city
should commit to a 20-year lease. It would give room to negotiate.

Mr. Sullivan stated one issue with the Sprint people in their request for such a long lease was that they were going
to put more equipment on the tower, for a significant investment, and they didn’t want to make that investment if
they couldn’t take advantage of using the tower for a long period of time. He explained to the UbiquiTel
representative staff’'s concerns about the integrity of the tower, potentially having to repair the tower in that 20-
year period, and the rep asked if the city would be willing to go with a 10-year lease. He had no indication they
would be willing or interested in going shorter than 10 years. He also didn’t know what they’d say about including
some type of “escape” clause in the lease. If it was the Council’s decision not to move forward with this lease, or
prefer to discuss alternatives, what would the Council be willing to consider?
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Councilor Crume stated he believed the reason they wanted to lease it was to pay back the new building. The five-
year lease was considerably lower than what it was valued at. It might not be wise to sell it because they could get
more money from a lease. He thought they could take a portion of the lease money, set it aside in a special
account, for removal of the tower, if they kept it that long. It was still somewhat usable for the city. Whether the
city kept it, or sold off the property, at some point, the tower would have to come down. The sale of the property
would be considerably less than a 5-year lease.

Councilor Jones asked if the $1500 per month rent was agreeable to Sprint on a 5-year term?

Mr. Sullivan stated the reason he presented a 5-year lease was because that was the guaranteed minimum the city
would receive. It had a 5-year renewable option the Lessee could choose to exercise. The city had no control over
whether Sprint went beyond five years, but they would be locked into a minimum of five. This was similar to the
original lease, which was two 5-year increments.

Councilor Fox asked if the company could sublease?

Mr. Sullivan stated no, it was just Sprint. Anyone else would have to deal directly with the city.

Councilor Jones asked if the city could split the property into three sections, and surplus each end of it and keep
the tower? There was cash-flow there.

Mr. Sullivan stated he didn’t know if it met the minimum lot size to allow subdividing into smaller Iots. It might be
possible.

Councilor Jones verified if they passed the S5-year least, it would go back to Sprint for acceptance?

Mr. Sullivan stated that was correct, because Sprint had proposed a 20-year lease. They would sign the lease in the
Council packet if it was for a 20-year extension in five year increments.

Councilor Jones stated he would be in favor of a 5-year lease at $1500 a month. Send that to Sprint to get their
response.

Councilor Crume stated his comfort level would be with a 10-year lease. Sprint/UbiquiTel might be more likely to
sign an agreement for that length. Keeping it and leasing it would generate far more money than they would make
selling it outright.

Councilor Fox asked how much the taxes would be.

Councilor Crume state the city didn’t pay taxes.

Councilor Fox stated they would now, if rezoned to Industrial.

Mr. Sullivan stated it was still owned by the city. The zone designation didn’t determine if taxes were paid, it was
the use. If owned by the city, it would not be taxed.

Councilor Fox stated that was completely different than the Planning Department said.

Mr. Sullivan stated if the entire piece was leased out, the Assessor’s Office would require property taxes, if the city
leased out a completed parcel of city-owned property. But, only 200 square feet was being leased out under this
parcel. Because the city owned it, that meant it was public property that wasn’t taxed, unless the city leased it out.
The water tower property was not subject to property taxes. That wouldn’t change because of a zone change.
Most cities didn’t even have a Public Facility zone.

COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES, APRIL 1, 2013 PAGE 5/14.



CITY OF ONTARIO 444 SW 4™ STREET ONTARIO OREGON 97914

Councilor Verini stated if they leased it for the 20 years, but after the ninth year, they ran into structural problems,
what would the city’s responsibility be to UbiquiTel?

Mr. Sullivan stated it would be to provide them the ability to use the tower, so it would be city’s obligation to
repair the tower to continue the use. There might be ways to do a tower repair that might not be expensive,
because all they were looking for was the elevation, with a structure strong enough to support their equipment.
Norm Crume moved, seconded by Charlotte Fugate, that the Council approve Amendment No. 1 to the water
tower lease with UbiquiTel, Inc., with an minimum 10-year lease. Roll call vote: Crume-yes; Fox-no; Fugate-yes;

Jones-yes; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes. Motion carried 5/1/0.

Mr. Walker stated the police department also used both towers for various types of communication.

DISCUSSION ITEMS

Councilor Jones stated they would be discussing items they didn’t have time to address at the Thursday Work Session.

$5K Request for Poverty to Prosperity Project

Councilor Fugate stated about 15 years ago, TVCC had a vocational agenda. They chose to eliminate those things. So,
those things had been in the community before, so she believed the $5K should come from TVCC. She didn’t believe
the city was obligated to pay that.

Councilor Jones stated he didn’t know that the city was obligated; they were asked to provide the $5K toward the
start-up of this foundation. Malheur County indicated they would also contribute $5K. He toured the school in Wilder
[garbled] and it had all the school districts’ attention. He was in favor of it.

Councilor Fox voiced his support.

Councilor Crume stated he supported it with a caveat. He was in favor of the project, but had some questions. First,
where would they take the $5K from, and strongly urged that it not come from the General Fund. Also, they had a
situation with non-reps getting their insurance taken care of. It was stated when the Audit was back, they’d discuss it
again. To spend more money before taking care of back projects they promised to take care of, seemed out of line and
out of order. It wasn’t proper to spend money on things that just popped up suddenly, when they hadn’t taken care of
their past commitments. He felt uncomfortable moving forward with this project until they took care of the others.

Mr. Henry stated the Council could direct staff to take the money from whichever account they wanted. There might
be some funds in Economic Development.

Councilor Verini was in support of the $5K payment to the project, but he was also in agreement with Councilor
Crume’s comments regarding paying from somewhere other than the General Fund. He wanted to know what the
funds would be used for.

Councilor Fox stated the group had to hire lobbyists and a secretary for the office to help in preparing documents.
They also filed for 501(c)(3) status, so the books would be open and available.

Consensus to direct the City Manager to proceed with funding the $5K to Poverty to Prosperity, and to look into where
to take the money from, other than from the General Fund.

Councilor Crume wanted an answer to the non-reps insurance issue. It was an issue of good faith in working with the
employees and taking care of a commitment the Council had. He didn’t want to spend money until they took care of
prior commitments.

Councilor Jones stated that issue would be on the next Agenda.
10
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Request for Funding: Snake River Transit
Councilor Crume asked where they were at on the benches and shelters.

Loni Debban, SRT, stated in her hand-out, the benches and shelters were discussed. She had spoken with ODOT and
was waiting on a price agreement for the benches. They were looking at having them in the fall.

Councilor Crume asked what the reason was for Ontario being so far behind in getting the benches in place. He
thought they had been ready to move forward with the benches and shelters over a year ago.

Ms. Debban stated that the grant was written, but then ODOT began working on getting a price agreement together
for the benches, since they could get a better price, so they asked for a grant extension to allow them to get in on
that, and the extension was granted. She stated they would be asking the city for $20K. In looking at the budget she
provided, in order to apply for the grant, which was $169,875, the project had to be at least $302,915. The city of
Ontario’s amount was $168K; the grant amount was $88,906, which meant she had to come up with $69,628 in
match. How she got that match was $15K from Malheur County, $20K from Ontario last year, $15K from Malheur
Federal Credit Union advertising, and the remainder was estimated bench advertising. They had also contributed
towards the benches and other parts of this. She hoped they saw the value of the bussing system.

Liaison Appointments: Internal vs. External ]
Councilor Jones stated he requested this because there was some confusion on how the committees worked and the
lack of information coming from the committees. Regarding internal appointments, he had a concern about a
Councilor meeting with a department head, privately, or going around the City Manager. That didn’t go well with how
the Charter was written, or how they were supposed to let the City Manager manage the city. Personally, the internal
liaisons had disrupted some of the operations.

Mr. Henry stated what they were doing now was putting the city at risk of violating the Charter. In a City Manager
form of government, there was the Council overall providing the general direction to everyone, but also directly under
the Council were the various committees, who reported directly ot the Council, not the City Manager. Under the City
Manager, should be the departments directly. Having internal liaisons to each department, in addition to committees,
muddied the water. It gave the impression that it was alright for an elected official to go around the City Manager and
directly have input in that department with that department head. He strongly believed the internal liaison policy was
something that happened over the years in Ontario, and it probably shouldn’t have. He much preferred to be
responsible for his department heads, not the Council.

Councilor Verini stated he agreed, but the external and internal appointments, he didn’t think had been a problem.
Looking forward, the external appointments made sense, and not having the internal appointments at all. He never
saw the difference between the two.

Councilor Jones stated he wanted to eliminate the internal appointments, and then discuss the function of the
external, and how they could enhance the committees to be more efficient. Was there a consensus to eliminate the
internal appointments? There were external appointments to committees such as the Airport, Planning & Zoning,
Audit, Golf, or Public Works, that's where, to him, there should be a representative from each committee, who came
before the Council, on a quarterly basis, with any issues. That’s where the Council liaison could be very effective.

Councilor Verini stated he liked that the Councilor who attended the committee meetings, could come back to the
Council and provide information or report any issues.

Councilor Jones stated two examples were the Golf Committee and the Airport Committee. Those committees
currently had no direction, had no idea how to proceed, or what their function was. Was it the Councilor's
responsibility to guide that committee? The Council wasn’t getting much out of the committees, and the committees
were getting frustrated.

Councilor Fugate stated since the city leased out the Golf Course, they reaily shouldn’t have anything to do with the

Golf Committee anymore.
11
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Councilor Jones asked if they wanted to dissolve the Golf Committee.
Councilor Verini stated the city and Council still had to oversee the course.

Councilor Crume stated presentations to the Council should be coming from the new Lessee, per his contract. He had
heard from the Golf Committee, that they wondered why they were there. He thought they should listen to what the
current membership had to say. On the Airport Committee, he had attended all their meetings, and the department
head had run the meeting. As a liaison, he listened, but didn’t provide input unless he was asked a question. He then
informed the Council following the meeting. He thought the Airport Committee was very beneficial, and was great at
keeping things in line.

Councilor Fugate stated that, for example, Councilor Fox had been the liaison for the Finance Department, so if they
eliminated the internal liaison appointments, they’d lose communication with that department.

Mr. Henry stated what could happen in those type of situations, for example, if Councilor Fox went to the Finance
Director, and voiced a concern about an issue, because it was an elected official, the Director would drop whatever he
was working on, and start working on what might be brought up. That Councilor might not know there were other
things the Director should be working on, that might have been dictated by the City Manager. It could muddy up the
water. If the Council needed something from the Finance Director, they should be coming to him.

Councilor Fox stated he had never gone to see Mr. Long, or the previous Finance Director, without speaking with the
City Manager first, and inviting him to the meeting.

Mr. Henry agreed — he was using a “what if”, not implying that had actually occurred.
Councilor Jones stated they had the right as Councilors to do that at any time.

Councilor Fugate stated Mr. Lawrence made it clear that if the Council wanted to speak with staff, they had to go
through him. But, Mr. Henry hadn’t made that as clear, and she had fouled up and said some things she probably
shouldn’t have, and she apologized for that.

Councilor Jones asked if the Council was in agreement to eliminate the internal liaison appointments to the
department heads.

Councilor Fox stated no, he didn’t agree. He saw the value in it.
Councilor Jones asked for a consensus on the issue.

Councilor Verini — okay; Councilor Fox — not sure, he wanted more time to think about it; Councilor Fugate ~ okay;
Councilor Crume — okay; Councilor Tuttle — okay; Councilor Jones - okay.

Mr. Sullivan stated one thing the Council should realize in the oversight function they played, it required the individual
Councilor to have an understanding of the operations of the city. His understanding of the liaison function wasn’t to
necessarily have any individual Councilor telling any staff person what to do, it was almost to educate a Councilor on
how a department was functioning, and what type of work was being done, or how many employees were in that
department, not so much to cause those people to have an influential role on how that department operated. If an
individual Councilor developed some expertise, and was able to share that with the other Councilors, that could be a
possible thing. If eliminated, there had to be some other way for the liaisons to be able to get that level of
information. if they didn’t feel that was how it had been done in the past, maybe there wasn’t a reason for those
liaisons.

12
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Mr. Henry stated he strongly disagreed. In the past, since he had been on staff, they’d had elected officials sit in on
department head meetings and attempt to director staff. They had to get a handle on that. It was difficult for a City
Manager to go to an elected official and tell them to leave a meeting. He wanted to eliminate that from happening.

Councilor Verini stated the City Attorney was correct in what he stated, but they were going to get the same things
from the liaison, externally. That liaison would not only attend their committee liaison meeting, but if they wanted to
work closer with the department head, that option was there, but through the City Manager.

Councilor Jones stated there was a majority consensus to eliminate the internal liaison appointments. If any Councilor
had a questions or an issue with a department, they needed to contact and go through the City Manager. This wasn’t
going to eliminate their contact with the departments.

9-1-1

Mark Alexander, Police Chief, stated during the budget meetings, they had discussed the possibility of a 9-1-1

consolidation. He wanted to get ahead of that, in case there was interest in that, or there were conversations going on

about it. He provided some information with some details he’d like to cover with the Council. Some bullet points:
e 9-1-1in Oregon is administered by Oregon Emergency Management (OEM) under ORS Chapter 403
e $0.75 tax on each phone is paid to the state by phone companies
e Quarterly distributions made back to the cities/counties based on population. Malheur County distribution

for 2012:

Adrian $872

Jordan Valley $872

Nyssa 515,586

Ontario $55,356

Vale $9,092

Matheur County $316,152

e  Ontario FY 2012/13 9-1-1 fund budget $544,833
$463,475 transfer from General Fund into 9-1-1 fund to operate. Also, the 9-1-1 generates approximately
$26,000 in revenue through distribution of reports, etc. There are also contract with the TV Paramedics, and
as the Ontario Fire District exceed the City of Ontario city fimits, Malheur County provided some funding for
managing fire issues for Ontario Rural Fire Department.

e 9-1-1 tax dollars funds the function of answering 9-1-1 calls and advising the property agency with jurisdiction
of that call. Imperative to remember funding ends at that point.

e Ontario 9-1-1 has 6 FTEs; Malheur County 9-1-1 has 6 FTEs.

e Stats from 2012:

VVVVVY

» Calls for Service: OPD 10,538 MCSO 4,079 Nyssa PD 2,105
» Traffic Stops: OPD 2,345 MCSO 1,419 Nyssa PD 1,029
> CAD Entries: OPD 19,534 MCSO 5,644 Nyssa PD 3,170
>

There were 6,043 9-1-1- calls, and 50,405 business calls, with 10,000 calls to dispatch for MCSO. Also,
these numbers do not include fire, ambulance, or public works calls. There were 28 entities that used the
two centers.
e  Options for consolidation:
» Consolidate at Ontario Police Station
» Consolidate at Malheur County Sheriff’s Office
» Stand along agency with a Director and a User Board
» They are also exploring the legalities of Oregon 9-1-1 in Idaho (Can’t do it)
e See list of tasks and duties. Need to identify those that remain here if consolidation occurs at the Sheriff's
Office.
e State legislature is exploring nine regional consolidated 9-1-1 centers.
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The following are duties and tasks performed by the Ontario 9-1-1 PSAP on a 24/7/365 basis:

Provide radio dispatching/paging for Ontario Police, Fire, and Treasure Valley Paramedics;
Provide back-up/supplemental radio dispatching for Oregon State Police, Malheur County Sheriff, and Parole
and Probation;

Answer 9-1-1 phone calls for police, fire, and medical needs;

Answer business phone lines for Ontario Police;

Answer general questions from public by phone and with walk-in traffic*;

Dispatch/page after hours for Ontario Public Works;

Answer/monitor National Weather Service phone;

Monitor teletypes from public safety agencies nationwide;

Prepare dispatch logs for Ontario Fire and TV Paramedics;

Coordinate assistance and response from outside agencies (Lifeways, DHS, SPD, LE Advocates, Juvenile
Department, Parole & Probation, etc.)

Search female prisoners/informants/accompany female prisoners to restroom**;

Provide interpretation of victims, witnesses, and suspects when bi-lingual officer unavailable*;
Monitor video surveillance of City Hall and prisoner holding cells**;

Write police reports as needed from walk-in traffic and as a result of phone conversations, radio traffic and
general duties¥;

Data entry*;

Prepare press logs from media*;

Review, run inquires for stolen property from second-hand dealers*;

Prepare data/statistics for state and federal Uniform Crime Reporting*;

9-1-1 education for the public;

Register sex offenders*;

Take bail for warrants¥;

Facilitate emergency lodging and traveler assistance*;

Prepare vehicle releases for those retrieving impounded vehicles*;

Distribute reports by mail, email, and fax to prosecutor, courts, and other public safety agencies*;
Distribute records in accordance to public records laws to insurance companies®;

Run criminal histories of arrestees for prosecutor and provide results;

Run criminal histories for city departments who employ those who work with children*;
Provide recordings of radio and phone traffic;

Receive and release funds for Aquatic Center and Golf Course*;

Distribute/process fingerprint cards for civil fingerprinting*;

Distribute gun locks through the safety program*;

Provide crash data to State of Oregon®;

Maintain Master Street Addressing Guide information;

Assist with the distribution of media releases*;

Obtain and maintain list of current business/residence owners in case of emergency*;

Take, maintain, and distribute keys for city travel car*;

Issue yard sale permits*;

Prepare and distribute jail arrest commitments;

Send letters to victims of stolen property as required to validate LEDS property entries*;
Coordinate telephonic search warrants for Ontario Police and surrounding agencies*;

Purge records in accordance with State of Oregon archive laws*;

Provide City Hall reception when front door is locked/closed*;

Provide a place of shelter/escape for crime victims**

*= Need to still have in Ontario, as the County will not be providing those services; **= Must have at City Hall due to
liability issues.
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Councilor Jones stated in their previous Tuesday meeting, Mr. Henry had indicated he knew some individuals who
were experienced in 9-1-1 operations. With this issue coming to the table, would it be to the city’s advantage to
inquire, to see if someone might be able to come to Ontario to look at this situation and provide feedback?

Mr. Henry stated he would get with Chief Alexander to put something together.

Councilor Jones asked what the next step would be on this project.

Mr. Henry stated he wasn’t sure. It was a very complicated subject. He’d look into it and report back.

Councilor Verini asked if this issue had been discussed before, by prior Chiefs.

Chief Alexander stated it had been discussed for years, during every budget year. It always boiled down to the ability

to do it or not. It went back and forth all the time.

CORRESPONDENCE, COMMENTS, AND EX-OFFICIO REPORTS

e Larry Sullivan stated he had spoken with Stephanie Williams about the city maintaining the status quo
with the city having an existing contract with the City of Fruitland, good until 2015, which allowed the city
to have the use of Dwayne Holloway as a Building Inspector. The city had had an internal building
inspection program like that being provided by Mr. Holloway since the 1970s. It was state approved, and
the issue was whether or not there was any way the county would interfere with the city’s ability to
continue that service. The answer from Ms. Williams was no. If the city wanted to continue the status quo
under that contract, and to have its own building inspection program, there was nothing the county
intended to do to interfere with that. If the city wanted to enter into a contract with a building inspector
to do inspections outside the Ontario city limits, Ms. Williams stated there was nothing the county to do
to interfere with that, if that was the city’s decision. From the county’s standpoint, they’d like to be able
to offer the person they were negotiating with, Chris Ruddell, the opportunity to do those inspections
inside the city limits, because it would make it a more attractive contract for him, but that would have to
be something the city wanted to happen. If the city didn’t want it, it wouldn’t happen.

Councilor Fugate stated she didn’t think Mr. Holloway was certified to do electrical inspections.

Mr. Sullivan stated he wasn’t. With the plumbing and electrical inspections, the county was going to
negotiate with other people to take over the inspections of those two. Once the county had an inspection
program in place, the city would use that person or business for electrical and plumbing inspections.
Councilor Jones asked if the city’s current contract could be broken.

Mr. Sullivan stated it could be terminated by either party with 180-day notice.

Councilor Jones stated this needed to be brought back to the next meeting as a topic for discussion.
Inspections, Inc. would no longer be in business as of June 30", and the city would not have inspectors.

Councilor Fugate stated the city would just use the county’s inspectors.

Councilor Jones stated they really didn’t understand the dynamics of what was going to happen. This was
a very important issue, and it wasn’t on the Agenda, so put it on there for the next Work Session. It was a
critical action for both the City of Ontario and Malheur County. They could have an open discussion, with
all the details and everyone’s input.
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Mr. Sullivan stated a problem facing the county was that it hadn’t been able to provide the city with any
details because the person they were negotiating with wouldn’t be meeting with the County Court until
Wednesday, to provide his proposal to the county. Until that happened, there wasn’t much the county
could share with the city regarding any options.

e Councilor Verini stated Ron Wyden was going to be in Ontario High School at 10:15 on April 5™ Also, April
was the month of the military child, and on April 6"’, there would be a celebration at the Boys & Girls Club,
from 10:00 until 2:00. All children and families were welcome to attend, but they did have to register with
Tara Howey at the National Guard Armory.

e  Councilor Fugate stated there would be a Feral Cat Project yard sale this coming week-end, 9-6, Thu-Sat.

e Councilor Crume stated at the last meeting they had a Council consensus that two Councilors would meet
with the City Manager to talk about issues with his contract. It got changed. He wanted to understand
how someone thought they had the authority to change that without the consensus of the Council.
Councilor Jones’ statement was “/ just spoke with Larry Tuttle, and | agree that there should be only one to
review your contract. | would recommend to the Council to allow Larry to meet with you privately, then the
whole Council can then review what you two agree upon or discuss.” While he agreed with the statement,
the problem was that didn’t happen. He knew that members of the Council complained about another
Councilor doing that same type of thing repeatedly, and he was concerned that it was starting up again.
He would say that the end result was fine, but the process wasn’t followed correctly. A phone call could
have been made. He couldn’t speak for any other Councilors, but had he been called, he would have
supported it, but the process was eliminated that shouldn’t have been. it was the principle involved.

Councilor Jones stated there was more to the email that Councilor Crume read, which continued with.
“Also, could you have Tori pull the Mayor’s vacancy off the meeting Agenda, due to the deadlock at this
time, and send this email to the rest of the Council.” Since he hadn’t received another email or any phone
calls from the other Councilors, he assumed that everyone was good with it. He would ensure that when
he sent any future emails, they were followed up on. it fell through the cracks, and he apologized. That
had not been his intent.

Councilor Crume he knew that, because the statement was correct. He just felt the Council was shorted.
However, he didn’t understand where a Council President had the authority to make a recommendation
to put someone in there, when it had been the Council’s agreement to have two people there, rather than
Councilor Jones making a recommendation. He didn’t want to argue, but he didn’t think it was right how it
happened.

¢ Councilor Jones stated with regard to the Mayor’s vacancy, if any Councilor had a change of position, then
it would go onto the Agenda.

Councilor Verini stated the Mayor’s vacancy should be on every Agenda. It was not only between the two
individuals who had their names in the hat for the position, but there was also the discussion on how they
could move forward, pending a 3-3 split. There were other avenues they could take.

Councilor Jones stated they were going to follow the City Charter.

Councilor Verini agreed, that’s what he meant by other avenues.

Councilor Jones stated according to the City Charter, with the Mayor’s vacancy, the President runs the
meetings and appoints the Council, and until one of the Councilors voiced a change in position, it would

continue to come back to the floor. Until then, according to the Charter, they would proceed with
business, they would proceed with the budget, and they would continue to move forward.
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Councilor Verini stated it was his understanding that they, as a Council, made the determination as to
how to move forward.

Councilor Jones stated that Councilor Verini could request that the City Manager put it on the Agenda. He
needed to make the motion.

Councilor Verini stated he didn’t need to make a motion; he only wanted to discuss it.
Councilor Jones asked what there was to discuss.

Councilor Verini stated it was about the different avenues in moving forward. They, as a Council, had to
elect the next Mayor’s position. They could stay in a stalemate forever.

Councilor Jones stated it wouldn’t stay in a stalemate. There was nothing wrong with their process.
According to the Charter, in the Mayor’s vacancy, the President of the Council ran the meeting.

Councilor Verini agreed that he ran the meetings, but he didn’t run the Council.

Councilor Jones continued with this Council, six fully capable Councilors, they could fulfill their obligations
as Councilors. It was deadlocked.

Councilor Verini stated it was only deadiocked between Councilor Jones and himself. it wasn’t deadlocked
with regard to the conversation on how the Council could move forward. There might be other avenues of
procedure. They hadn’t even discussed it; they hadn’t discussed the possibility of a third party taking that
position.

Councilor Tuttle stated he should make the request to the City Manager to put it on the Agenda.
Councilor Verini stated he had already done that.

Councilor Jones stated he hadn’t done that. He hadn’t requested it during their Tuesday Agenda review,
and that’s when the Agenda was set.

Councilor Verini stated he had just requested it that evening.

Councilor Jones stated that wasn’t the proper procedure. They met every Tuesday before the Council
meeting, to set and work out the Agenda. Councilor Verini was welcome to attend the next Tuesday
meeting to ask the City Manager to place it on the Agenda.

Councilor Verini stated he was asking now that it be put on the Agenda.
Councilor Fox called for a point of order. This discussion was not on the Agenda.

Councilor Crume called for a point of order, too. They were currently under Correspondence, Comments
and Ex-Officio reports, and a Councilor had the ability to say whatever he pleased.

Mr. Sullivan stated that was correct, but he also pointed out that according to the Council Rules of
Procedure, Section Ill, read, in part, that “The Mayor, Councilor, or City Manager, may place an item on
the Agenda.” Any individual Councilor could request that an item be placed on the Agenda. There was no
requirement that anyone attend that Tuesday meeting.

Councilor Fox asked if, after the Ex-Officio reports, and everyone had taken their turn, how many turns
did they all get? That’s the point of order he was talking about. Robert’s Rules of Order was what dictated
the Council. He was correct on his point of order, and they all voted to follow those Rules.
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Councilor Jones asked if it was the consensus of the Council to discuss the Mayor’s vacancy at the current
time.

Mr. Sullivan stated, for clarification, the Council Rules read that any Councilor could request an item be
placed on the Agenda. It didn’t read that item would be placed on the Agenda at that meeting. It would
be appropriate to agree to place it on the next Agenda. The Council Rules didn’t allow an item to be
placed on the Agenda at that meeting, at the request of a Councilor, unless it was an emergency, or a
consensus.

Councilor Jones asked that Mr. Henry place the Mayor’s vacancy discussion on the Work Session Agenda.

Mr. Henry stated it would be taken care of.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

ORS 192.660(2)(a)

An executive session was called at 9:20 pm under provisions of ORS 192.660(2)(a) to consider employment of an
officer, employee, staff member, or agent. The Council reconvened into regular session at 9:58 pm.

ADJOURN

Norm Crume moved, seconded by Charlotte Fugate, that the meeting be adjourned. Roll call vote: Crume-yes;
Fox-yes; Fugate-yes; Jones-yes; Tuttle-yes; Verini-yes. Motion carried 6/0/0.

APPROVED: ATTEST:

Dan Jones, Council President Tori Barnett, MMC, City Recorder
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AGENDA REPORT
October 7, 2013

To: Mayor and City Council

FROM: Mark Alexander, Chief of Police

THROUGH: Jay Henry, City Manager
SUBJECT: APPLICATION TO OPERATE A TAXICAB SERVICE

DATE: September 23, 2013

SUMMARY:

Attached are the following documents:
e Application for License
e OMC 3-6: Taxicab Regulations

“Taxi U’ taxi service owned by Theodore Griffin, has applied for a license to operate a taxicab service
within the City of Ontario.

BACKGROUND:

Ontario Municipal Code Title 3, Chapter 6 requires anyone wishing to operate a taxicab business must
fill out an application for a license to operate a taxicab with the City Recorder. Once an application has
been approved by the City Council, a license to operate a taxicab will be issued upon payment of $60
per vehicle per year.

The City has received a Taxicab Service application for Taxi U out of Boise, Idaho. The
applicant/operator, Theodore Griffin, has an extensive driving record through the State of Idaho that

includes violations, crimes and suspensions.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that City Council deny a Taxicab Service license to U Taxi.
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Approved Rejected by Ontario City Council on , 200__.

City Recorder

Submit with Non-Refundable Application Annual License Fee:
Processing Fee of $20 per vehicle. $60 per vehicle
Number of Vehicles: _/__

APPLICATION TO OPERATE TAX! SERVICE
New Applicant [] Renewal
COMPANY NAME:___ 7AX/ Y
COMPANY OWNERS:_7 ED_GRI[FF/X/
ADDRESS OF BUSINESS:_ 74/3 W _(CORY LA/ /39/52,725 8304
NAME OF MANAGER.___ 7 2D (2R | FIF/#

NAMES AND DRIVERS LICENSE NUMBERS OF DRIVERS:

) WFMZ E. (RN Brasate D Z£ 325 722 G

2) #state__ ]
3) #{state__ ]
4) #{state___]
5) #[state___]

(ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED)

PAST CRIMINAL RECORDS OF OWNERS, MANAGERS AND DRIVERS.
If no known past criminal record, please state: None

Owner's past criminal record contains the following:

A FF  TRAFFIC. /I0LATINS
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Manager’s past criminal record contains the following:

GAPE -

Drivers’ past criminal records contain the foliowing:

SpNIE

NAME AND TELEPHONE OF INSURANCE COMPANY AND POLICY NUMBER
HERITAGE  Zhosufita it 28 ) Y02-5055
DESCRIPTION OF VEHICLES TO BE USED FOR HIRE WITHIN THE CITY OF ONTARIQ.

Vehicle 1:  Make CHFVY | Model (/43¢ Color Q{/AZ ; Plate #’/4' é V?é;(

Vehicle 2. Make : Model : Color . Plate #
Vehicle 3: Make - Model : Color - Plate #
Vehicle 4: Make ; Model : Color ; Plate #

(ATTACH SEPARATE SHEET IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS NEEDED)

| hereby authorize the City of Ontario or their agents or authorized representatives to make a complete
investigation of my criminal background and to disclose such information as may be reasonably
necessary to conduct such an investigation; | hereby authorize every person or organization having
information or documents relating to me, including without limitation, criminal records and credit history,
to provide that information and documents to the City of Ontario or their agents or authorized
representatives; | hereby release and exonerate any person or organization supplying requested
information in connection with this investigation discussed above from liability of any Kind resuiting from
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the investigation or from fumishing information; and | understand that the information fumished in and in
connection with this application is confidential and will not be disclosed to persons other than the above-
named landlord and its agents and authorized representatives without my prior consent.

e G20~ [3 sy

Applicant Manag€r s Signature
/
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“MUST ACCOMPANY APPLICATION TO OPERATE TAXI SERVICE*
(copy as needed)

DRIVER #

|

TAXICAB DRIVER APPLICATION
DRIVER'S FULL NAME:__ 7/, HEIPDORE &, GRIFFvV TTT

DRIVER'S ADDRESS: 74/ (3 [ CIRY” LA/ /30(4E

DRIVER'S BIRTH DATE.(L ~/4 €3
DRIVER'S LICENSE NUMBER __[state ) | ZE 325 722G

COMPANY FOR WHICH DRIVER WILL BE DRIVING: THX)

DRIVER'S PAST CRIMINAL HISTORY, DRIVING HISTORY AND ANY HISTORY OF
PHYSICAL OR MENTAL DISEASE OR DISABILITY:

Somp  TRAEFIC _U/jolAT1007

| hereby authorize the City of Ontario or their agents or authorized representatives to make a complete
investigation of my criminal background and to disclose such information as may be reasonably
necessary to conduct such an investigation; | hereby authorize every person or organization having
information or documents relating to me, including without limitation, criminal records, medical records
and credit history, to provide that information and documents to the City of Ontario or their agents or
authorized representatives; | hereby release and exonerate any person or organization supplying
requested information in connection with this investigation discussed above from liability of any kind
resulting from the investigation or from fumnishing information; and | understand that the information
furnished in and in connection with this application is confidential and will not be disclosed to persons
other than the above-named landiord and its agents and authorized representatives without my prior

pateD: 7 — 20—/ 3

consent.
Applicant DrWure o~
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Ontario, Oregon, Code of Ordinances >> Title 3 - BUSINESS REGULATIONS >> Chapter 6 - TAXICABS
>>

Chapter 6 - TAXICABS

Sections:
3-6-1 - License required.
3-6-2 - Annual application and fees.
3-6-3 - License and driver approval required.
3-6-4 - Liability insurance required.
3-6-5 - Taxicab stands designated.
3-6-6 - Vehicle inspection.
3-6-7 - Rates required to be posted.

3-6-8 - Revocation of license.

3-6-9 - Penalty.

3-6-1 - License required.

No person, firm, copartnership or corporation shall operate any taxicab, or vehicle for hire for
the transportation of passengers within the corporate limits of the City, without first procuring a
license from the City Recorder for the operation of such cab or vehicle, which license shall be
prominently displayed for the view of all passengers.

{Amd. Ord. 2414, 9-8-98)

3-6-2 - Annual application and fees.

(A)  Business Application. Annually, during the month of July, each person, firm, copartnership or
corporation operating any taxicab, or vehicle for hire within the corporate limits of the City,
shall file an application for a license with the City Recorder for the City of Ontario. All
applications for licenses to operate a vehicle for hire for the purpose of transportation of
passengers shall state:

Company name.
Company owners.
Address of business.
Name of manager.
(A)  Names and drivers license numbers of drivers.
Past criminal records of owners, manager and drivers.

Name of insurance company and policy number.

Make, type and license plate number of each vehicle to be used for hire within
Ontario.
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Such applications shall be submitted to the City Council for approval or
rejection, and shall be accompanied by a twenty doliar ($20.00) nonrefundable
application processing fee.

If said application shall be approved, a license to operate the business shall be
issued by the City Recorder upon compliance to the vehicle inspection requirements
of this Code and upon the payment to the City Recorder of the sum of sixty dollars
($60.00) per vehicle per year. Said license shall continue in effect upon the
submission of a renewal application and payment of sixty dollars ($60.00) per vehicle
per year for each ensuing year and upon compliance with all other sections of this
Code, until said license be revoked by the City Council.

Between license renewals, Owner shall be responsible to notify City of any
changes in: (1) ownership, (2) vehicles, (3) drivers, and (4) business location, prior to
the change.

Taxicab licenses shall be issued to qualified applicants as the needs of the
community direct.

Driver Application. In addition to the requirements for the taxicab or vehicle for hire
business license in paragraph (A) supra, each Driver, desiring to drive a taxicab or
other vehicle for hire shall, prior to driving said vehicles and annually each July
thereafter, file an application for approval as a Driver for vehicle for hire with the City
Recorder. The application shall state:

Driver's full name

Driver's address

Driver's birth date

Driver's license number

Company for which Driver will be driving

Driver's past criminal history, driving history and any history of physical or
mental disease or disability.

The City shall, if the driver is found to qualify, issue a driver approval in writing.

Felony convictions for crimes against persons, as well as any controlled
substance offenses shall be grounds for not approving a driver's application. A
conviction for Driving Under the Influence (DUI) within the five years prior to the
application will be grounds for not approving a driver's application. Any applicant who
has been sent an advisory letter by the State Department of Motor Vehicles, notifying
them of their potential to become suspended for being a habitual traffic offender under
ORS 809.610 will not have their driver's application approved.

An applicant for driver approval that has a history of any physical or mental
disease or disability that may impair the person's ability to safely operate a motor
vehicle, or having any condition which the City reasonably believes may bring about
momentary or prolonged lapses of consciousness or control that is or may become
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chronic, will not have their application approved unless said applicant submits a
medical certification as is described in ORS 807.090.

(amd. Ord. 2414, 9-8-98)

3-6-3 - License and driver approval required.

All drivers of cars so licensed shall have a valid driver's license issued by the authorities of
the State of Oregon or the State of Idaho, and it shall be uniawful for a driver of any vehicle for hire
for the transportation of passengers to operate such vehicle within the City unless such driver has a
valid driver's license and has written driver approval from the City of Ontario.

(amd. Ord. 2414, 9-8-98)

3-6-4 - Liability insurance required.

No business license for a vehicle for hire for the transportation of passengers shall be issued
to any applicant until such applicant shall file evidence of the fact that the vehicles licensed are
covered with public liability insurance of not less than three hundred thousand dollars ($300,000)
for liability on a single passenger or party injured, and five hundred thousand dollars ($500,000) for
liability for ali passengers or parties injured in excess of one, and fifty thousand dollars ($50,000.00)
property damage. Any insurance policy issued shall state the City as the certificate holder and that
the insurance company shall notify the City of any change, cancellation, lapse, or termination of
insurance coverage.

(amd. Ord. 2414, 9-8-98)

3-6-5 - Taxicab stands designated.

The City Council shall designate such places upon the streets where such licensed cars may
stand or park and not more than one space shall be designated for each two (2) cars licensed to
any one applicant.

3-6-6 - Vehicle inspection.

It shall be unlawful for any person to operate and use, or permit or allow the operation and
use of, any vehicle as a taxicab or other vehicle for hire for the transportation of passengers upon
the streets of the City unless such vehicle shall have been inspected and approved. Said inspection
shall be made with respect to:

(A)  The brakes, lights, turn signals, steering, sound devices, glass, mirror, exhaust
system, windshield wipers, tires and such other items of equipment as may be
determined by the City, to make sure they are all in good operating condition.

(B)  Easy identification of the vehicle to the public as a taxicab. To facilitate easy public
identification, all taxicabs shall be equipped with a roof light, identifying the car as a
taxi and should have a sign or insignia on the side of the vehicle identifying the name
of the taxicab company.

(C)  Toinsure adequate passenger safety, all taxicabs shall be equipped with approved
safety belts or hamesses for use by the passengers.

All vehicles shall be kept in good and proper mechanical order, and of good appearance

inside and outside. Inspection of the mechanical, safety and appearance condition shall be made
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by a garage approved by the City. The cost of vehicle inspection and repair will be borne by the
taxicab owner. All taxicabs shall be so inspected within the first two (2) weeks of January. A second
inspection is required within the first two (2) weeks of July and results submitted with the annual
renewal application. If, in the opinion of the inspector, deficiencies exist that make the continued
operation of the taxicab hazardous to the health and safety of the occupants, the license shall be
suspended until the deficiencies are corrected. If, however, deficiencies are found which are not
imminently hazardous, the inspector may issue a temporary permit stating the deficiencies and
permitting continued operation for fifteen (15) days while the deficiencies are corrected. When
deficiencies are corrected the taxicab shall be submitted for reinspection. Any decision of the
inspector may be appealed in writing to the City who shall, within two (2) working days of receipt of
the appeal, make or cause to be made a review of the facts concerning the inspection with the
appellant or his representative of the vehicle in question and may confirm, amend or reverse the
decision of the inspector. A failure to present a taxicab for inspection or to make payment for the
inspection in the time specified, or to correct deficiencies within the fifteen (15) day temporary
permit period, shall be cause for the revocation of the taxicab license.

{0rd. 2506, 2003; amd. Ord. 2414, 9-8-98)

3-6-7 - Rates required to be posted.

All taxicabs shall post a current rate schedule which is visible to all passengers in the car.

(Ord. 2414, 9-8-98)

3-6-8 - Revocation of license.

The City Council shall have the right to revoke any license issued under the provisions of this
Chapter for such reason as it may deem sufficient and shall have the right to cancel the right of any
driver to operate a taxi or other car for passenger hire, within the City, upon the conviction of such
driver for a violation of any of the traffic laws of the State, the traffic ordinances of the City, or crime
against another person as defined by the Oregon Revised Statutes.

(amd. Ord. 2414, 9-8-98)

3-6-9 - Penality.

Any person violating any provision of this Chapter shall, upon conviction thereof, be
punished as provided in_Section 1-4-1 of this City Code.

(Ord. 2106, 9-7-82; amd. Ord. 2414, 9-8-98)
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