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CITY OF SUTHERLIN 

Regular City Council Meeting 

Sutherlin Civic Auditorium 

Monday, November 10, 2014 – 7:00PM 
 

COUNCIL MEMBERS:  

Tom Boggs, Frank Egbert, Patricia Klassen, Todd McKnight, Karen Meier, Forest Stone 

MAYOR:   Denny Cameron 

 

CITY STAFF: City Manager, Jerry Gillham 

  City Recorder/HR Manager, Debbie Hamilton 

Deputy City Recorder, Diane Harris 

Community Development Director, Vicki Luther 

  Chief of Police, Kirk Sanfilippo 

  City Engineer, Jeff Nelson 

  Wastewater Supervisor, Brian Elliott  

Sutherlin Fire Training Coordinator, Gene Fisher 

  Fire District #2 - Chief, Greg Marlar 

  City Attorney, Chad Jacobs (via Skype)  

  Finance Advisor, Andy Parks 

 

Audience:  Russ Hinshaw, Joe Groussman, Scott Richardson, Sierra Moon, Pat & Burt Bales, Jan 

Mansfield, Bill Leenders, Twyla Morford, Colin & Peggy Frazier, Dale Richwine, Brian 

Elliott, Floyd Van Sickle, Michelle Sumner, Colin Murphy, Justin Peterman, Wes 

Hamrick, Rick Murphy, Barry Smith, Rick Edwards, Jack & Tami Trowbridge, Amber & 

Seth Vincent, Bruce Bursby, Steve Major, Jon Gasik, Kenneth Allen, Donna Pagel, Robin 

Gentry, Wendi Stinnett, Glenn Galusha, Jim & Beth Houseman, Gene & Cookie Green, 

Richard & Faye Fink, Greg Henderson, Mike Meier, Tadd Held, Dwayne Gettys, Jean 

Galleher, Patricia Wilson, Ayleen Benson, Brian Burke Sr., Deborah Valley, Cheryl 

Cheas, Sharon Troxel, Janel Sorenson, Mary Beattie, Stephanie Munsey, Dan McCue, 

Gloria Beidler, Teresa Kurva, Kathy Fernandez, Scott & Donna Woodruff, Marjorie 

Creacey, Bill & Nancy Fuller, Bertha Egbert, Pam Cameron, Tate Powell  

 

Meeting called to order by Mayor at 7:00pm 

 

Flag Salute:  

Roll Call:  All present   

Introduction of Media: Garrett Andrews, News Review 

   

PUBLIC COMMENT   (agenda items only) 

o Resident, Patricia Bales – Expressed concerns regarding proposed sewer rate.  Several families in 

Pineview Mobile Home Park will be greatly affected by the increase.  Would like Council to 

carefully consider the issue and burden that will be placed on the people of Sutherlin.    

 

ANNOUNCEMENTS/APPOINTMENTS  

None 

 

PRESENTATIONS/PROCLAMATIONS 

 Wastewater – Mayor Cameron called on Councilor Meier for the presentation.   

As an agenda requested topic from October 27
th
 (see note above), Councilor Meier was scheduled to bring 

her engineer resource and report on alternatives for wastewater treatment plant improvements believed to 

have not previously been considered.  Councilor Meier reported her engineer source was unable to attend 

the meeting and deferred her presentation to City Manager, Gillham.  Before proceeding, Gillham 

confirmed with Councilor Meier her engineer resource was Wes Anderson, whom Gillham had met with 
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earlier in the day.  Meier confirmed yes.  Gillham reported alternatives shared with him by Anderson and 

presumed supported by Meier, was a hybrid of options that were considered almost two and a half years 

ago.  Gillham then introduced Value Analysis Team Leader, Dale Richwine who will co-present with Jon 

Gasik from DEQ, some of the factual points to the Anderson/Meier and other considered alternatives, 

provide an overview of the Value Analysis and conclude by answering any questions.   

 

 Value Analysis Overview 

 Process Update 

Richwine confirmed with Councilor Meier the alternative option was considered to obtain a contractual 

arrangement with the neighboring farm and irrigate the property with effluent.  In regards to irrigating with 

effluent, there is one extremely important issue, whether it’s Class A, B or C, you are only allowed to 

apply “agronomic rates.”  One can only irrigate what is used by the crop.  Over-irrigation is not allowed.  

When City has to pull out of the river because of the flow in May or at least by June, all of the water that is 

being produced would need to be irrigated.  During this time it is still rainy, crops do not have a high water 

demand.  Therefore, a very large amount of land is needed to meet the demand or need storage.  

Distribution is problematic and a concern if City is under contract to provide that water, but for only a 

short period of time.  Storage creates a water balance, which is where Ford’s Pond fits in.  It was reported 

Anderson suggested City acquire golf course’s water rights from the Calapooia for irrigation and City 

would land apply their recycled water   The Value Analysis team ran that analysis in terms of acquiring 

water rights, required land and pumps, as well as ongoing costs.  This proved to be significantly higher 

than purchasing Ford’s Pond.     

Dyer Partnership and project Engineer, Steve Major – Initial capital costs would be $4.7 million  for 

Crouch property with a 30 acre lagoon; life-cycle costs were over $17 million for that property, pond and 

irrigation.  Ford’s Pond life-cycle costs were approximately $4.5 million and certainly more cost effective.  

Additionally, City would need an estimated 165 additional acres for irrigation besides what was being used 

at the golf course.  Gillham reiterated that either way a pond would be needed; either a smaller pond and 

address off-cycle irrigation or a larger pond that solved all issues.  Richwine concurred, adding even if the 

City decided to acquire river water rights to irrigate at the golf course and send the re-use elsewhere.  It’s 

unlikely the river would be able to provide the water needed at the golf course in the summer time.  In 

addition, a pump station and piping would be needed, as well as dealing with water rights issues, a very 

expensive alternative.  “Ford’s Pond is a great opportunity for storage.”   

Questions and Concerns: 

o Concerned if there is contamination in Ford’s Pond, thus affecting the olive grower, would City be 

held liable?  Liability issues need to be directed to City Attorney.  In producing Class A water, 

you have filtration, disinfection and continuous monitoring, there are alarms in place.  Putting 

out contaminated water is a very, very low risk because of the required continuous monitoring.   

o In your (Richwine) experience have there been any storage, spills or testing problems, and if so 

how often?  Siting years of personal experience since 1992 (details were provided), there has 

never been a problem.   

o There have been raw sewage spills in other communities, concerned that would be an issue here.  

Raw sewage would not be sent to Ford’s Pond.  Systems are built into the plant with 

redundancies therefore, minimizing that risk.  What if there is major flooding?  The level of 

design takes that into consideration.  

Gillham – Cannot think of any time there would be major flooding and solid wastes flowing into 

the pond, they are two completely separate parts of the facility.   

Richwine – Concurred with Gillham, in addition would have to pump to the pond, gravity flow is 

to the river.  Typically storms are during winter months when City is allowed to send the re-use 

to the river, will not be sent to Ford’s Pond.  

Richwine concluded in his opinion the option of Ford’s Pond for storage and golf course use, as well as 

allowing the pond to fill up throughout the summer and discharge in the winter months is the most cost 

effective option the City has vs. the alternative option brought up in tonight’s discussion.   

o  “Water is going to be the new gold”, in Meier’s opinion re-using the water as irrigation rather 

sitting in a pond would be beneficial.  The term “Wastewater Treatment Facilities” is now being 

referred to as “Resource Recovery Facilities” because of the re-use options that are available.  
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Then wouldn’t it be beneficial to store the water in Ford’s Pond and use that water to irrigate 

agricultural lands? Once the water is there you can irrigate anywhere, getting the water to those 

farms does involve costs.       
o Clarification regarding phosphorous, noticed in facilities plan it is treated.   Cannot discharge 

phosphorous in the summer; however there is no requirement for re-use.  As long as it’s being 

stored at Ford’s Pond it is not a problem.  It is a fertilizer and does cause algae bloom.  That is a 

concern, if phosphorous causes algae bloom and algae takes oxygen out of the water, resulting in 

fish not having oxygen.  Actually the algae during the daytime produce a lot of oxygen (process 

was explained further).  Overall phosphorous is not an issue.    
o Clarification regarding golf course and ability to use if Class A vs. Class B is irrigated.  Gasik – 

All classes can be used, just different restrictions. Can irrigate with Class A if golfers are 

present, but not with B or C.  Also need a 70 ft. set back with Class C, 10ft. set back on B, no set 

back or restrictions for A.  There are still access restrictions even for drip or sub-irrigation 

systems for B and C.   

Gillham requested Gasik/Richwine address Anderson’s questions regarding the need for Sequential Batch 

Reactors (SBR) in the approved facilities plan.  Anderson thought if you just “cured” the MAO’s (Mutual 

Agreement Orders) and fix what you could at the plant it could continue to operate for a number of years.  

Gasik – The primary reasons for the MAO’s are with the water, water balance and ammonia levels.  

DEQ’s requirements resulted in a solution that would last for at least 20 years, not just for today. 

o Concerned with increased rates, Value Analysis report rate stated it will be $63, one of the highest 

in the state.  That is only the beginning because there is still phase II, fixing the I & I (Inflow & 

Infiltration).  I & I should not be considered phase II, that is more of an annual budgetary item 

and an ongoing project. City has completed a lot of I & I work already.  This helps with 

assessing the size of the treatment plant that is needed.  There have been significant I & I 

reductions because of the work, resulting in a 30% reduction.  This is a long on-going job, pipes 

will continue to deteriorate.   

Discussion was held regarding the inability to extend sewer outside Urban Growth Boundary (UGB), a 

state law, as part of the Land Use Conservation Act.  

Gasik, explained SBR and ability to expand the modular tanks by adding more tanks per the design.  

Technology is better today compared to the early 90’s, have the ability now to build a liquids treatment 

system and repurpose the old treatment plant for the solids treatment.   

o Concerned with budgeting and ongoing I & I maintenance and have only fixed 30% of the lines in 

town.  No, that is not 30% of the lines, the work that has been done has reduced the peak flow 

by 30%.  But there are still lines to fix, how much will that cost, increasing rates even more.  A lot 

of the lines have been corrected by installing inversion lines which is less expensive than 

replacing the pipe.  

Financial Consultant, Andy Parks – City will have a coverage ratio with the DEQ and IFA loan.  There is a 

debt service available within the fund to pay for things such as I & I and other capital expansions, that 

number is approximately $200,000 per year.   There will be no reason for raising the rate to cover I & I 

costs.   

Major – This design is for a 20-year plant, however compared to other similar plants, as well as the 

condition of Sutherlin’s existing plant you’re looking at possibly 40 years for the plant, and possibly an 

expansion only.  In a SBR the flow-through eliminates a lot of the equipment, it’s very easy to operate, 

very little equipment to go wrong, has been proven time and time again to provide quality treatment.  

Discussion continued regarding rates in comparison to sizes of other communities.  In large communities 

there are more people to spread the costs over.  The projected rate of $63 is less or comparable to other 

communities.   

o Resident, Jan Mansfield – Spoke in favor of Class A water, seems like the most reasonable and 

financially feasible way to go.  In regards to people it may cause hardship to, somehow we always 

adjust and make it through. 

 

Questions and concerns continued: 

o Will the new sewer plant smell like the present facility?  The current treatment plant does not 

have enough capacity for the solids; the process dealing with this causes the smell.   

Elliott – Have toured several plants with SBR’s with Aerobic Digesters, there is no smell.  



 

Sutherlin City Council Meeting of November 10, 2014 Page 4 
 

o So you won’t have the smell with Class A?  Gasik - The smell is not from the water but from the 

sludge, the water may have a slight chlorine smell though. 

o Referring to a statement in the “Running List of Wastewater Questions” in Council packet. “Will 

Ford’s Pond need to be aerated to minimize algae bloom in the summer?”  Included in the answer 

there is a statement that reads “this will not necessarily be the responsibility of the City.”  Who’s 

responsibility would it be?  It is not needed for the City, but would possibly be something Friends 

of Ford’s Pond would deal with. Unless the Council decides to do otherwise.  

o Why is the price for fencing the same for Class B as C?  Major – When putting together the 

estimate assumed it would be the same chain link fence. There is a cost difference:  $45 per 

lineal ft. for a 4ft. chain link fence around the golf course vs. $60 per lineal ft. that surrounds 

Ford’s Pond which would be 6ft. high.  Meier – Had a friend check fence pricing who also 

confirmed the City had contacted them.  He stated the cost of the fence would be $12 per ft. 

installed if easy access or $18 per ft. if not.  Don’t think that’s based on BOLI wages, and based 

on what we’ve seen if it’s a 6 ft. high chain link fence, you won’t get it for $12 per foot.  Any 

project that uses state revolving funds (DEQ loan) has to be paid prevailing wages (BOLI) 

which is basically union wages, also any project over $50,000 has to be paid BOLI wages.   

Mayor Cameron – In regards to the fence, we’ve been told it doesn’t have to be a fence but a barrier of 

some kind such as a cable or bushes.  That is for Class B.   

Gillham – Have had this conversation many, many times.  DEQ says it can be a barrier of some kind, but 

the City must accept the liability or risk, therefore need to control access. Do not know of any wastewater 

treatment facility that is Class B that doesn’t have a 6ft. chain link fence.  As the City Manager and Risk 

Manager for this, cannot see it proposed as anything else.  If a child, dog or somebody fell into that water 

(if Class B) City will be held accountable.  DEQ rules are very nebulous, even though they say you can use 

what you want, the City must control the access.  Gasik – For clarification purposes, DEQ doesn’t hold 

the City liable, however the person who fell in the water would.  Correct, but you wouldn’t have our 

backs! No, we definitely would not have your backs. 

o Would like to clarify hardship payment mentioned earlier in meeting.  City has a hardship 

payment program, in partnership with St. Vincent DePaul.  It is for people whose service is 

being shut off due to non-payment.  It is not used as a subsidy for monthly payments.  

Mayor Cameron –The reason for these conversations tonight is some of us were told of an option costing 

around $5 million, resolving most of the issues.  During the value assessment there was a brainstorming 

session; this included DEQ, Project Engineer, 2 team members from Orenco, 2 Value Analysis team 

members, and City Staff.  Initially were the discussions limited to Class A water? No.  You did discuss B 

and C as options also?  Yes, B and C were alternatives in the analysis.  

o Resident, Jean Galleher – In the Council Packet’s “Running List of Wastewater Question”, found 

last question in matrix extremely interesting “Where is the City in qualifying for funding for the 

treatment plant and support facilities?”  Answer “DEQ just recently convened a financial review 

panel and ranked the Sutherlin financing application.  Sutherlin has been rated #1 in the State of 

Oregon and thus declared by DEQ as “officially” qualifying for funding pending the completed 

application process.” Is there a time limit, will this go away if City does not move forward?  

Major – City was to secure funding by November.  The application has been sent into DEQ.  City will be 

notified in December.  Before DEQ can award money, City has to complete the environmental analysis on 

the recommended plan.  The schedule on MAO stated the City will do the following: 

 Secure funding by - February 2015   

 Start the pre-design report by - March 2015 

 Pre-design to be submitted - September 2015  

 Value Engineering -  February 2016 

 Plans to be submitted to DEQ - July 2016   

 Advertise - August 2016  

 Start construction - October 2016   

 Construction completed - February 2018   

This proposed schedule has been submitted to DEQ and pending approval. 

Gasik – The City is currently out of compliance with the MAO as of November 1
st
, thus accruing $250 per 

day in penalties.  Request has been submitted to DEQ’s Compliance and Enforcement office with a 

recommendation to approve the new schedule. Criteria for determining assessment of penalties are whether 
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City has been moving forward with reasonable delays.  Value Analysis delayed the process, however is 

determined a “reasonable delay”.  From DEQ’s standpoint there is no reasonable reason to not move 

forward with the project and urges the City to move forward.    

Parks – The key dates for Council to consider are in the quarter that the interest rate will apply to; quarter 

ending December 31, 2014 interest rate is 2.2%, which includes a .5% fee on top of the 1.7% interest rate, 

for a 30-year loan.  The interest rate will change after January 1, 2015, that rate is unknown.  With respect 

to the application if there is any significant change to the plan the application will be thrown out and City 

will have to start all over again with that process.  Will be competing with whoever is in the cycle at that 

time; may or may not be able to get full funding through DEQ.  Would encourage Council to move 

forward expeditiously, will not find any money this cheap, anytime in the near future.  Everything is lined 

up right now to complete this.      

 

 Engineering Contract 

Dyer Partnership (Major) contract was not renewed July 2014.  City will establish the next move after 

Value Engineering process is completed.  Cannot have Major on contract if he chooses to apply for the 

Value Engineering or bid pre-design process.  When reviewing amount being spent on engineering costs, it 

was advantageous for the City to hire an onsite Engineer on a daily basis.  

 

Councilor Klassen asked Gillham, does Council need to do anything else on this project, to give Staff the 

“go ahead.” The Facilities Plan was approved [last November], next step is to develop an RFQ, put 

together a team, review and make a recommendation to hire for pre-engineering design. Contract will 

be brought to Council for approval.  There is nothing holding up funding for this plant?  No, Value 

Analysis which was requested by Council has been completed.  In middle of financing application; an 

environmental analysis is required, costing approximately $8,000.       
Gasik – Value Analysis was for review of the facilities plan, looked at many options and agreed facilities 

plan is best plan for the City.  Value Engineering is the next study, it does not involve changing the 

project, but looks for details within the project for any cost savings.   

o Did Value Analysis tackle the problem, looking at anything outside the plan presented?  Yes, it 

was definitely not locked into what was included in the plan.  

 

CONSENT AGENDA 

 October 27, 2014 Minutes – Regular Meeting 

 October 29, 2014 Minutes – Special Meeting 

 

MOTION made by Councilor McKnight to approve consent agenda as presented; second by Councilor 

Boggs. 

Discussion:  None 

In Favor:  Councilors Klassen, McKnight, Meier, Stone, Boggs, Egbert and Mayor Cameron  

Opposed:  None 

Motion carried unanimously. 

 

ACTION ITEMS/GENERAL BUSINESS 

Mayor announced an additional item will be inserted into tonight’s agenda.  A special request has been 

presented for a temporary Social Gaming Permit waiver by Douglas County Firefighters Local #2091.  

 

 Temporary Social Gaming Permit Waiver 

Staff Report – Chief of Police, Kirk Sanfilippo, stated earlier in the day he received a request from 

Douglas County Professional Firefighters Local #2091 to approve a Social Gaming Permit and request for 

a waiver.  Local #2091 is planning a charitable event for “Toys for Joys”, Friday, November 14, 2014, 

6pm to midnight.  The Poker event held at Umpqua Golf Resort, will include 10 tables and approximately 

100 people.  Through this application process it was determined this license will cost Local #2091 $1,025 

($100 per table and $25 application fee).  According to City Code, the only entity authorized to waive 

those fees is Council.     
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Local #2091 Firefighter, Dwayne Gettys, addressed Council stating this fundraiser has provided Christmas 

assistance for over 20 years for Sutherlin/Oakland area.  Last year they provided over 60 baskets, assisted 

over 87 families and toys for 215 kids.   Requesting Council waive the application and licensing fees for 

the event.    

Questions: 

o Are you gaming with real money?  No, with poker chips, there is a buy-in, all buy-in and 

winnings are donated to the program. 
City Attorney, Chad Jacobs, typically the organization gets a license from the Attorney General’s office, 

and wouldn’t need the license from the City.  If they choose to use City’s license rather than the charitable 

license from the state that is a call for them to make.  City’s obligation is to make sure they meet the 

standards for the Social Gaming License, if so City will issue the license.   

Sanfilippo –  Currently our City Code does not allow for a charitable event, would be a good idea to insert 

something in the code.  Would like to put this in place and comply with the law.    

Councilor Egbert – Does not see how it is gambling, you’re making a charitable donation. 

 

MOTION made by Councilor Egbert to approve temporary Social Gaming Permit for Toys for Joys 

fundraiser and waive license and application fees as presented; second by Councilor Stone. 

Discussion:  None 

In Favor:  Councilors Klassen, McKnight, Meier, Stone, Boggs, Egbert and Mayor Cameron  

Opposed:  None 

Motion carried unanimously. 

 

 Resolution No. 2014.18 – System Development Charge Fee Waiver 

Staff Report – City Manager reported  this is the final decision for this action.  

 

MOTION made by Councilor Stone to approve Resolution 2014.18 – System Development Charge fee 

waiver as presented; second by Councilor McKnight. 

Discussion:  None 

In Favor:  Councilors Klassen, McKnight, Meier, Stone, Boggs, Egbert and Mayor Cameron  

Opposed:  None 

Motion carried unanimously. 

 

 Resolution No. 2014.19 – Wastewater Rate Increase 

Staff Report – City Manager explained rate options to Council. 

Councilor Meier – December 16, 2013, Staff recommended phasing in a sewer rate increase over a 4-year 

period.  Council consensus was to implement it annually.  In her opinion would like to implement the 

increase now pending the rate study completion.  Parks – Reviewed engineer’s analysis which was based 

on what was needed to meet DEQ’s requirements.  Have calculated a detailed 40-year financial 

analysis; has been periodically updated due to project delays.  Council approved a CPI increase July 1, 

2014, to be followed by a CPI increase January 2015.  The next increase would be approximately a 

$4.50 (based on percentage) per month, per single family residence.  This includes the anticipated rate 

equity, but does not include the industrial or commercial properties.   Value Analysis pushed back the 

process.  Will have numbers to consider in January; having one set of adjustments rather than what is 

foreseen as two.  Recommendation is to implement the increase on a percentage basis currently 

estimated at 13.65% for five years, rather than a $6 increase each year, which is not attainable to 

achieve what City needs.   

Discussion continued regarding the implementation of the rate and concerns regarding the effects on the 

public with numerous rate adjustments.  Suggest implementing the rate July 1, 2015.   

 

MOTION made by Councilor Stone to approve Resolution 2014.19 – Wastewater rate increase as 

presented.   

Motion died due for lack of second. 

 

REPORTS 
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 Fire Services Update 

Fire Training Coordinator, Gene Fisher, reported past two weeks of activities:  

 Training is on-going with partners of Oakland and Fair Oaks Fire Districts 

 Received letter of intent to accredit; acknowledging fire training program with DPSST 

 Met with DPSST liaison in process of getting an apparatus operating course in North Douglas 

County, projected to start in 2015 

 Participated in media interviews: Interim Fire Chief, Rich LaBelle (New Review) and Fisher 

(KEZI) regarding volunteer recruitment 

Councilor McKnight – Have you received quotes regarding dispatch fees?  Yes, LaBelle will have that 

amount available.  For clarification purposes EMS responders will not be on the Fire Truck? That is 

correct.  If Ambulance is on a call and an additional ambulance is needed, it will be dispatched from 

Roseburg. Yes.  

 

 Audit Report 
Pauly, Rogers and Co. Auditor, Kenneth Allen, reviewed Communication to the Governing Body and 

Financial Report presented to Council.  Results of the audit earned the City an “unqualified opinion”, 

commonly known as a “clean” audit, the highest available.  A new accounting standard will be 

implemented for fiscal periods beginning after June 15, 2014.  GASB No. 68, a pension standard will 

require City’s portion of Oregon PERS unfunded liability be included in financial statements.   

Mayor – When it says remaining debt capacity, what does that refer to regarding a $22 million debt City 

will incur with the WWTP?  That is mostly related to general obligation bonds (backed by tax payers), 

not necessarily revenue bonds (backed by revenue source, such as sewer fees).    
  

CITY MANAGER UPDATE  

 None  

CITY COUNCIL COMMENTS 

Councilor Boggs –  

 None 

Councilor Egbert –  

 Concerned with flag sign at Exit 135 interchange.  It appears the flag decal has become damaged 

and unreadable.  Would like City to look into a possible repairs on the sign. 

Councilor Klassen –  

 None 

Councilor McKnight –  

 As a Board member, attended Sutherlin Water Control Districts ribbon cutting ceremony at Plat I 

Reservoir.  A new pavilion has been constructed and dedicated to long time Board Member, 

Shirley Wolfer. In addition to the pavilion, covered picnic tables, restrooms and playground are 

also available at the Reservoir.  Would encourage public to visit the site and its improvements. 

Councilor Meier –  

 Would like to add there are lots of birds and waterfowl at the reservoir, as well. 

 

Councilor Stone – 

 Questioned accessibility to Ford’s Pond hillside property.  If, in the future, City sells that property, 

how would one attain access to it?  There are two access points off of Hwy 138, however need a 

greater analysis regarding those issues.  The whole thing is a process from beginning to end, 

that portion is zoned residential.   

Mayor – At last meeting Gillham was going to check with a realtor who may have a developer that was 

interested in buying the property at one time.  The realtor who did the analysis stated he would be 

interested in selling the property for the City. If Council would like me to contact developer who 

appraised the property I will do that.     

 If that 100 acres is not needed, could be sold.  Would be able to pay off Ford’s Pond sooner and 

save money.  Is there an early payment penalty?  Can pay off in five years without a penalty.    

 

Mayor Cameron –  
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 Noticed driveway on S. Comstock that has a 2ft. drop-off at backside of it.  Noticed they are 

parking in the street.  Upon completion of the project am under the understanding that will not be 

allowed.  Am unsure of the location you are referring to, is address available.  No, don’t know 

the address but it’s very easy to see when driving down the street.   

 Update regarding sidewalk extension on S. Comstock to Page Rd?  That would be through the 

County, have not received any information at this point.   

 Neon Moon/Vera’s building structures update?  Was not aware of the issue, was not present 

when this was discussed.  Gillham – Have engineer’s analysis for Vera’s, will get from Chamber 

and forward to Council. 

 Workshop scheduled yet with SDDI (Sutherlin Downtown Development Inc.) and SACC 

(Sutherlin Area Chamber of Commerce)? Have not discussed this with Lindeen Brown or Tami 

Trowbridge yet.  Will be on agenda next meeting or meeting in December 

 When the Friends of Ford’s Pond (FFP) apply for a grant, would like clarification of process in 

transferring money to the City as the match.  Question the likelihood of this happening due to 

certain restrictions.  There are numerous processes for doing this, depends on the project.  This 

is something that could be 5 or 6 years down the road before we come up with any long-term 

fundable project.  Need to get the WWTP and Ford’s Pond up and functioning first.  

Recommendation would eventually come before Council for consideration. 

Councilor Stone – Concerned with parking, if 144 people have visited Ford’s Pond, where are they 

parking?  Asking questions that should be answered 5-years from now, City will manage it as City 

property; set up for minimal use.  At some point, whatever FFP wants to do needs to be integrated in the 

Parks Master Plan.  Will then go through appropriate public process; Park’s Advisory Committee and 

citizen groups will get together to develop a plan for that property.  Once completed will come before 

Council for approval, that is when discussions regarding funding, parking and other issues take place.   
How can City property be able to allow 144 people to access without a plan?  Because we are allowing it 

on a minimum basis, City has liability and have managed the risk.  We have leveled the ground, mowed 

grass, made parking area using project grindings, installed a culvert, filled in dips, gated access to 

prevent vehicles from 4-wheeling, and “rules of use” signage has been added to hold people 

accountable,  making it safe for people to use.   

 

PUBLIC COMMENT –  

o Resident, Joe Groussman – Heard Orenco was involved in the Value Analysis, who were the 

representatives?  Grant Denn and Wes Anderson. Confused, have heard talk about Orenco and 

Wes Anderson and questions Anderson submitted as options at tonight’s meeting.  Is he 

representing Orenco when presenting those options?  No.  He did this on his own? Yes.  Is he a 

professional Engineer?  Yes.  So he’s not getting an endorsement from Orenco? No. Is he under 

contract for consulting or engineering?  No, he’s just a concerned citizen.  

As a concerned citizen would like to request Council proceed with the WWFP. To direct City 

Manager to move forward with Value Engineering and funding before losing it, instead of talking 

about it for another 13 months [not clear of Council intention]. Councilor Meier – Council 

decided tonight there is nothing left to vote on and can proceed to the pre-design.  

 

o Umpqua Transit Representative (UTrans), Cheryl Cheas, reported it appears to be an over-site 

regarding transit system funding from the City.  Submitted first quarter billing, however was 

informed funding was not included in this fiscal year budget.  Transit service has been provided 

however, did not attend budget meetings to request those funds.  Would like to be added to next 

Council agenda for discussion.  Will be happy to provide any information City requests.  

Councilor Egbert – Do you approach other City’s regarding funding?  City of Roseburg has placed this on 

their consent agenda. Winston cut their funding in half, therefore service was cut back.  Did you not 

receive funding because of your request?  No, the only community we did not receive funding from is 

City of Canyonville; whose Chamber of Commerce stepped in and provided the funding for the transit 

service.  Was under the impression this was an important service for Sutherlin.  This is not an automatic 

thing, requests are made during the budget process. If UTrans didn’t request it, City didn’t fund it. 
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Councilor Stone – Is UTrans still working on a taxing district?  That has been put on hold, would be very 

beneficial to have, but was not feasible. 

Mayor – Are there funds available?   

Gillham – How much are you requesting?  $10,000.  

Mayor – Will put this on next agenda.  What will happen if Council doesn’t want to move forward with 

funding?  We will still request for services rendered and go through public process to notify citizen’s 

there will no longer be a service available in Sutherlin. 

 

o Umpqua Transit Representative, Dan McCue – Here to support service to Sutherlin, there are 

approximately 250 days of service provided to Sutherlin patrons per year, resulting in about $40 

per day.  Cost to UTRANS for providing this service is more than $40 per day.  Encourage City to 

call he or Cheryl for additional information. 

 

ADJOURNMENT –   

With no further business meeting adjourned at 9:53pm. 

 

 

 

      Approved:  ______________________________ 

        Jerry Gillham, City Manager 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

_________________________________   ______________________________ 

Diane Harris, Deputy City Recorder    Denny Cameron, Mayor   

  


