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MINUTES FOR THE CLIMATE & ENERGY ACTION PLAN ad hoc COMMITTEE  

Wednesday, October 5, 2016  

Siskiyou Room, 51 Winburn Way  

     

1. Call to Order  

Councilor Rich Rosenthal called the meeting to order at 3:30 p.m.    

  

Committee members Jim Hartman, Roxane Biegel-Coryell, Stuart Green, Isaac Bevers, Greg 

Jones, Louise Shawkat, Bryan Sohl, Cindy Bernard, and Marni Koopman were present. Staff 

member Adam Hanks and consultant Jeff Golden were present. Committee members Claudi 

Alick and James McGinnis arrived late. 

 

2. Around the Room 

Group did an around the room team building answering the question, ‘if you had to pick a color 

to describe the open house what would it be and why?’ In general, the group was concerned with 

low turnout but pleased with the discussions had by participants. 

 

Claudia Alick arrived 3:35 p.m. 

 

3. Public Input  

Huelz Gutchen – stated he had recently send e-mails regarding double-bundle financing and 

asked the group to read them. He stated that the potential for carbon offsets to be used in order to 

make us 100% carbon neutral is obsolete, we need to have more creative ways to solve the 

problem. 

 

Ray Mollett – thanked the group for the recent open house. He stated that he shares the concerns 

the group expressed regarding the low turnout and wondered if this was due to the nice weather, 

the day of the week it was held, or some other factor. He wondered if the committee has thought 

about what number of citizen participants is necessary to gain community consensus. 

 

Joanne Eggers – stated that Tanya Graham of Geos Institute asked her to read a statement [the 

full statement is attached to these minutes]. 

 

Andrew Cubic – stated he attended the first open house in May and that it scared him into being 

part of the 10x20 supporters. He learned recently about the state’s electric proportionality of 

renewable mix and is asking the group to look at a standard mix. We shouldn’t allow the state to 

limit our use of or production of renewable energy. He stated that John Kennedy said that we 

choose to go to the moon and then we did. He hopes the committee chooses to aim high and then 

achieve it. 

 

Robert Block-Brown – stated he agrees with the sentiments stated about the open house, there 

was good information and good organization but poor attendance. He talked with many people 

who just didn’t know about it. There was a poor job of advertising and outreach. He is hoping 

the group has a good way to collect information between now and the end of the process. He has 
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been working with Adam Hanks on parts of the draft ordinance. He recommends that the group 

propose creation of a position in the final ordinance. That position needs to be directly under the 

City Administrator. It needs to be that high level of a position so they can monitor all City 

operations. The plan and position don’t work if the position isn’t at a high enough level. 

 

Allie Rosenbluth – stated that she is with Rogue Climate. She too is sad about the lack of 

attendance at the last open house. This may have been due to a communication error with who 

was in charge of outreach. She stated that she has concerns with the draft vision statement. There 

is nothing in the statement about social equity. She read aloud Rogue Climate’s vision statement 

as an example of how to include social equity. 

 

Michael Shore – stated he is scared by the lack of open house attendance and is concerned about 

how our Police and Fire departments would handle climate-related emergencies like a mega-fire. 

He stated that putting a chamber under your home to be safe from mega fires is important. He 

wonders if the City of Ashland has a plan in place to handle employee (in addition to 

community) safety during mega fires. He also wondered if there is an ability to change land use 

rules to include the ability to build structures to be safe and shelter in place in emergencies. 

 

Jeff Sharpe – stated that the City is honored to have such a diverse and intelligent group working 

on the plan. 

 

4. Public Input Summary 

Jeff Golden, representing Cascadia Consulting Group, gave an overview of the public input 

received at and after the recent open house. Group discussed what Cascadia will be doing with 

the information received and whether Cascadia need anything additional from the group. Golden 

stated that Cascadia will continue to use the public input to prioritize actions and strategies. 

Group expressed concerns with using the input too greatly, as it there was such a small number 

of Ashland residents in attendance. Group discussed what might be missing from the public 

input. They agreed that social equity issues were likely underrepresented as most attendees 

seemed to be older, white, and relatively affluent. 

 

Group discussed options for additional public input including discussions with specifically 

targeted groups, a “road show” to service organizations like Rotary, Elks, etc. or to local 

religious congregations, articles in the newspaper, and additional information on the City’s web 

and social media pages. 

 

Committee member McGinnis arrived 4:27 p.m. 

 

Group requested that Rosenthal and/or staff member Hanks draft questions to aid in the October 

15th discussion. Rosenthal agreed to this request. 

 

Group discussed whether a statistically valid number of residents giving public input was 

necessary. Group determined that while getting input on the plan is still important, it is more 

important now to get support for the plan before going to Council. The plan is just the start of 
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this process, there is no way to make everyone happy but the group (and whomever continues 

this process) need to continue the conversation with the community. They need to continue to get 

input and support even after the plan is approved. McGinnis stated that it is the responsibility of 

this committee to make decisions in the best interest of the community. Koopman stated that at 

this point the group needs more targeted responses from those who have not yet been involved. 

Group agreed there has been input and discussion from those who already support doing a plan 

but what is lacking is hearing from those who are opposed or unsure about the need for a plan. 

Rosenthal requested that the group continue to offer suggestions on how to get the plan 

information out to those who have not yet been involved and staff will continue the already 

started process of targeting specific community representatives/sectors for input. 

 

Jones requested that Cascadia inform the group as to their plans for advertising and future public 

input as agreed upon in their contract. 

 

5. Vision Statement 

McGinnis stated that during his small group discussion of actions and strategies they were 

concerned that the vision statement lacked specific focus. Hartman stated he would like to see 

the vision statement broken into simple action statements to motivate people and keep educating 

the public simple. Green stated that vision statements shouldn’t include specifics - it should only 

be a zoomed-out view. Bevers stated any reference to social equity is missing from the current 

vision statement. 

 

Group discussed ways to potentially word-smith the current statement but determined they did 

not have enough time for a full discussion at this meeting. Group agreed to send draft statement 

options to staff for inclusion in the next packet and to have this discussion at the October 15th 

meeting. 

 

6. Next Meeting 

The upcoming meeting schedule is as follows: 

October 15, 9:00 a.m. – 12:00 p.m. 

October 19, 5:30 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. 

November 2, 3:30 – 5:30 p.m. 

 

10. Adjournment  

Meeting adjourned at 5:20 p.m. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted,    

Diana Shiplet, Executive Assistant  







Minutes for the Climate and Energy Action Plan ad hoc Committee   
October 15, 2016  

Page 1 of 6  

MINUTES FOR THE CLIMATE & ENERGY ACTION PLAN ad hoc COMMITTEE  

Saturday, October 15, 2016  

Siskiyou Room, 51 Winburn Way  

     

1. Call to Order  

Councilor Rich Rosenthal called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. 

  

Committee members Stuart Green, Louise Shawkat, Roxane Beigel-Coryell, Jim Hartman, Greg 

Jones, Marni Koopman and Claudia Alick were present. Staff member Adam Hanks was present. 

Committee members James McGinnis and Isaac Bevers arrived late. City Administrator Dave 

Kanner was in the audience. 

 

Rosenthal outlined the agenda for the day. He stated there would be public input specific to each 

agenda item at the start of the item in addition to the regular public input time for items not on 

the agenda. 

 

2. Public Input  

Joanne Eggars – stated she was at the last open house and was struck by the greenhouse gas rates 

produced by consumer goods. She believes this should be among the top concerns for the group. 

She understands the challenges involved with taking on consumer goods but stated that we can’t 

get where we need to go without addressing those issues. 

 

Caren Caldwell – stated that there is a lack of social equity in the plan so far. The proposed 

solutions disproportionatly effect low income. Transportation, heating and energy efficiency 

upgrades are all more costly for low income residents. She asked the group look at the GEOS 

report for assistance and guidance on how to address disadvantaged sectors who are rarely 

addressed. She stated there needs to be equity in participation by disadvantaged groups and there 

needs to be greater assistance in home upgrades for both low income residents and landlords. 

Lastly, there needs to be equity in green jobs – the group should encourage local training for job 

and family wages for new green jobs. [see attached testimony] 

 

Hannah Sohl – stated she was recently at an energy conference and it was clear there that 

Ashland is looked to as a leader in solar power. She stated that this process is an important one 

and the group needs to take more time to consider how to get information to and from the 

community. The group needs to focus on how to get information regarding the next open house 

to more than just those people who are already involved. She encouraged the group to 

recommend the new position requested in the plan be an assistant city administrator, not just a 

staff level, position. Lastly, she asked the group take a greater focus on low income or 

disadvantaged groups while developing the plan. 

 

James McGinnis arrived 9:12 a.m. 

 

3. “10x20” Ordinance 
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Group discussed whether a cost benefit analysis of the ordinance is (or could be) part of the 

current Cascadia contract. Hanks stated no, it’s not in their current contract and probably isn’t 

entirely in their realm of expertize. The challenge at this point is that there are many ways to 

achieve the 10% reduction – Council needs better clarity in order to create an acuare RFP for a 

cost benefit analysis. 

 

10x20 Public Input 

Dave Helmich – stated he was one of the primary petitioners of the ordinance but there is not a 

unanimously held view of how to do the project. He believes the 10x20 ordinance does not 

entirely fall into the CEAP, that it should be managed separately. If the 10x20 ordinance is part 

of the CEAP and the 10x20 project fails, the CEAP plan fails too. Keeping them separate works 

better for the progress of both. 

 

Jeff Sharpe – stated the ordinance was crafted to be achievable and it could be a vital resource to 

make the CEAP active and not just words on paper. There needs to be an FRP to organize the 

10x20 plan with a direct connection to the city’s grid (he described the PPA involved plan). In 

order to achieve the goals of the CEAP, the group should encourage immediate action on 10x20 

and inclusion of it in the CEAP. [see attached testimony] 

 

Isaac Bevers arrived 9:25 a.m. 

 

Andrew Cubic – stated he has 25 years of experience in infrastructure implementation in 

California. The 10x20 project is significant and may take many years, but time is still of the 

essence. He is surprised that there is no dedicated project manager being hired yet for it. He 

asked the group to use whatever influence they have on the City for that position to be created. 

 

James Stephens – stated he concurs with most of the statements so far. He thinks 10x20 and 

CEAP should be parallel efforts. The 10x20 project helps the group meet plan goals because 

local, renewable energy production will automatically lower our greenhouse gas emmissions. He 

believes the future will be based in electricity and that it should be generated from renewable 

resources that don’t increase greenhouse gas numbers. He stated that this is not just solar or 

hydro production but will be from unknown technologies which should fit into the CEAP. 

 

Tom Marvin – stated that one factor the group can’t forget is the business of renewable 

electricity. We buy from BPA and 85% of is it hydro based but there is no direct line from the 

hydro power plant to us. BPA puts energy into the Northwest power grid with lots of other 

groups and sources. Our electricity can come from any of those sources. With population 

increases, our electric use over the next several years the demand for electricity will only go up. 

He believes that other groups will demand any electricity we produce. [see attached testimony] 

 

Huelz Gutchen – stated there are two kinds of PPAs possible, one across the freeway (solar-

farm) and one in town (solar on rooftops/brownfields). There is a double-bundle financing 

method for the version in-town. Most of this would be paid for by the Federal government. He 
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believes the City needs to hire two experts in this field right now. The City needs to get more 

creative with it financing. It’s better to hire these two people now and learn about all the details 

necessary later. He believes that the job of managing the 10x20 ordinance belongs in the 

Planning Department since that department adds more greenhouse gases with new buildings than 

we will every make up for with 10x20. 

 

Group discussed two questions; 1) In addition to the questions/topics in the packet, what more 

does Council need to consider? and 2) Where/how should 10x20 be incorporated in the CEAP? 

 

Some topics for consideration the group discussed included: 

1) The effect of 10x20 on low-income community members 

2) Have increases in electric demand (such as those from an increased number of electric 

vehicles) been considered? 

3) Will (or how will) creation of our own power effect our current BPA contract? In what ways 

will it effect our costs from BPA? 

4) 10% of what? Based on when? 2016? Do the calculations re-set each year? 

 

Group determined that as this started as a parallel process, it can’t be completely incorporated 

into the CEAP. It needs to be mentioned in the plan, and maybe should be listed as one of the 

first (or in-process) actions, but 10x20 can’t be handled entirely in the CEAP process.  

 

McGinnis asked Dave Kanner where he thinks the 10x20 ordinance would fit in and what 

resources are likely to be allocated? Kanner stated he would like the 10x20 in the CEAP so that it 

can be prioritized by the group along with any other proposed action. Discussions regarding how 

much city residents (including low income) can handle (increases to electric rates will inevitably 

come with 10x20 and other CEAP-related projects) need to occur in the CEAP process. 

Rosenthal asked Kanner what next steps he invisions for the 10x20 ordinance? Kanner stated that 

the first step is to get ordinance clarification. There are many options for how to calculate and 

how to implement, so what is the end target? What are the resources necessary (and what 

resources do we have available)? He ultimately invisions a single, management-level position to 

handle both CEAP actions and 10x20 implementation. The challenge is providing enough 

resources to handle both. 

 

Group raised concerns about one staff member handling both CEAP and 10x20, as they are two 

very different skill sets. They also expreseed concerns that focus on 10x20 will slow down 

implementation of the CEAP. 

 

Alick/McGinnis m/s that the “10x20” ordinance be referenced in some way in the final 

Climate and Energy Action Plan. Discussion: Group discussed ways in which it might be 

referenced and why there should be no reason for the City to hold off on 10x20 action before the 

CEAP is finalized. 

Voice Vote: All Ayes. Motion Passes. 

 

4. Goals and Targets Ordinance 
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Rosenthal reviewed the changes to the ordinance made by the Legal Department. Group 

discussed the timeline - with legal review, publication requirements, and Council agenda 

availability the Ordinance likely won’t have first reading until January. They discussed whether 

because that is so close to the CEAP going to Council if they shouldn’t just go on the same 

agenda. There wasn’t group consensus as to if having them together was a good idea. 

 

Goals/Targets Ordinance Public Input 

Collin Ellis – urged the group to take the most aggressive goal/target they can take. Stated that if 

they don’t they aren’t really addressing the problem. He stated that he wants this city to be a 

leader in the country on this issue and without an aggressive goal, the group isn’t doing its job. 

 

Hannah Sohl – Thanked Hanks for his work on the draft ordinance and stated that it doesn’t have 

to be an either/or situation for carbon neutral/science based targets. The most recent version of 

the Eugene ordinance (which has been updated since the version in the packet) has a robust 

public accountability built in. It is important to include consumption in the goals. The first focus 

can and should be on sector based emmissions but later focus can shift to consumption. She 

encouraged the group to have annual, sector-based updates and to follow Eugene’s model by 

having a goal of carbon neutral by 2047 with 8% reductions each year based on best-available 

science. 

 

Group discussed ways to combine an 8% reduction with consumption, which still can’t 

accurately be tracked. They discussed the possibility of having the reductions measured on a 

three-year average, to account for typical fluctuations in project timelines, financing, etc. 

 

Group discussed how to adapt the plan as science-based targets change so frequently (what’s an 

appropriate target today may be wildly different than one 5-, 10-, 20-years from now.) How to 

we keep the debate reasonable, and effective? 

 

Hartman/Koopman m/s to propose an ordinance with a goal consistent with achieving a 

350 parts/million reduction by 2100. This means an 8% average annual reduction of all 

greenhouse gas emissions, including those from consumption of goods and food. Discussion: 

Hartman stated that all three greenhouse gases are accelerating – we need to decelerate now. He 

acknowledges that this is a big goal but thinks it can be achieved in small chunks. Koopman 

stated that using the Eugene ordinance as a model we know that we can include lots of other 

goals, not just an 8% reduction goal. We need to embrace that this is going to be very hard. 

Green stated that the goal should probably call out a baseline date to prevent future ambiguity. 

We also nee to acknowledge that no matter how well we do here, we can’t solve the entire 

world’s problems. 

 

Green/Hartman m/s to amend the motion to include a baseline date in-line with the 

greenhouse gas inventory of 2015. 

Voice Vote: all ayes. Amendment to motion passes. 

 

Group discussed if  “moving average” needed to be in the reduction requirements, determined 

that this can will likely happen naturally, especially if the plan is reviewed annually. 
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Beigel-Coryell raised concerns over including consumption in the goal – not only will this 

require major policy changes but will require the entire community to buy into lifestyle changes. 

She also raised concerns over whether or not cities with action plans will be sued for not being 

able to reduce in areas with no measurement ability (consumption has no real measurement 

ability other than general regional data). Rosenthal stated that he isn’t really sure how from a 

policy standpoint this will work but he still thinks that it is important to recognize the importance 

of the goal to the group. 

 

Group acknowledged that much of the ability to meet this goal requires State and Federal actions 

or actions by other entities that we have no control over. Group still felt it was an important 

statement goal nonetheless. 

Voice Vote: All Ayes. Motion (with amendments) Passes. 

 

Hanks asked the group what the city operations goal should be? He stated that he left as a 

placeholder the city operations goal from the originally proposed ordinance from Rogue Climate. 

Group discussed whether any city operations goal needs to be in-line with the year (2028) the 

BPA contract is up. They determined it wasn’t entirely necessary to do so. 

 

Green/Beigel-Coryell m/s to adopt the city operations goal as written in section 9.40.030 of 

the draft ordinance. Discussion: Hartman would prefer to have a more aggressive goal. 

 

Hartman moved to amend the years in the goal to 2025 and 2045. Amendment to motion 

died for lack of a second. 

 

Disccussion continued: Group discussed whether the goal needs to be more clearly stated as to 

how it relates to the 8% reduction goal just approved. Jones wondered if there needs to be 

verbage limiting the amount of reductions achieved through offsets but group determined that 

they can’t limit that as we can’t yet track consumption. 

Voice Vote: All Ayes. Motion Passes. 

 

Koopman stated that she would like to see the minimum reporting schedule lowered from 5-year 

to 3-year milestones. Group determined that they need to make a clear distinction between 

reporting and milestones. They reiterated the desire for annual reporting, and determined there 

needs to be a different timeline for potentially course-correcting milestones.  

 

Koopman/Alick m/s to replace five-year target milestones with three-year target milestones 

in section 9.40.040 of the draft ordinance and accept the plan sections as presented to 

include accountability with implementation plan. Discussion: Koopman stated that Eugene’s 

newest ordinance has a section with triple-bottom-line considerations. Group discussed whether 

having annual targets every three years is necessary or would this just be used to do larger course 

corrections. They agreed that this means a Greenhouse Gas Inventory every three years with the 

understanding that an 8% average reduction will vary from year-to-year but should average out 

over a three-year timeframe. 

Voice Votes: All Ayes. Motion Passes. 
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5. Next Meeting 

Group agreed that a continued discussion of the implementation plan and the vision statement 

should be on the next agenda. They also discussed the possibility of keeping a list of questions or 

topics needing to be discussed. The first items on that list include: social equity and the effect of 

the plan on tourism. 

 

The upcoming meeting schedule is as follows: 

October 19, 5:30 p.m. – 7:00 p.m. 

November 2, 3:30 – 5:30 p.m. 

 

10. Adjournment  

Meeting adjourned at 12:05 p.m. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted,    

Diana Shiplet, Executive Assistant  



















 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Ashland Housing and Human Services Commission 

Minutes September 22, 2016 
CALL TO ORDER 
Chair Boettiger called the meeting to order at 4:30 pm in the Siskiyou Room at the Community Development and 
Engineering Offices located at 51 Winburn Way, Ashland OR 97520. 
 

Commissioners Present: Council Liaison 

Gina DuQuenne Rich Rosenthal 

Rich Rohde  
Joshua Boettiger SOU Liaison 
Tom Gunderson Megan Mercier, absent  
Sharon Harris  
Sue Crader Staff Present: 
Heidi Parker Linda Reid, Housing Specialist 
Michelle Linley  

Commissioners Absent: Carolyn Schwendener, Staff Secretary 

Tom Buechele   
 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Two corrections were made to last month’s minutes. (Council Liaison report - Not the Chamber Board) 
Rohde/Gunderson m/s to approve the minutes of the August 25, 2016 Housing and Human Services Commission 
meeting with corrections.  Voice Vote: All Ayes, minutes were approved with corrections.  
 

PUBLIC FORUM 
No one was present to speak.  
 
The Commissioners welcomed new member Michelle Linley and City Councilor Rich Rosenthal who was subbing 
for Pam Marsh. 
 
HOUSING CRISIS FORUM NEXT STEPS UPDATE 
Rohde reported the materials that came out of the forum have been summarized and the next step is to prioritize 
the direction in which to take. The Committee has recently done an exercise in strategic mapping looking at all the 
players in affordable housing in Ashland and the decision makers. Some of the priorities outlined are; funding of the 
Housing Trust Fund, removing barriers for tiny houses, renter’s rights including a ninety day notice and looking at 
some of the homeless issues.  Reid commented the committee recognizes some organizations are going to want 
to put all their energy into priorities locally while other organizations are needing to serve in a larger more regional 
effort.  If anyone is interested in attending the meetings they are held every Wednesday at 1:30 pm at the Pony 
Espresso café located in the Washington Federal Building on Lithia Way.   
 
CONSOLIDATED ANNUAL PERFORMANCE EVALUATION REPORT 
Reid gave an overview of what the CAPER report is.  This is a document required from the U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Development’s (HUD) Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) fund program.  In the 
City’s five year consolidated plan for the use of CDBG funds the City sets goals for what type of projects they would 
like to fund. The CAPER reports the accomplishments generated by the activities funded in program year 2015 and 
how those activities allow the City of make progress in meeting the outcomes and goals identified in the 2015-2019 
Consolidated Plan.  Reid brought attention to the fact that the City actually funded four projects in the 2015 year 
grant cycle; The Maslow Project, St. Vincent DePaul, Ashland Supportive Housing and Habitat for Humanity.  
Habitat for Humanity was not able to expend their funding as they did not find enough home owners to participate 
in their program.  The money was given back to the City.  That money can be re-awarded mid-stream but would 
need to go through award process again.   
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

The Commissioners discussed the CAPER making some grammatical changes. 
 
Harris/DuQuenne m/s to approve the CAPER with changes.  Voice Vote:  All Ayes, motion passed unanimously.  
 
LIAISON REPORTS DISCUSSION 
 
Porta Potty Sub-committee update – Harris spoke with Parks Director Michael Black regarding the placing of a 
porta potty on the Bear Creek Greenway/Bike path. The sub-committee is interested in placing a porta potty in the 
downtown area somewhere around Ace Hardware/Food Co-op area.  They would also like to see one at the south 
end of town by Shop-n-Kart. Mr. Black has no problem with locating one on the bike path and offered to meet with 
someone from the sub-committee to discuss the best possible place to put it.  The HHS commission agreed they 
still need to get approval from the Council as well as a funding source.  Harris and DuQuenne will arrange a time 
to meet with Mr. Black and do a site visit.   
 
Joint H&HS & Planning Commission meeting – At a prior H&HS meeting it was suggested to have a joint meeting 
with the Planning Commission at one of their study sessions.  There are a lot of land use pieces to some of the 
priorities that this group has, stated Reid.  It was decided to meet with the Planning Commission at their October 
25, 2016 Study Session at 7:00 pm at the Council Chambers.  Reid will type up a brief summary of the Planning 
land use activities this group has been working on and email it to the Commissioners.  It was also decided it is still 
necessary to have the regular H&HS Commission meeting in October.   
 
Council – Rosenthal reported that the resolution for the winter shelter is on the City Council agenda for their 
Tuesday October 18, 2016 meeting.  The emergency shelter was a discussion item at their Study Session and 
Council directed staff to look into the concept of contracting with an outside organization to help with the program.  
This coming Sunday from 3:00 to 5:00pm is the second climate and energy action plan public open house at SOU 
Stevenson Union.  Potential strategies will be outlined on how to reduce our carbon footprint.   
 
Staff – Parker and Reid attended the Homeless Task Force meeting on Tuesday in which local law enforcement 
spoke to the group regarding the homeless populations. Medford, Central Point and Ashland were represented.  
Each community pointed out they see very different populations of homeless in their communities.  Chief O’Meara 
acknowledged that Ashland has a larger population of transients who do not necessarily want services or jobs; they 
are living here as a choice.  Central Point police Chief Allison pointed out the population in Central Point is very 
different.  It tends to be transitional families who are going from housing to homelessness for one reason or another.  
They see a large number of families sleeping in their cars and often experience issues of domestic violence.  
Medford Chief Sparacino emphasized they primarily see peoples with mental illness and/or drug addiction and 
homeless veterans.   
 
Parker conveyed that she disagreed with Chief O’Meara’s description of the homeless in Ashland.  As a volunteer 
if you go to the homeless shelter in the winter you will find people with mental illness as well as some who have 
been abused, stated Parker.  None of those people in the shelter are opposed to having shelter.  Parker commented 
that mischaracterization of who the homeless are makes it difficult to have compassion for people who are choosing 
homelessness rather than people who are there for other reasons; bad choices through no fault of their own, poverty 
or abuse.  Everyone agreed they all need to work together.   
 
Reid announced that Assistance Chief Warren Hensman is putting together a mental health training for the 
Community.  It is currently scheduled for October 19, 2016 at the Presbyterian Church. The date may change.   
 

GENERAL ANNOUNCEMENTS SEPTEMBER 22, 2016 METTING AGENDA ITEMS 
Quorum Check – Everyone should be present 
 
UPCOMING EVENTS AND MEETINGS 
Next Housing Commission Meeting – 4:30-6:30 PM; October 27, 2016 in the Siskiyou Room at the Community 
Development & Engineering Department located at 51 Winburn Way.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:55 p.m.  
Respectfully submitted by Carolyn Schwendener 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Ashland Housing and Human Services Commission 

Minutes October 27, 2016 
CALL TO ORDER 
Chair Boettiger called the meeting to order at 4:30 pm in the Siskiyou Room at the Community Development and 
Engineering Offices located at 51 Winburn Way, Ashland OR 97520. 
 

Commissioners Present: Council Liaison 

Gina DuQuenne Pam Marsh 

Rich Rohde  
Joshua Boettiger SOU Liaison 
Tom Gunderson Megan Mercier, absent  
Sharon Harris  
Tom Buechele Staff Present: 
Heidi Parker Linda Reid, Housing Specialist 
Michelle Linley  

Commissionrs Absent: Carolyn Schwendener, Clerk 

Sue Crader  
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Harris/Rohde m/s to approve the minutes of the September 22, 2016 Housing and Human Services Commission 
meeting.  Voice Vote: All Ayes, minutes were approved as presented.  
 

PUBLIC FORUM 
No one was present to speak.  
 
DEBRIEF ON JOINT PLANNING/HOUSING AND HUMAN SERVICES MEETING  
The Commissioners who attended the joint meeting gave an overview of what they took away from that meeting.  
Commissioner Buechele remarked the meeting was very helpful acknowledging he especially like reviewing the 
report from Guy Tauer, the Regional Economist from the Employment Department.  Linley also said how much 
she learned from that report.  She appreciated the breakdown of the demographics in the Rogue Valley including 
the income levels in Ashland.  Rohde said the best thing the meeting accomplished was a good working 
relationship with the Planning Commission.  The Planning Commission seemed very positive about the issues 
addressed by this Commission, i.e.; Tiny houses and Accessory Residential Units.   
 
City staff would like the Planning and HHS Commissions to select two representatives to serve on a public 
participation advisory group to advise on the development and implementation of a citizen engagement plan as 
part of the Comprehensive Plan Element update process. 
 
City Senior Planner, Brandon Goldman, gave a background report on the Comprehensive Plan Element Update 
Housing Element.  Goldman explained the City is getting ready to update the Comprehensive Plan Housing 
element.  Both the HHS Commission and the Planning Commission will have an active role in making 
recommendations to the City Council.  Another component of that is Citizen Participation to engage everyone 
affected by housing to see what they think are the priority goals. An advisory group composed of both 
Commissions will help staff develop an engagement plan to take before the Planning Commission then start the 
process of the Citizen Engagement part, explained Goldman.  The Planning Commission has identified two 
members of that group and it was encouraged that this group choose two volunteers. 
 
Goldman went on to explain what the Comprehensive Plan is.  The Comprehensive Planning is an attempt to 
establish guidelines for the future growth of a Community.  The document is official in nature meaning that it is 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

designed to be adopted into law by some form of local government.  The document then serves as a policy guide 
to decisions about community development. 
 
Throughout the entire Comprehensive Planning process, citizen input should be obtained, stated Goldman.  
Some suggested ways of doing this were; 
 
 Hold a series of open forums or meetings 
 Distribute news releases explaining what is being worked on and inviting written comments. 
 Public adoption process citizen input helps to determine the goals and objective of the plan.              
 
After a discussion Commissioners Harris and Linley volunteered to be on the advisory committee. 
 
DEVELOP A STRATEGY FOR IMPLEMENTING THE HOUSING TRUST FUND 
Councilor Marsh explained that she is concerned the Council is lacking an understanding of what various funding 
levels for the Housing Trust Fund could produce.  Marsh expressed the importance of making extremely tangible 
recommendations to the Council.  Marsh proposed the question, What are the various levels of funding and how 
would we use those to produce housing? It’s important to show the Council what they could actually attain.  One 
concern is that when affordable housing is offered how can it be reassured it will remain affordable.  Marijuana 
and potentially the excise tax are two opportunities for funding.  Marsh explained this Commission’s job is to give 
a clear blue print of what they can accomplish.  It was suggested to engage some housing developers and see 
what would attract them to Ashland.   
 
Commissioners Buechele, Gunderson and Rohde agreed to be part of a subcommittee to put together a menu of 
funding levels and projects.  The subcommittee will work with Reid.   
 
PRESENTATION BY 90 DAYS SOUTHERN OREGON 
Evan Lasley, Regional organizer for the Oregon AFL-CIO and prior Housing Commission liaison spoke.  Mr. 
Lasley shared he was here today to talk about the campaign to establish the ninety day notice for no cause 
evictions for rent increases.  As the housing rental crisis worsens it affects everyone from workers to lower 
income workers, stated Lasley.  Families are on the edge of homelessness due to the cost of housing which is 
pricing them out of their community.  This is not a problem specific to Ashland but a state wide crisis, said Lasley.  
 
It was inquired as to why landlords might give a no cause eviction to their tenants.  Linley commented in her 
experience a history of bad behavior can often be the reason a landlord wants to evict especially if they are 
disrupting the peaceful enjoyment of the other residences. Parker mentioned she had been a mediator for 
landlord tenant disputes in the courts.   She explained there is a legal mechanism that can be used.  If a tenant is 
misbehaving for any reason a landlord can file an eviction for cause.  If the tenant disputes the right of the 
landlord to evict them it goes to mediation.  The mediator sits with the tenant and landlord and develops very 
specific language on how the tenant has to behave.  The document is totally and legally enforceable.  It is clearly 
written and a judge must sign it.  Some of the commissioners stated that though this process is well intention, it 
does not always work as designed. 
 
In conclusion Lasley would like to move the notification from thirty days to ninety days for the vast majority facing 
the situation when it occurs through no fault of their own.  Lasley distributed an ordinance adopted by the City of 
Milwaukee relating to renters protection.  See exhibit A at end of minutes.  For working families this is the 
compassionate thing to do, said Lasley.   
 
The commissioners agreed to support this as a direction and leave the development of it to those who are 
currently working on it.   
 
Rohde/Buechele m/s that the Housing Commission supports the development of a ninety day notice to address 
the critical rental issues we have in Ashland.  Voice Vote:  All ayes, motion passed.  
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LIAISON REPORTS DISCUSSION 
Porta Potty Sub-committee update – DeQuenne and Harris met with Jason from the Parks and Recreation 
Department and spoke with Mike Morrison on the phone regarding the placement of the porta potty. They will be 
meeting with Mr. Morrison tomorrow at 1:00 pm to discuss some possible sites.  Possible locations are Ace 
Hardware or the railroad park at the north end of town and Bimart/Shop-N-Kart at the south end.  Harris said they 
need to do the ground work and come up with possible sites before presenting to the Council. Funding also needs 
to be addressed.   
 
Reid reminded the Commission that Mr. Morris does not have the authority to authorize the funding for the porta 
potties.  She encouraged the Commission to seek direction from the Council before moving forward, put together 
proposal to bring before the council.   
 
 

GENERAL ANNOUNCEMENTS SEPTEMBER 22, 2016 METTING AGENDA ITEMS 
Quorum Check – Everyone should be present 
 
UPCOMING EVENTS AND MEETINGS 
Next Housing Commission Meeting – 4:30-6:30 PM; October 17, 2016 in the Siskiyou Room at the Community 
Development & Engineering Department located at 51 Winburn Way.  
 
ADJOURNMENT 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:55 p.m.  
Respectfully submitted by Carolyn Schwendener 
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