
City of Sherwood
Special CornniÈtee Meeting Minutes

07 /24/L3
22560 SW Pine Street, Sherwood, Or 97140

MEYER: Good evening, everyone. Today is July 24th. ft is now approximately
6:35, and I'd like to calf the meeting to order. Sylvia, would you llke'to
take roff cafl?
MIIRPHY: Chair Meyer?
MEYER: Here.
MURPHY: Thank you. Rachef?
SCHOENING: Here.
MURPHY: Beth Cooke?
COOKE: Here
MURPHY: Doug Scott?
SCOTT: Here.
MURPHY: Nancy Bruton?
BRUTON: Here.
MURPHY: Larry O'Keefe?
O' KEEEE: Here.
MURPHY: Naomi Belov?
BELOV: Here.
MITRPHY: Thank you.
MEYER: Before we get started this evening, we as a committee are going to
take a few minutes to step into an executlve session. T do not anticipate
that it will take very 1ong, so we would just as that you be patient with us
as we meet with the city attorney for just a few minutes. And we wiII be
right back.
MURPHY: Excuse me, Chalr, and prior to the exec. session, I do need to read
a script. The Sherwood Special Committee wilÌ meet in executive session for
the purpose of dlscusslng pursuant to ORS 792.660 (2) (F), exempt public
records, Representatives of the news media and designated staff shaff be
aÌlowed to attend the executive session. Al] other members of the audience
are asked to remain ln the conrnunity room. Representatlves of the news media
are specifically directed not to report on any deliberations during the exec.
session except to state the general subject of the session as previously
announced. No decisions shall be made in the executive session. At the end of
the session, the committee wilÌ return to open session.
MEYER: Thank you.
BREAI(
MEYER: Thank you al-l very much for your patience. Now we wifl move on to
approvaÌ of the minutes for the July lOth meeting. Has everyone had an
opportunity to revlew the minutes? Are there any errors or omissions that
you'd like to note?
BRUTON: I was not here.
MEYER: Okay. So I'd like to make a motion to accept - actuafÌy, I have one
thlng to say before that. The one thing that I did notice about the minutes,
the exhibits were not included as an attachment to the minutes. So Sylvia and
I tafked about that briefly, and she has of course agreed to include that in
the final minutes, but I would tike to make a motion to accept the minutes as

O'KEEFE: I will second.
MEYER: Any discussion needed? Alf in favor?
O'KEEtrlE: Aye .

MEYER: Any opposed? Okay.
O/ KEEEIE : I'm sorry. Vühere' s Doug.
MEYER: I don't know.
O'KEEFE: Do we need to wait for hlm?
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MEYER: No, Okay. So now we will go ahead and move on to publlc comment, and
again, in this meeting, public comment will be limited to 40 minutes. Anyone
that would like to come and share - Did I say 40 minutes? A1l comments will
be limited to 4 minutes. Excuse me. So we wl1l go ahead and open that up, and
you can feel free to just come on up. SyÌvia?
MIIRPHY: Would you like the clock set?
MEYER: Yes, please.
VOORHIES: My name ls Tim Voorhies ...

MEYER: Can you wait for just one second until the cl-ock is set up. That's
the other thing. If committee members and the public could be so kind as to
please talk really clearly into the microphone. That's been a struggle of
recordlng the minutes. So it woufd be helpful to have everyone on the mlke.
Okay. Go ahead. Thank you.
VOORHIES: My name is Tim Voorhies, owner of Steel Tek Industrles, and T've
been part of the city process and stuff, and I'm pretty well disgusted with
the city process and stuff right now. Some things that I have seen the city
do and have been told by city staff makes this committee obsolete. Okay?
Before any city meeting, public speaking, or anything, all decisions are made
prior to any publlc hearing. These committees, pubÌic speaking, everything,
lt's only to make the citizen feel good about themselves that they have a
part of the process. Okay? I was told this by a city official - worker. Then
they sald, "If you donft llke it, move your freaking shop out of Sherwood,"
I'm still here. They're stiff here. Okay? Let's fast forward a fittfe bit.
That happened March 29t 20L0. I got involved in the hearlng process at the
planning commission for the condo project. The planning commission did due
diligence. They did their job properly all the way through. But the clty
councll/urban board had already signed a contract with the developer for what
they're getting over there. They wasted my time, the planning commisslon's
time, everybody's time. They qot what they want. Now I fook over there, and
it isn't llke anyth-ing that wefd drawn. So I'm sitting here wondering, are
you people going to l¡e thrown under the bus. Okay, let's move on to the rufes
and reguÌations that you want to put up to keep tr{al-Mart from coming in.
Let's say you do win and hlal-Mart doesn't come in, we're stuck. The citlzens
of Sherwood are stuck with alÌ of the rules that you are doing to try to keep
Waf-Mart from not coming in. Is that fair to the rest of us? Where were you
when Jim Clos brought up the fact that Waf-Mart was coming in four/five years
ago. trverybody said, "Oh, no. That isn't going to happen," I heard - I do
work for developers and people - I knew it was coming j-n four years ago,
Everybody said I was crazy. *It'll never happen in our town. Our city
officials won't let it happen." Guess what? I think it's afL about the
almighty dollar. Let's keep the permi-t fees coming ln, the TItr fees coming
in. We have to do something to keep our PERS going. This is just my personal
look on it, and I'm pretty sure f'm correct on it. Tt's all about the
almighty dollar. They need it to keep this city afloat. Wal-Mart. So that's
aLL I got to say.
MEYER: Thank you.
BELOV: Are we affowed to ask questions?
MEYER: No.
O' KEEI'E : Thank you.
MEYER: I will say though, Naomi, that if we are asked any questions, we will
do our very best to answer your questlons toward the fatter part of the
meeting in our closlng comments, but we will not be engaging 1n a
question/answer period during publlc comments. Anyone else is welcome to come
up. Okay. We will go ahead and move on to new business.
O' KEEEE: Dld you need approval for the minutes for the other...
MEYER: We don't have the other mlnutes avaifabfe quite yet. So, Chad, would
you llke to just touch reaÌJ-y brlefly on number 5?
.IACOBS: Sure. So as you know, you have a meeting scheduled for tomorrow
evening, and Heather Martin from our office wllf be here to walk you guys
through some of the legal issues refated to these employee benefit ordinances
that you've discussed 1n the past. I believe you've already gotten a draft of
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the sick-leave ordinance for your revj-ew that you'fl afso be discussing
tomorrow night. In addltion, tomorrow morning f believe, Heather is going to
send to the city and then they wilÌ distribute to you an attorney-client
privilege memorandum outlinlng some of the legal issues that she wrll be
discusslng with you tomorrow night. So you'll have that in advance of the
meeting to be able to review so you can come prepared,
MEYER: Okay. Thank you. Dld anyone want to talk about that at all this
evening? Okay. Let's go ahead and then move on to the revlew and d-iscussion
of first-draft ordinance language. VÍhat I'd fike to do is go ahead and start
with the Hazardous Sul¡stances ReguÌations, First Draft. And for anyone that's
visiting, if you haven't seen, there are some materials located on the table
there as you wafked in to use as reference. So because we did recelve these
in advance, T'm hoping that we can engage in a discussion on any points of
concern or anything we feel like we'd like to address at this point.
SCHOENING: Chad are you abÌe to - slnce this is an amendment, I understand
somewhat, are you abfe to telf us what is changed?
'JACOBS: So these are amendments to the code, but all of language in here -is
brand new. So this will be an entireÌy new sect.ion to the code as wilf the
other two draft ordinances.
SCHOENING: Drd you notice anything that we were asking for in thls ordinance
that was super glarinqJ-y different than what we're already doing or is it a
lot dlfferent than what we're already doing?
,JACOBS: Than what the City of Sherwood is a.Iready doing?
SCHOENING: Yes. The code that is existing.
,IACOBS: Yes. This would be a brand new provision of the code that doesn't
currentJ-y exist.
SCHOENING: ft doesn't exist. Okay.
,IACOBS: No. And this 1s based, if you recalf on your previous conversations,
this is based on the ordinance from the City of Eugene. And it's very simifar
language, afmost identlcal languaqe, to that ordinance.
MEYER: Anyone else have any other comments? If no one else does, I had a
coupfe of comments I'd like for us to consider. On page 4, under VioÌations,
the fast sentence: "If the violation continues, the city may deem each
calendar day that passes to be a separate viofation." f just want to make
sure that everyone is okay with that. T feel fike that's necessary in this
instance. The only thlng that I would like to add lf possible is, "Any
viofatlon of this sectlon shall also constltute a public nuisance and may be
abated as provided by Ìaw." And I'm wondering if anyone has any thoughts on
that or concerns, incÌuding youf Chad.
SCHOENING: Does that - we're trying to keep things decriminalized. Am I
right? Does that change that?
JACOBS: ActuaÌly, with this ordinance, iL' s a littÌe different from the
other ordinances. This ordinance actualfy makes a violatlon of the ordinance
a class A vlofation whlch ls a crlminal violatlon within the City of
Sherwood. The nuisance would be an additionaf civil remedy as opposed to a
crj-mina-I remedy.
SCOTT: On the question around section J there that you read, the part that
already exists is that each addltional day may be a separate violatlon. In
some scenarios, the ability to clean up, let's say, a spill in one day may
not be reafistic. So maybe itfs a three-day effort, and having that be three
different violations, is that reasonable in a situation fike that or not? I'm
asking the question and not arguing the poì-nt.
PESSEMIER: Well, I think that's why the word "may" is used there and not
'tshall." This ls one of those cases where obvlously you can't tallor make
everything for every situatlon, and if BP comes in and has a big oiÌ splll,
we maybe want the "shalÌ" 11ne which would (indecipherabfe) something eÌse.
There wifl obviously be something that goes into that decision making process
afso if it ever gets - well, and it would get to the court system that also
give the presiding officer some fÌexibiÌity in how they're going to interpret
that as weff.
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SCOTI: So in enforcement then, the city, whoever's responsible, working for
the city of designee of the city, then would make a determination of - Okay,
this j-s multiday event. They shoufd have reacted quicker, and they didn't,
and we're going to assess an additlonal penalty, or okay, they're doing the
best they can. It's reasonabfe. This is to be treated as one event and then
they can foll-ow on through the court system, like you said, after that.
JACOBS: And as the ordinance ls written, it's my understandlng, and f was
the one who actually drafted this, but it's my understanding from reading
through the ordlnance is that the way the process works is the city manager
wilf actually issue an order ordering the cfean up. And withln that order,
the city manager has the ability to say, "You have X number of days to clean
up whatever thls spilL is," whatever the mess is, And then you wouldn't be in
violation as long as you were cfeaning it up during that time period. The
other thinq I would just - to Ìoop back to the nuisance question because I
think this afl sort of relates is that if you -look at the ordinance itself,
rf you look on page 3 under subsectlon (c), City Manaqer Authority, there 1s
a process in there where the clty manager can independentÌy contract for
removal of the hazardous substances and then seek to recover the costs. And
that's sort of the exact same procedure that you woufd folÌow through a
nuisance abatement procedure, so I'm not sure that - you cou-Ld certainÌy add
that language as another tool in the city's too-L box of how to deal with
these situations, but Ifm not sure that it's realÌy adding anything
additional to the ordinance.
BELOV: f have one question. Does the city manager have the support of the
mayor and council or is the sofe authority up to the city manager to foÌlow
through with researching these violatlons?
JACOBS: fs your question: Does the city manager have to get the approval of
the city council before moving forward?
BELOV: I guess so. How would the manager work with the mayor and the councif
to decide on how to act.
JACOBS: Thls ordinance gives the city manager authority to do it on his or
her own and would not need to get approval of the city councif before movlng
forward. Typically, the way most cities work is that the city manager in his
or her administrative duties keeps the councif informed of what he or she is
doing, and I think I mean, my presumption that an issue this large would be
brought to the attention of the city council and the city manager. And
certainly, the city manager serves at the pleasure of the city council and
the mayor, and to that extent, if they didn't like the way the manager was
dealing with something, they could bring that to his or her attention.
COOKE: And woufd the flnes be determined during the rule-making process?
JÀCOBS: The amount of the fine?
COOKE: Mmhm.
JACOBS: The amount of the fine is actually set forth in city hall currently.
Tf you look, it's a class A violation under...
COOKE: So it's in our current code? The actuaÌ amount - the determined flne?
Okay.
JACOBS: Yeah. T anticipated this would be a question, so I actually brought
that section of the code. And a class A viol-ation is a $1,000 fine.
COOKE: Thank you.
MEYER: Are there any additional comments regarding this proposed language?
Wlth that in mind, I woufd like to make a motion that we accept the language
as is to be presented to clty council for review.
SCOTT: Second.
MEYER: At this point, do f need to ask if we need to have additional
discussion, Sylvia?
MURPHY: You can.
MEYER: Okay. I'm going to open up to floor for any additionaÌ discussion.
BELOV: I have a question: So is it $1,000 max, their fine? Or could they
have multipLe flnes?
JÀCOBS: That goes back to the language about each day as a separate
viofation.
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BRUTON: f wouÌd like to actually wait until tomorrow for this motion because
I have a call into Clean Vúater Services for some more information, and I
woufd like to at least have that scope of knowfedge before T make a decision.
but that's my personaÌ preference.
SCHOENING: T'm sorry. I think we should vote now.
MEYER: WelÌ, I did make a motion, and it was seconded. So I think unless we
woufd fike to further discuss, f'm going to go ahead and take a vote. All in
favor?
SCHOENING: Aye.
BELOV: Aye.
O'KEEFE: Aye.
COOKE: Aye.
MEYER: All opposed?
BRUTON: Nay.
SCOTT: No.
MITRPHY: If T may, Chair, the record needs to indicate that Doug Scott and
Nancy Bruton voted agalnst the ordlnance. The record wil-I indicate that this
draft language is Exhibit C. So that is for record. It ls Exhibit C,
Hazardous Substance Regulations, trirst Draft.
MEYER: Thank you. Okay. Let's move on to the reguÌation of Camping
Ordinance, First Draft, pfease. And again, T'd llke to just folfow the same
general discusslon if we can and just open the floor for any comments or
concerns regarding this draft language "

JACOBS: Chair Meyer, 1f I may. As you'l-l see -in this draft, we've
highLrghted, and it's probably a littÌe more difflcuft to see in the bÌack
and white, but we did highlight for you some areas where it wasn't clear to
our office that you had, as a body, reached a decision about those discussion
points. So to a certain extent, I would encourage you at l-east to make sure
you rev-iew each of those and make sure you are comfortabLe with that language
because we were making some presumptions when we were draftinq that
ordinance.
MEYER: Thank you. I would agree. So based on that comment, let's start with
A) Area open to the public. In7hat are folks thoughts?
O'KEEE'E: Does this incfude clty parks? I didn't see parks in there, but it
said any public space. Ifm assuming thatfs a park.
,JACOBS: No, so, as defined, this is really just related to private property.
There is afready an ordinance in place related to city parks,
O'KEEtr'E: Okay. Thanks .

MEYER: f would like to have a little blt of discussion if possible about
including churches in this ordinance, and I'm not sure how folks feef about
that.
SCHOENING: Do you mean not including them?
MEYER: T do mean not including them. We had a little bit of discussion about
this. There wasn't a lot of focus on whether or not we feft fike church
property should be incfuded in thls ordinance. So T'd like feedback.
SCOTT: So I would not agree with that, and the reason T would not is because
I feel llke it's pretty comprehensive right now, and I feel like there's a
real strong variance policy, varlance applicatlon policy, as we get further
in the document that woufd allow for any conceivable need, for a church or a
schoof for example with the upcoming Relay for Life. There's an easy process
for them to foffow to get a variance, and we can discuss the specifics of the
varlance, but I don't reaÌly feef the need to carve them out and give them a
carte blanche exemption because they have a reaLly easy method to get the
variance that they may need for a speclfic use case.
MEYER: Okay.
SCHOENING: I would like to say I did have a fot of concerns about this one.
I'm going to say that about every ordinance. But I agree with Doug. T was
concerned that we were targeting specific businesses by writlng this
ord,inance, and seeing as how the varlance - it's very easy to qet a variance.
If you have a Ìegitlmate reason to be camping in a publlc area, you can get
permlssion to do that, and it's not hard to do. So wlth that be-inq said, I
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woufd ask that we afso pay attentlon to page 2, section B, 9.54.050
variances, number 1) An emergency situation. Tt was really important to me
that that be included because I do believe that those exist, and T brought
that up when this ordinance came up.
MEYER: I agree.
SCHOENING: f would hope that we wou-ldn't remove that. I had discussions
today reqarding long-haul truckers, whatever, broken down vehicles, families,
peopÌe who might need a place to say, and Ì certainly don't want to be seen
as a city that boots peopÌe out who are in need or are having an emergency.
Neither wouÌd I like to cause an emergency to happen because we didn't allow
someone to stay. I did have some questions about who determines what an
emergency situation is? So for example, if f were the owner of said parkrng
lot, and there was someone there that T felt I needed to question about how
long they were golng to be there. T thought maybe they were camplnq, and I
went to them as the owner of the parklng lot and said, "What are you doing
here?" Am I allowed to say, "It's okay for you stay. I see this is an
emergency." Who has the power to do that? T wasn't clear.
.IACOBS: So a couple things. Before we get to that point, I would just point
out that as drafted, the lanquaqe talks about grantinq permission during an
emergency if there's an applj-cation for a variance. So the broken-down
trucker situation wouldn't necessarily apply because that trucker probably
woufd not have applied for a variance. We can certainly delete that language,
and it may make a certaln amount of sense to, and that's something for you
alf to discuss and considèr. But the way the process works as drafted for an
emergency in either situatlon, whatever you decide on that first question,
woufd be that you have to have the permisslon of the property owner as one of
the three criterla. Then it would be up to the city manager or the poÌice
chlef to decide whether or not in fact an emerqency exists in order to make
that decision to be able to camp in violation of the ordinance.
SCOTT: Could we add at that point, "or designee," so that a designee of the
city manager or police chief...?
I'EI"ÍALE: It pretty much there, I think.
SCOTT: Does it? I don't see it under B there.
JACOBS: No. Right now it just says chief of police or city manager.
O'KEEFE: Enforcement and Responsibllity and Authority.
SCOTT: Because it's ln a fater part of the document, but not at that section
or earfler.
SCHOENING: Okay. So I need to take back my last comment. I wouÌd hope that
r^/e can allow for an emergency without an application for a variance being
pending.
O'KEEFE: I would agree, and I was just going to say something when you were
talklng about the same thing. "An emerqency situation exists that
necessitates the immediate need to camp in an area open to the public-" I
think the best person to identify if that's an emergency or not woufd be the
police officer in question. Is that not right? So I would be perfectly
comfortable feaving that determlnation up to the Sherwood Police Department,
and if we couÌd word that somehow. What do you guys think about that?
SCOTT: Weff, T think that is what ls covered in subsection B here. So
subsection A talks about how you apply for an ordinance in advance, and
subsection B tal-ks about the emergency variance which doesn't require an
appÌication.
SCHOENING: No. Tt says an application for a variance is pending, and so f'm
asking that we remove that language. The appÌication for a variance being
pendinq, third fine.
SCOTT: Ah, yes. I would agree then. Yeah.
MEYER: So at what polnt do you propose that we strike, Rachel?
SCHOENING: "Notwithstanding any other provision of thr-s chapter, the chief
of police," I would say - or a police officer, I would suggest. "Or the city
manager may permit a person to camp in an open area to the public, " provided
that an emergency sltuation exists. That's what T would suggest.
SCOTT: A striking starting at "durlng" all the way through "pendinq."
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SCHOENING: Yes.
OTKEEFE: Do you need a motion to strike that?
MEYER: Not at this point. Let's continue the conversation. I mean, we can...
O'KEEEE: Just to add to that, I woufd think that the officer's perfectly
capable of determining whether it's unreasonably detrimentaÌ to the public
welfare, and if the guy parked there, or girl, entity parked there creates a
public nuisance or whatever,
MEYER: So perhaps say the chief of police or their designee would be
sufficlent.
O'KEEEE: We11, chief of pollce, city manager, or designee.
MEYER: Is that - yeah. Okay.
SCOTT: I thought we were working our way through. ff we're bouncing around,
I've got severaf other (indeclpherable).
MEYER: Yeah. Let's maybe go back to page one. Actually, under "Purposer" I
made a couple of notes to perhaps - under "Some of the adverse lmpacts caused
by such activities, " to perhaps even include fire hazards,
deterioration/unsightliness, and property damage.
.TACOBS: Could you repeat that? I'm sorry.
MEYER: Yeah. Fire hazards, deterioration/unsightllness, and property damaqe.
SCHOENING: Are we real.Iy going to make a law against unsightliness? f mean,
are we going to propose a law against unsightliness. T have some issues with
that one.
O'KEEEE: That's a pretty generaf term.
MEYER: That's why we're discussing.
SCOTT: I think the fire hazard and property damage makes sense to me.
MEYER: Okay.
O'KEEFE: Agreed.
SCHOENING: I would just ask that we not include unsightllness.
BELOV: Could you define unslghtfiness. What are you thinkrng?
MEYER: Well, and that's where with deterioration - that was a tough
unsightliness is - frm fine wlth deterioration as the adjective.
SCOTT: I guess I'd ask you to define that then.
MEYER: Okay. WelI, I think that deterioration in this ordinance woufd refer
to anything that coufd i-mpose property damage or potentially impose property
damage, so trash, graf f iti...
BELOV: I think you have a good point though. Unsightliness because it Ìowers
the property values of the properties surrounding whatever is unsightly. So
that does make sense to me.
SCHOENING: But what is unsightly to you mlght not be unsightly to me.
SCOTT: It becomes very subjective.
SCHOENING: It's general.
MEYER: Yeah, that's fair. You're right. I would agree, How do you feef about
deterioration?
SCHOENING: I guess I don't understand what you're saying about deterioration
is not already covered. Litterlng, public urination, public defecation,
intoxlcation, theft of water and eÌectricity...
SCOTT: Vandafism.
SCHOENING: Are you looking - yeah, vandalism is there. "Harassment or
intimidation of occupants, employees, and their customers." I lease a
building that does business, and f coufdn't find anything in here that
wouldn't be covered by what afready happens in front of my buildlng.
MEYER: Okay.
SCHOENING: T guess is my point. I really don't want to open it up to
generall zation .

MEYER: That's falr.
JACOBS: If f can just interject. This ls, again, just the "Purposes"
section. So you're talking about the reason why you're imposing this
prohlbition. You're tryinq to achieve a result that doesn't result in these
things.
MEYER: Correct.

PageT of4l



42s
426
427
428
429
430
431
432
433
434
435
436
437
438
439
440
441
442
443
444
445
446
447
448
449
4s0
45r
452
453
4s4
455
4s6
457
458
459
460
46t
462
463
464
465
466
467
468
469
470
47t
472
473
474
475
476
477
478
479
480
481
482
483
484
48s

JÀCOBS: So it's not that you're qoing to prohlbit unslqhtfiness. You're just
trying to have this camping ordinance ln place so that you don't end up with
unsightliness.
SCHOENING: That heÌped.
SCOTT: T woufd agree, as I said before, we should have fire hazard and
property damage. Well, I thlnk we already got property damage, we have
vandalism. So I'd just add fire hazard and move on. Personally.
MEYER: Do you have something to add?
COOKE: I thrnk vandalism is consldered graffiti and spray paint and garbage
issues and those klnds of things that are...
SCOTT: IntentionaÌ versus unintentional property damage.
COOKE: Right. But property damage could be a larger scope.
SCOTT: Sure.
COOKE: That's my concern.
MEYER: And I'm absoluteÌy comfortabfe with that if everyone else is. Okay.
Good?
JACOBS: So what was the decision?
MEYER: WelÌ , lt sounds -L-ike informal1y...
O' KEEtr'E: Adding two words .

MEYER: ...adding fire hazards and property damage.
Now let's move on to item A, Area open to the public. How do we feel about
that as deflned?
SCOTT: I have no objections.
O'KEEEE: I'm comfortable with that. Vacant or uninhabited lots, parcels of
land. T think that covers everything that I was interested in. That covers a
large scope.
MEYER: I would agree. So I thlnk we're comfortable with A, Chad. Actually,
the only other thing I vras thinking that if we were going to be outJ-rning
bulldings, we have cal-Ied out office buildì-ngs. Should we include lndustrial
buildinqs as well?
O/KEEEIE: Does the public have access to those lndustrial buildings?
MEYER: To the parking areas, yes. Potentially. f mean, if we are defining an
area open to the public as llsted here, and that that parking area ls open to
the public, then an industrial slte would be applicable in this rnstance, I
would thlnk.
SCHOENING: I have no objection to it.
O'KEEEIE: Yeah/ I thlnk it afready says commons areas such as parking lots
and picnì-c areas. Do you need to add industrial areas, Chad?
,JACOBS: You can. This is a fist that's says, "lncluded but not llmited to."
And so a court wilf fook at these examples - if something's not expressly
listed, the court wifl look at these exampfes to see if the property that
you're attemptlng to apply lt to ls slmi-Iar in nature to those listed. So
certainly, since you're having this discussion, I don't think there's any
problem with addinq the term, "industriaf. "
MEYER: Okay. T'd Ìike to do that if everyone is comfortable with that. And
at this point, we're not taking a vote, so I vroufd ask that everyone pJ-ease
just take notes and then after we get through the draft ordinance language,
we can go through any modifications that have been made and vote at that
polnt when we're done wlth this.
PESSEMIER: So the other option woufd be to actually - you're going to have
more meetings, so basically make the changes and come back to you with
(indecipherabfe) .

SCOTT: Yeah, T'm not comfortable voting on anything without seeing the
f inal...
PESSEMIER: Because you already have about four or flve changes, and you
might want to - so that woufd be the other option.
MEYER: That's great. Okay. Under letter B. We did actually talk about hours
at one of our -last meetings, so I think that this makes sense to discuss.
Rachel, f know you're ready.
SCHOENING: I would propose that we not say hours. I thlnk "camp or camp.inq
shall meet a perlod of time wherein an indivrdua-L uses and area open to the
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public as temporary quarters for the purposes of livinq, sleeping, or
residing" is perfectly fine. I just don't think it's necessary for the four
hours, and f see a potentlal for some very -interestj-ng policing that I think
doesn't need to happen.
SCOTT: Yeah, and that's the position I thj-nk I took at the Iast meeting, and
I think you convinced me to have the four hours. So I think it's funny that
we switched places a fittfe bit.
MEYER: And that's why we have the discussions.
SCOTI: Skipping ahead slightly, I'd Ìike to remove the word "overnig'ht,"
second to the last word because to me it doesn't matter when this occurs. If
the apparent purpose is occupancy, I don't care if it's 2:00 in the morning
or 2200 in the afternoon.
BRUION: Can you guys remind me. Did you have a discusslon about safety
because T know that when someone ls sleeplessness or hlqh anxiety, they're
encouraged to pull over and park and rest, and I coufd see this being
misconstrued.
SCHOENING: That's the emergency stipulation on page 2.
BRUTON: So are you supposed to contact the police chief if you're needì-ng to
rest ?

SCHOENING: No. You're just supposed to do it.
MEYER: No. I think the point of or not the point, but the opportunity that
a police offlcer would have in this regard would be to approach and question.
And if j-t was an issue of safety, and in thls case, I woul-d consider that an
emergency, the police woufd then have the opportunity to say, "Take a nap."
BRUTON: Yeah, and aqain, it was clarif-icat-ion that had been discussed?
SCHOENfNG: Yeah.
SCOTT: Yes, it was.
MEYER: Yes.
JACOBS: T would say that if you look at ordlnances across the country, most
of them have some sort of time-refated issue whether it's overnlght, whether
it's between midnight and 6:00 a.m., or whether it's a duration of time such
as this, such as four hours, you have something T think to address Nancy's
concern. Tf someone is waiting for their spouse who is shopping, and they
decide to take a little catnap in the car whife they're wa.iting for their
spouse to come out, you don't necessarily want to criminalize that behavior.
So I thlnk there is some reasoning across the country when you look at these
ordinances. They do some sort of time period on there to demonstrate that
this really is camping and not some other sort of activity.
MEYER: Okay.
SCHOENING: So I woufd propose that we remove "four consecutive hours" and
keep "overnight. "
SCOTT: So then we're essentially allowinq camping the rest of the time?
MEYER: Day camping.
SCHOENING: I think we're leaving camping open to interpretation at that
point.
OTKEEEE: You said remove "four consecutive hours," aÍ\d keep "overnlght?"
SCHOENING: Mmhm.
SCOTT: Then we have to define what overnlght means, obviously, in that
scenario.
O'KEEEE: Yeah, I'm okay - I was going to suggest removing the t'four
consecutive hours" and replacing "overnight" with extended occupancy.
SCOTT: That seems too vague to me.
O'KEEFE: It does. That's why f dldn't say it out loud.
SCHOENfNG: So I guess T'm not clear on something, Chad, because f know we
skipped ahead when we talked about emergency, but part of the reason I did
that was because I thlnk that helps us define what camp or camping is. So
what you just sald, wouldn't that apply under the emergency variance?
JACOBS: So the way the ordinance works is first you decide whether or not
the ordinance applies in the first place. If the ordinance does apply in the
first place because someone is "campirrg" or "camping," then you would say
does an emergency exist wherein the police chief, the clty manager, or
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h-is/her designee can give someone the ability to go ahead and camp
notwithstanding the ordinance?
SCHOENING: Okay. I see. Okay.
SCOTT: So I guess I'd stiÌf be in favor of removinq "overnight" and maybe
changing four hours to two if there ls a concern about people bending this
rule or stretching it as far as they can. I don't know.
COOKE: f guess f'm more concerned - I would like to keep the overnlght
because I think that's when it comes to being a pubÌic safety issue. Tt's
much more of a concern than if you have people how are in the parking lot
during that day. ft's less of an lssue for me from a public safety standpoint
than having people potentiaÌly overn.ight in our parking lots.
BEIOV: I would agree. Can we just keep 1t as is? Is that something we can
vote on or...
MEYER: So what I'm hearing is that there's at least a fittle bit of concern
about placing a time fimit. Although I'm not hearing a big concern about the
overnlqht issue. Am I - go ahead.
COOKE: So my onÌy concern is defeting the "four consecutive hours" is
consistency. I think it's important that if someone is being told, "Okay, you
can't camp here," - if someonets only been there for two - if they say, "Oh,
I've only been here for two hours," or t'T've been here..." - so I think from a
legal perspective, it is better to have a perlod where the poÌice can check
on them and potentialÌy go back and say, "Okay, you've been here for four
hours. Youtre now meeting the criterla, so we need to have you move."
SCHOENING: I hear what you're saying, but wouldn't that be covered under
trespassing anyway? If I have the parklng lot, and I ask someone to leave or
f thrnk they're not there for valid reasons, coufd I not ask them to feave
reqardless of how Ìonq? Are we allowing them a four-hour pass by saying this?
SCOTT: Yeah. And that's where the overnight kind of foses its heat then.
Sorry.
JACOBS: There's two separate issues. When we're talking about private
property, you always have to have the permission of the owner, the person who
is in the controf of the property, the leasee, to be there. And if you don't
have thelr permission to be there, and they ask you to leave, and you fail to
leave, then that can be trespassì-ng.
SCHOENING: Right. Regardless of they have this four hours? Thank you.
JACOBS: Regardfess of whether it's four hour. Regardless of whether it's ten
mlnutes. Regardless of whether they're sleeping, awake, dancing the jig. It
doesn't matter what they're doing. The issue here is that if someone doesn't
enforce that because you've got a big retail center parking lot or you've got
some other sort of area where the person in control of the property isn't
paying attention. ft's a vacant Ìot, and the person who owns the property
-lives across the country. Then the question becomes okay, well there's no one
there who legally can say, "This person ls trespasslng on my land. I want
them off." V,Jhat do you do as a police officer do? And thls ordinance would
then glve the po11ce officer the abifrty to teff someone they've got to
Ìeave, and they can't camp as long as they meet the definition of camp-ing. So
you need to decide what that definitlon shoufd be.
SCOTT: So as written, someone couÌd puÌl in at 1:00 a.m. and camp untif 5:00
and drive out, and they haven't violated the ordinance. So back to Beth's
concern about the public safety during the middle of the niqht, we're not
address,ing that issue at alf the way it's written.
SCHOENING: So I'm go-ing to ask: What is that person hurting? I guess I'm
not cÌear on what are we trying to prevent? Are we trying to prevent a
homeless camp 1n the middfe of a very Ìarge parking lot or are we trying to
prevent someone from pulling in for four hours and sleeping and then leaving?
Because what you suggest does not seem to be a public safety -issue to me. I
guess that's where I'm coming from. Vdhat are we trying to address?
SCOTT: f'm asking the same question you are. What are we trying to get at?
SCHOENING: What are we trying to address wlth the ordlnance because I feel
like four hours doesn't make any sense,
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O'KEEEIE: f wou-Id say - for me, I think four hours is a reasonable time for
somebody to come in an park in the middle of the night. And it allows for the
person who is tired, driving their RV or their truck, they can come in and
park there, but they have a llmlt. They can't park there for eight hours or
ten hours, and it doesn't matter what time of the day it is. To me, I think
this whofe wording here ls perfectly appropriate for, in my opinion, of what
I was hopinq to address.
MEYER: I would tend to agree, Larry. And I think the reason I would agree is
because further into the ordinance lanquage, there are agaln opportunities
for variance applications, and as Chad mentioned and as even Beth mentioned,
there is the opportunlty for police to check in and offer some assurances
that foLks are not settlng up camps.
SCOTT: So to be c.Iear, the goal that I'm hearing is that we're trying to
prevent setting up extended camping, but we're not trying to address a safety
issue in the middle of the night?
MEYER: No, that's not...
SCOTI: Because this wouldn't address that as wrltten.
COOKE: If there's a way that we can make sure that we're applying it
consistently so that we can give the police the mechanism to say, "Okay, now
itfs tlme to move on" if it is the middfe of the night. Does that mean that
the parking lot ls just cfosed? Again, to me it would be important to have a
barrler set in the statute so that it's clear and concise and very
consistently applied.
,IACOBS: So, again, if it's the middle of the night, and the parking Ìot's
closed, and peopÌe aren't afÌowed to be on there because the owner, the
leasee, has closed that parking lot, then the person would be trespassing in
the first p1ace. So reafly it has to be a situation where someone has elther
consented to someone being there or they're just not - they're open at that
point in time, so the area is open to the public, and people can be there,
and the person hasn't asked that individual to Ìeave yet.
SCOTT: Right. But in the middle of the night, and the police cruises by, how
do they know if somebody sittlng there has gotten permission or not or
whether the owner of the property has closed the property or not.
JACOBS: Weff, qenerally, a private property owner/ if they were going to try
to close it, would put up some sort of signage to say thì-s parking lot is
closed at whatever hour that the building itself closes.
SCOTT: So absent that...
JACOBS: Absent that .

SCOTT: The four-hour rule applies...
JACOBS: ff it's open to the public, yeah.
SCOTT: ...and someone rolfs in at 1:00 and stays untif 5:00, you'd have no...
,JACOBS: And I guess I woufd say - to address what you're trying to achieve,
that's the purpose of the section that we were tafking about. So you're
trylng to draft a law that achieves fixing the problems that you've
identified in the fj-rst section, 010. And whether or not allowing someone to
sleep in a car or an RV for four hours or in a sleeping bag for four hours in
the middfe of the night hinders your ability to achieve those purposes is a
policy discussion for you guys to have. But when you talk about what's the
purpose/ what are you trying to do here, you want to go back to that section,
and say this is what we're trying to do and then how do we do that?
SCOTT: Okay. I'm just trylnq to get at Beth's concern about the safety in
the middle of the night, and this doesn't seem to address it. So T guess I'11
defer to her though.
COOKE: Again, my concern woufd be being abfe to provide an opportunity to
apply it conslstently so it doesn't put us into a position of having lt
appear inconslstent to the public. Does that make sense?
JACOBS: I guess what I woufd say is that the applicatron of the law and
having some sort of tlme period, whether it's a four-hour time period or
saylng overnight and sayì-ng from 1:00 a.m. to 5:30 a.m. or whatever hours you
want to choose, it makes it a fot easier for the police to enforce the law
than having no time period. Because no period, I think, ls goinq to result in
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an inconsistent appllcation because I Ìook at someone cÌoslng their eyes -
are they sleeping? Are they just blocking thelr eyes from the sun? It's golng
to be much more difflcuft f think for the pollce to enforce that faw than one
that has some pretty clear standards.
SCOTI: So I think what you just said actually gives us the answer that
meets, I think, your concern and theirs rs that instead of saying four
consecutive hours and overnight, we just say between the hours of X and Y,
you can't camp.
COOKE: So f do - I'm thinking of Nancy's concern, though, of that person who
desperately needs to close their eyes...
SCOTT: There's a variance for that.
COOKE: Okay. Well, aqain, Ìooklnq for consistency to make sure that we - the
immediate thing that comes to my mlnd is drunk drlvers. So the fact is
somebody who pulÌs over for an hour, two hours, it may be a publlc safety
issue there as well/ so you have to balance that. But I do thrnk that there's
a difference between that and someone who 1s camping.
MEYER: Right.
COOKE: And then needing our poÌice force to be pulled off from other areas
where they need to be patrolÌinq in the middle of the night into parklng
lots. Aqain, the four hours - it makes sense to me to have a time fimit.
SCOTT: Okay. Tt just seems inconsistent with your other concern about the
pub-lic safety ln the middfe of the night when nobody's around. So I'm just
trylng to help justlfy that, but I guess it's your point, so I'Ìl Ìet it go.
MEYER: I'm not hearing that there is the mention of striking one or either
of those thlngs.
SCOTT: Right. So if you leave it as ls, someone can camp for four hours in
the middfe of the night. It's alÌowed under the ordinance. And your earfier
concern about that happening, being a publì-c safety issue because nobody's
there, would not be mitigated by this as written. f don't know why Irm so
strongly trying to argue for a point that you're feeling strongly about, but
it seems inconsistent to me.
COOKE: They would need to have the permission from the property owner as
welf in order to camp at all.
MEYER: Which is afready outlined.
SCOTT: Okay. Whatever.
COOKE: So in cases where a property owner is giving permission for people to
camp overnight, this would limlt them to no more than four hours,
SCOTT: Sure. But, agaì-n, I go back to the police. How woufd they have any
idea of whether there's been permission granted or not unfess there's signs
posted like we tafked about. So whatever. I'11 leave it as is.
MEYER: Let's maybe table thls for a little while. and let's move on. f mean
not table 1t...
SCOTT: I'm fine with it as written if that's what everyone wants. So I'd
rather move on and not table it and disagree.
MEYER: So Larry, are you sticking to your guns here that you're comfortable
with the language as written, I want to make sure that...
O'KEEEEz lt m comfortable with the language as written because it provides
not only during the day but during the night. If the store is closed, the
parking lot is closed. So it's kind of
SCOTT: Not for 3 hours and 59 minutes it's not.
MEYER: So wou-Id you feel more comfortabfe limì.ting that to a two-hour
period? I can five with two hours.
SCOTT: f don't care. If m not...
COOKE: f could go wlth two hours. I can be comfortable.
MEYER: Rachel?
SCHOENING: I didn't like four. I'm not going to fike two. I am paying
attention, I'm curious. I'm hearlng two different things, and I'm sorry that
we're spending so much time on this, but I think it's important. I'm hearing
two dlfferent things. One, I'm hearj-ng about an open or cfosed parklng lot
which is not addressed in this, and two, f'm hearing about four hours, So can
f ask why can we not just say, 'tWhen the parking lot is closed, " "When the
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business 1s not openf " or can we stop talking about whether it's open or
closed. Those are two entlrely different things. f'm sorry, Beth.
MEYER: So ln the first section under "Area open to the public," iL addresses
all outdoor areas on private property within the Clty of Sherwood. So I thlnk
that addresses - and then it outfines aÌf of these possibil-ities. So I think
that that
SCHOENING: I just am hearing people on the commlttee talking about- whether
the business or the parking Ìot ls opened or closed. That shoufdn't factor
into what v'¡e're talking about if lt's not in the ordinance.
MEYER: Right. Because we've aÌready identified...
SCHOENING: Because if a buslness is closed, and they're not supposed to be
there, they're trespassing. That's already addressed somewhere else, right?
BRUTON: And I was going to ask - Tom, is it posslbl-e to get a copy of the
trespassing ordinance or that's in writing for that?
PESSEMIER: Certainly. We coufd make it available to you tomorrow but
probably not this evening.
SCOTT: Right" And just to follow up, Larry, on one thing you said. Just to
be clear, as written, this would not address daytime camping. Camping during
the day would be perfectly allowable as written.
O' KEEE1E : !tleÌ1, ûo, it wouldn' t . It wouf d have a f our-hour limit .

SCOTT: No because it says overnight.
COOKE: Currently.
SCOTT: As wrltten.
O'KEEI'E: The very first- sentence, it says, "A perlod of time in excess of
four consecutive hours wherein an indivj-dual uses an area," bLaln, bÌah, blah.
SCOTT: Rrght. But then as you read through the rest of it, it says, "For the
apparent purpose of overnlght occupancy."
O'KEEFE: Yeah. It says, "May include but not be fimited to." Are you guys
not happy with that?
SCOTT: I just want to make clear that I don't this explicitly says daytime
camping is prohiblted. So 1f that's your intention, I donft think we're
accompÌlshing that. That's all I'm saylng.
O'KEEtrlE: I was under the impress.ion that when we started draftlng thls, we
were trying to fimit the amount - we didn't want a whofe fleet of motor homes
or truckers or anythinq anytime of the day...
MURPHYI Excuse me. That is not acceptable to approach the committee with
notes. Irm sorry. I did the first one, Ms. BeLov. From here forward, it is
not acceptable. Thank you.
MEYER: Thank you. Go ahead, Larry.
O'KEEFE: Lost my train of thought. Glve me a second. I thought we originaÌly
drafted this for what I just said to prevent a ffeet of motor homes or
campers or whatever anytlme during the day or night, and that's why I thought
we came up with the four-hour...
SCOTT: And that's why I suggested striking overnight when we start.
O'KEEFE: Yeah, if they're shopping - I mean who needs to shop more than four
hours.
JACOBS: So as drafted, the language appJ-ies day or night, and the overnight
is just an example. Again, just like we had tafked about in the previous
ordinances. It's an example of what camping can j-nclude. So it doesn't
necessarily mean that it's only overnlght. If you fook at the first sentence
whlch defines what camping is, and lt's not limlted by overnight.
SCOTT: Then f would, again, say we should strike "overnight" just to make
that abundantly cfear. If that's our intention j-s to limit it to four
consecutive hours, 24 hours a dayf we should strike that word.
BELOV: f wouldn't agree with that. The petitions said - one of the main
concerns of the residents was that overnight camping - weff, that was thej-r
main concern. So we really need to focus on that and be sure that we mentj-on
that in the ordinance.
SCOTT: I think if we struck the work, we're actualLy makinq the ordlnance
more appÌicable rather than fess - or the example more appficabfe rather than
- that's alf. I'm just trylng to promote clarity.
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SCHOENING: I thlnk it's important that we discuss these entirefy. f do. I
think that they can be applied pretty liberally. And I understand that it's
somewhat frustrating, and f get that, but I afso think that if we don't have
this discussion, we're not going to be comfortabÌe wlth what we're trying to
put in front of the council. And T for one am not spending hours of my time
here to not feef comfortable with what I'm putt.ing in front of the council.
EEI'ÍAIE: Thank you.
MEYER: !úe11, wrth that said, T actualfy would like to add some language to
thls. Not to make this more complicated, but after the last word, "overnight
occupancy," I would like to add, "or storage." I would also like to add such
actlvities - so in the middfe of this paragraph, include - add cooking or
open fires and the storing of personal belongings which I don't know if we
need to define or if that can be foosely defined. Is that there in there.
SCHOENING: I feel fike that should've been added to "Purpose." f think when
we originally talked about this, we stated that camping would afso inc-Iude
cooking and storing of personal belongings.
MEYER: So I do feef fike that was not included, and I'd fike to see that
added to the language.
COOKE: So would that be covered under livlng for the purposes of J-iving,
sÌeeplng, or reslding? Are those inherentl-y presumed to be...

'JACOBS: So fet me back up, everyone, and sort of just start from the
beginning because T feef fike a fot of peopfe are sort of talking past each
other. So what you want to do first is focus on the very first sentence
because that defines what camping is. So camping is "a period of time in
excess of four consecutive hours where-in an individual uses an area open to
the public as temporary quarters for the purposes of tiving/ sleeping, or
residlng." So anything that meets that definition wouÌd be camp or camping.
Then to provide further clarificatlon, the next sentence provides exampÌes of
things that couÌd be camping which woufd incfude "sleeping or making
preparations to s-Ieep including the Layinq down of bedding for the purposes
of sleeplng and the parking of any motor vehicle lncluding motor home,
recreational vehicle, or traifer for the apparent purposes of overnight
camping." So we can add as many examples, we can take away examples, hre can
change the examples - whatever you feel wouLd heÌp provide cfarity to the
public to understand what the faw is and to the poÌice to be able to enforce
the faw wouÌd make sense to add to these examples. But regardless of what
examples we include ln here, lf it meets that flrst sentence, it's going to
be deemed campinq.
MEYER: Tt does.
COOKE: I guess, given that, I coufd be comfortable striklng in excess of
four consecutive hours because the "living, sleeplng, or reslding," - 7
think qiving the police the opportunity to say, "Okay, it's apparent that
you' re mean i ng to stay. "
BRUTON: I actuaffy agree. T mean, when four hours is in the context of that,
that could apply to someone throwing down a bfanket and taklng a nap in the
park. ft's not limited to automobiles and businesses.
MEYER: In/elÌ, as Chad mentioned earlier, the park is not incfuded here
because it's lncluded in another area of our code. So that's why that's not
being addressed here. So fet's focus on sentence one. Let's maybe break this
down and maybe just start with the first sentence. "Camp or camping shaÌl
mean a period of time -in excess of four consecutive hours where an individual
uses an area open to the pubÌic as temporary quarters for the purposes of
livlng, sleeping, or residillg." I wouÌd like to there add, "for the purpose
of living, sleeping, residing, storing personal belongings, or cooking."
SCOTT: I agree with cooking.
'JACOBS: So I would say that that would fit within the definition of Ìiving,
so you woufd want to use that as an exampfe ln the next sentence if you want
to add that.
COOKE: So do we want to keep "within four executlve hours" or do we want to
strike?
BELOV: l'd like to keep it.
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JACOBS: So, againf just to try to help you with this conversation and move
it along, if you just strike it and leave it, that means anytime anyone
sÌeeps in an area open to the public, it would be deemed camping whether it's
five minutes or ten minutes, whether they're waiting for their spouse while
theyrre shopping, whatever the case might be. Whlch is why you see that these
laws have some sort of time period. Whether it's an hourly time period such
as is or whether it something such as saying, "during these specific hours"
it constltutes camping. So it's usuaÌÌy like overnight hours when they're
trying to address overnight camping. So I would encourage you to focus on one
of those two options as opposed to just saying any sleeping or any sort of
residi-ng or living in an open area ls camping because then, as Nancy said, it
might not be a public park, it miqht be an industrial business park that's
got a plcnic area, and someone lays down a blanket at naptlme - or at
lunchtime to take a nap, and they've vloLated the ordinance.
MEYER: f'm comfortabfe with the language as is.
O'KEEEE: T am too. Yeah.
MEYER: Okay. Nancy? Doug?
BRUTON: I personally feel that four hours is a little bit limiting, but I
aÌso feef llke, by putting this ordinance into place, it's afmost like glvlng
permisslon to people to come for whatever hours that we deem is okay. So T

think that it's kind of a doubÌe-edqed sword.
MEYER: Beth?
COOKE: f'm comfortable wlth it wj-th that idea of keeping it being consistent
so that you're not going to have multiple nights. You're not going to have
someone parked for 10 hours while a business is cfosed.
MEYER: RacheI?
SCHOENING: I'm not comfortable. I don't think it's long enough. But I thlnk
that we should either vote to leave it in or not, but I think we need to move
past ì-t. I donrt thlnk we're going to - I'm not going to reach a consensus on
this with four hours.
MEYER: Okay. So for the sake of moving forward, are we comfortable leaving
it in until Chad has an opportunity to redfine the document for re-revlew at
this polnt so that we can move past this topic. I mean/ we're not votlng on
this tonlght.
O'KEEFE: f would be comfortabfe leaving it as ls. I notice a lot of people
in the audience, and I'm hoping that maybe some of them will step forward
tomorrow nrght and give us their input on if this is important for us. And we
asked at the beginnlnq whether there was public comment, and one person came
forward. Maybe tomorrow nlght or maybe later tonight you can open it up for
additional comments. But I wou.Id like, and T'm sorry if I'm getting a littfe
off track, but I would like to see public comments on each of these areas as
we bring them up.
SCHOENING: I just want to add we asked for pubÌic comments at the beglnning
of the meeting...
MEYER: Okay, okay, okay...al1 right.
BELOV: Many of the people werenft here.
SCHOENING: Okay. f'm sorry.
MEYER: For the sake of moving forward at thls point. What I'd like to
propose to the committee 1s that we move forward with our discussion. Toward
the latter part of the evening, we are abfe to reopen for public comment. I'm
not promislng that we will open for public comment, and f'm not saying that
we won't open for pubÌic comment. That wi-Il be committee - we can agree as a
committee to open or not open for public comment.
SCOTT: And f would like to make a sugqestion that in future agendas, when we
get to the point where we're going to vote that we specify specifically per
night which items we're voting on and that we have a separate pubJ-ic comment,
and I think I suggested this in the very flrst meeting, that we have a
separate public comment for each ordinance that we're voting on that night.
MEYER: That we can consider, but we are not necessarily voting on any
particuJ-ar night, so it woufd be difficuft to define that in the agenda.
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BRUTON: Well, and if I may add, I echo that sentiment, and I would hope that
we could do breakouts and have publ-ic comment, as Larry said, individually
per category so that peopfe can be prepared lo dlscuss specific topics.
PESSEMIER: So one sugqestion would be to actually consider - you have a
meeting on Thursday, August 1"t. !rle'fÌ be actually not voting on any of these
items unt-if that day so that peopÌe do have a chance to take a look at afl of
the revisions as they get made and come forward and you're not doing this as
you go alonq. I think there will be multipJ-e opportunj-ties on your schedule.
We still have a number of other meetings that would allow people to have more
time to read the ordlnances and listen to your conversations and then provide
you feedback before you actually make decisions. That can afl happen very
quickly 1f you guys work through the -Ianguage, and you're comfortabfe with
where things are going, and moving on,
SCOTT: My only concern wlth that is it does not aÌlow us time to - we get
their feedback, but we have to vote that night, then it doesn't aflow us any
time to incorporate that feedback (indecipherable).
PESSEMIER: Rlqht. And f understand that, but it's got to come to a stop at
some point. So you sti1l have a meeting Monday, July 29th as schedufed where
this language is going to be coming back to you to take a fook to see that
the changes you guys have recommended are made, and you would stilÌ have an
opportunity to make mlnor tweaks in between Monday and Thursday before that
language came back. So you have the potentlal to actually see this two more
times before you actually got to that point to make that decision
(indeclpherable) .

SCOTT: I like that idea. Thank you.
COOKE: f'd Ìike to go back to the four consecut-ive hours or not including -
I thlnk it's important we at least - in order to give Chad as much
information as he needs to decide that time because we can only come back so
many times. And so I think it's somethinq that we should be abÌe to either
aqree or not agree, to do. So can we work on - that's my concern.
BELOV: It wou-Ld a-Lso save the town a lot of money, I think, by not having to
have the attorneys review and re-review. And if we can just move forward and
proceed efficiently. That woufd be great.
,JACOBS: Well, one thing T coufd do if you want is I could leave the four
hours in, and I coufd put in a time frame, an overnlght time frame, and just
have those in brackets. And then you could take public comment on that at the
next meeting and choose between those two lf you have a consensus about what
those two would be as opposed to trying to reach one consensus tonight.
O'KEEI'E: I'd be agreeable to that. That sounds great if we narrobt it down to
two choices.
MEYER: That sounds good. Thank you, Chad.
PESSEMIER: I don't know if there are other lssues on here, but there were a
couple things that I caught that I just wanted you guys to think about
considering. First off, as we're going through this...
SCOTT: Are you sti1l talking about just page one?
FEIÍALE: Yep.
PESSEMIER: I'm talking about the whole ordinance.
SCOTT: We haven't even moved to page 2 yet. ALl right. So I'lf reserve my
comments to the end then.
MEYER: A1l right. So now that we have provided Chad a littfe bit of
directlon on a couple of modifications to page 1, let's.Iook at page 2.
BRUTON: If I may, you mentioned that we were going to be discussing churches
within the scope of the areas open to the public.
SCHOENING: It's there.
MEYER: ft is there.
BRUTON: Did you want to dlscuss it?
MEYER: Do you want to discuss it?
BRUTON: You had asked if we were going to.
MEYER: Yeah. We discussed that there is the opportunity for a variance, so T

feef comfortable with that. On the regulation of camping, any conments on how
thls 1s defined?
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SCHOENING: Tom, did you have something about this?
PESSEMIER: h7e11, I think that we just might want to make sure that when we
sây, "any area open to the public" that we either capitalized that or
something so it's cfear that we're talking about section A and that
definition that's put together there. That woufd be my only comment.
COOKE: And when we discussed this previously, I believe we discussed having
it be commerciaf areas this particufar ordlnance would be concerned with. Is
that stilf a feefing of the committee?
MEYER: WeÌl, and that's why I raised the questlon because as written, lt
ldentifies any area open to the publlc, although - and with that saì-d, the
area open to the public is already defined on page 1. So I feef fike that's
well addressed, and I feef Ìlke wet ve come to some general agreement on what
an area open to the public is. Are you comfortable with that?
SCOTT: Yeah. I think Tom's point referencing back to page 1 is perfect.
PESSEMIER: Yeah. The other question I kind of had in that it somewhat
relates to this sectlon is that when we began this conversation, we noted
that the Elks currently had something. f'm concerned - well, f'm not
concerned, but as I look through here, f wouldn't see how they would be abÌe
to continue wlthout getting a class B variance, and then what woufd be the
emergency in that situatj-on. So that was something you guys taÌked about. I'm
not sure if this is an appropriate section, but...
SCHOENING: Are they not designated an RV park, Tom? Because it specificaÌly
says desiqnated RV parks are okay. I thought after that discussion, we
decided they were aJ-ready designated an RV park.
MEYER: That was my understanding.
O'KEEFE: That was my understanding was that they were qrandfathered in.
SCHOENING: fs that not true?
PESSEMIER: WeÌÌ, I guess what's the definition of an RV park? UsuaÌly, an
RV park is something that has land use approval for that. I think they're
using that as an RV area which could be potentially considered as an RV park.
But I think if you looked at the definition under our code section for land
use of what an RV park is, it would not meet that definition.
SCOTT: So I guess I would like to just ask then the attorney to take this
back - I thlnk we were a-LI in agreement last tlme. we wanted to make sure
that that use was continued. So is there some way you can take that back and
make sure that in the next draft, that's written up?
SCHOENTNG: The Efks.
JACOBS: Yeah. We can try to find out exactly what the El-ks is deslgnated as
and ensure that the exception that's drafted woufd - that their property
woufd fall within that exception. T woufd say that whatever exceptì-on we
write has to be applied across the board. So we can't focus on the Elks
property, but we have to focus on anyone efse who meets that same deflnition.
MEYER: Yes. And so f don't know that we woufd want to apply a variance to
land necessarily or a focatlon specifically for the sheer fact that the Elks
may not stay there indefinitely. So I woufd be reafly leery about including a
land or property designation there just for fear of what replacement might
come to be.
O'KEEI'E: As I stated in our J-ast meeting, I talked to an Elk member,
unofficialfy - so the thing that I'm about to say is unofficiaÌ, and it's to
the best of my knowledge, and maybe perhaps, Chad, you can verify this, but
it's my understanding that the trfks are grandfathered in, and as long as they
donft expand their RV park or chang'e it or provide additionaf services to it,
they will be grandfathered in. If they decide to make thelr RV park a fully -
right now people can park there for such an amount a period of time, b'ut
theyr re not fulJ-y self-contained - or they are fully self-contained. They
can't dump their RV sewage and stuff. They don't have facllities for that,
and they wouÌdn't be ab-Le to do that unfess they expanded that park. And if
they did that, then they'd have to go through the zoning 1aws. Is that
correct ?

PESSEMIER: Welf, I'm certainly not going to make a determination, but I
think what you're talklng about is a land use, where they are in their fand-
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use process which is completely different than what you're trying to do here
with your camping ordinance. So this certainJ-y coufd be something that wouÌd
be different and create things for them, but I think there's a lot of
drfferent ways to get there. I just wanted to point that out that I didn't
see anything ln here that addressed your guys' question in regards to that.
SCHOENING: They're not addressed under the class B variance?
PESSEMIER: Well, they could be, but they would have to appÌy for a cfass B

variance, and then they would have to demonstrate that there's an emergency.
SCHOENING: It doesn't say, "emergency" for a cfass B variance. I thought you
could just appLy for a class B variance regardless of emergency.
JACOBS: You're correct. You can. The emergency is a separate exemption. So
reaÌty therefs three exemptions: A class A variance, a class B variance, and
an emergency exemption,
SCHOENING: So my notes for the ELks were that A says' "any person." CouÌd we

change that to organizatlon? Any person or orqanization may apply for -
which would cover Relay for Life because under this Relay for Life would be...
SCOTT: It coufd be covered under class A.
SCHOENING: It says, "person" though. So what I'm trying to suggest is that
we change that to person and/or organization. That way Relay for Life can
apply for a variance for all of the people who are camping so that each
indlvidual person is not applying for a variance. And also the Elks would be
abl-e to apply for a class B variance as an organization. It seems like that
is 1ogical, but f don't know if that something that can be done.
,JACOBS: The reason it was written this way is because the prohibition
applies to "a person, " so it was permltting a person, but certainly, you
could permit an organization or an entity to apply for the variance on behaÌf
of a group of people, and I don't see any problem with that.
SCHOENING: Does anyone have a problem wlth changing' "any person may appfy
f or..."
SCOTT: I thlnk that makes sense. My concern would be then if you opened it
üp, a class B variance, then it would open it up for other organlzations to
come aÌong and say, "You granted a class B variance to this other
organization," to set up essentiaLly a permanent camp and now we wouldn't be
able to tell the next organlzation no quite as easiÌy, and I think that's
something that the public probably doesn't want to see expand. And Chad, I
guess, can jump in here-
,JACOBS: I think it makes sense for us to be able to go back and try to
figure out exactÌy what the Efks is. It sounds, based on Larry's description,
if it's correct, that it was a preexisting use that was in existence at the
time the zoning laws changed, the land use laws changed, so they were
grandfathered in. And generally, under the land use laws, if you had this
preexisting use, as long as you don't expand it or as long as yotl don't cease
that use for a certain period of time, you're permitted to continue to use
that property in that same manner. So it may be, to take care of the Elks'
alt we have to do is expand basically what we're talking about being
designated, which 1s basically being desiqnated as a fand use code, as a camp
ground or an RV park or any other property that is permltted to be used in
that manner by the land use faws. And that way, they would b,e covered without
having to worry about the...
lvfEYER: Alf of the specifics.
JACOBS: Yeah, and f think the variance process is reaÌÌy not meant for a
permanent-type of process, and that is something that is going to be covered
by the land use procedures. And since this is not a land use Law, we're not
getting lnto the aspects of trying to folLow the zoning code and amending the
zoning code and those sorts of thlngs that you woufd realJ-y need to do rn
order to have some sort of permanent campground.
SCHOENING: So, again, can we change "any person may apply for..." to any
person or organization?
SCOTT: I would agree with that, but I woufd not use that as a pathway to
accommodate the Elks. I would say what we did in the first time we talked
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about this ls fet's have the attorney go away and figure out how to fit them
into the language and then get back to us.
SCHOENING: So separate from the Elks, can we chanqe that?
SCOTT: Yes.
SCHOENfNG: Because at this point, there are organizations in town that are
doing this that would be affected that we don't intend this law for.
SCOTT: I would agree wlth that.
O'KEEFE: Absolutely, Rachef. And you brought a point that f was thinking
about Ìike - well, offhand, I woufd say there are alf sorts of organizations
that run the Christmas tree lots. They park thelr RV on there for security. T

would think - T don't know where that falÌs 1n there in, Chad, but I would
think that's an organization that could get a variance easily without are
we talklng about a cost to them? There's not like a cost invoÌved, right?
MEYER: No. That's not outlined here. And you'r:e right, Larry. Based on the
way this is written, submitting a variance application 1s not intended to be
a difflcult procedure. So someone 11ke a Christmas tree - Rotary, Christmas
tree lot owners, all of those klnds of organizat-ions...
O'KEEFE: So T'm comfortable with Rachel's suggestion that person or
organization because that would cover the whole Christmas tree lot down
there.
MEYER: Any other comments on that? Are we comfortabfe with "organization, "
generally speaking. Okay. Great. Chad, would you please include that in the
revision. Aff right, -let's move on to - Tom, did you have anything else to
add there? No? Okay.
JACOBS: So before you move on, is the time period for the varlances and
givlng two weeks to the city manager and over two weeks to the council, is
that - it was my understanding that that was sort of an open issue for you as
wel1.
MEYER: T don't th-ink that it was that I recaff. Did anyone have any issue
with that?
SCOTT: I originalJ.y thought maybe two weeks was a little too Ìong for the
class A ordinance, but f don't think this something that the city manager is
going to abuse. So lf the counci-I wants to -Ieave,it at 14 days, I'm happy
with that. T was thinking maybe one week instead of two weeks, but that's
spllttlng hairs.
BRUTON: I/m personatly thinkrng from my experì-ence as an organization with
the Sherwood Chamber of Commerce and how we have had need to have RVs parked
out when we put on Cruisin' Sherwood, and usually, the notiflcation that we
get from those who would be using them ls very short term, and f'm taÌking
24-48 hours. This seems long to me to be giving notification. It afso
lncLudes church parking in some situations. f'm also trying to think a llttle
brit outside the box here. I feef fike there may be other, I guess, examples
like the Christmas tree sales lots, possibly Magness Tree Farm that may allow
overnight parking that we're not th-inking of.
MEYER: We1Ì, in that regard, Nancy, I would think that as a chamber
representative, you wouÌd have the opportunity at this poì-nt to provide ample
notice to organizations that you're involved with.
BELOV: I woufd agree with that. And maybe post it on the website or
(indecipherable) .

MEYER: or a newsletter even.
SCOTI: And I think in the case of Cruisin', lf Cruisin' as an organization
applied for a variance for a group of peopÌe then you don't necessarily need
a fulf head count at the time you apply. So you have the variance for a
certain area or a group or the event in general, and then 10 peopÌe are
camping or 20 people are camplng 1s really irrelevant. Right?
BRUTON: I agree. I also feel Like it's putting it in a crty manager's hand
and a police chief's hand as to what constitutes and appropriate amount of
camping for a special exemption.
SCHOENING: Yes, it does.
MEYER: It does do that. My understanding is that that's what we have been
discuss,ing working toward.
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O' KEEEE: Can f make a suggestion?
MEYER: Sure.
O'KEEFE: It's 10 minutes after 8:00. I think we were taÌking about an
abbreviated meeting tonight. T know that there's a lot of people that would
probably fike to comment. Maybe we can take a five minute break, open it up
for comments, maybe break then down to - I know we already tafked about the
hazardous materials...
SCOTT: We already voted to pass that.
O'KEEEE: We already voted to pass that, but peopJ-e may want to say something
about it anyway. But I would fike to qet thelr input on at feast this one
that we're going through now, so that they can make their comments and get
out of here,
SCOTT: My only comment about that is that pretty much guarantees that we're
not going to get to the third item tonight. And that's okay if that's what
we're okay wlth as a group. T also think that we might get better quality
comments if the people who want to comment have time to go home and read
through this and come back tomorrow and comment. And maybe that's not
possible for everyone, but rather than take comments tonight and then take
them again tomorrow from potentialÌy the same people that have had more time
to dlgest, it might be better served to use our time to focus tonight on our
comment, let them hear us. and then come back tomorrow having heard us,
having read through the documentation, and then provlde comment then.
BELOV: Looking out at the audience though, there's a lot of moms with young
children, and it's really hard to get away. So I'd say whife they're here,
fet's take tlme to hear their comments and anybody else that wants to even if
it has to be maybe two minutes instead of four.
SCHOENING: I agree wlth Naomi. ff we are going to take comments today, we
need to take comments from the people that are here now because assuming they
can come back tomorrow is a llttle bit of a push.
O'KEEEE: I'd like to get them from the most people - yeah. If there's peop.Ie
that are going to be here tomorrow nlght then maybe you can save your
comments and let those people that won't be here tomorrow niqht...
SCOTT: T a-Lso beÌieve we can take comments in a written form as well, right?
MEYER: Absolutely. E-or what I'd like to suggest for the sake of consistency
of our meetings and because of the need to promote consistent forum, I think
that based on this discussion, we shouÌd consider opening up for public
coûìnent. However, T wouÌd suggest then that we tabfe the other ordinance that
we were qoing to discuss untif tomorrow. And after public comment, we can
then do our closing comrnents.
JACOBS: Chair Meyer, I hate to throw a wrench into any of your plans, and T

recognize that you have a desire to get out of here, but I woufd suggest that
before you make a decision about tabling anythlng that you listen to public
comment, see how long that goes, and then if you have time, if you have the
will to begin a discussion about the 24-hour ordlnance to do so because f
spent some time draftlng that, and I'm here tonight. Heather's going to be
here tomorrow who didn't. So lt may be more productj-ve to have me here to
heÌp you through that if you have the will and that public comment doesnr t. go
too -Iong. Obviously, if public comment takes a long time, then you should by
alf means do it but not make that decision right now.
MEYER: lüel1, f 'm here all nrght .

SCOTT: Can we finish this one first?
SCHOENING: Please.
SCOTT: We've onÌy made j-t about halfway through, and I think the rest maybe
won't take as -Iong, but I'd like to finish it just to feel like we've
f lni-shed it.
MEYER: All right. Let's get through our discussion on this. After our
dlscussion, we'll- take a five minute break, we'11 open up for publlc comment.
So we've addressed the variance applications, and is there anything that we
feef fike we need to add to this language or modify?
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SCOTT: I think we were in the middle of tafking about the number of days. Is
everyone comfortable with 14 days being the cutoff between a cÌass A and a
cfass B variance?
COOKE: WefI, lf they need council approvaf for the class B, then they onÌy
meet every two weeks, so if would be difficult if it was...
SCOTT: But this is not 15 days ahead of time, this is for 15 days of
camping.
COOKE: Okay. Yeah, I definitely wouldn't want more than that.
O'KEEFE: f think that's plenty.
Femafe: I woufd agree.
SCOTT: Yeah, I was considering the opposite direction, but if everyone's
good with 14, that's fine.
MEYER: Inlhat do you mean, "the opposite direction?"
SCOTT: Like 7 instead of 14. So cfass A being up to 7 days, class B being
14. But I afso don't necessarily thlnk we maybe want to overburden - I can't
imagine that many variances more than 7 days so it seems...
O'KEEEE: That's what f was thinking. Are there any events that Cruisin' 1s
pretty much an overnlght thlng (indeclpherable) .

SCOTT: Most of them are weekends, long weekends.
SCHOENING: I'm sorry. f woufd fike to point out that this afso applies to
private streets. So if Grandma is coming to visit and parks her RV in front
of your house for two days, that's a class A variance. So that means that
potentialÌy - that's a c.lass A variance, riqht?
'JACOBS: The variance is based on the amount of time. So it depends on how
long Grandma's going to stay.
SCHOENING: So if she potentialÌy wants to stay for two weeks, she can stay
for two weeks with just a class A variance. I'm just trying to put it into
perspectlve for what I feef fike people might want to - the only thing I
coufd thlnk of for 14 days.
O'KEEEE: So how woufd that affect neighborhood associations that have
a-Lready established a limit? Lrke a neighborhood assoclatlon that starts with
a W that is over by the YMCA has a limlt of 3 days, 12 hours.
SCHOENING: That's nice, Larry, but we don't aff live in those homeowner
associations. So, anywayf I'm just trying to put into perspective what could
potentialfy go up to 14 days.
'JÀCOBS: This doesnft give permisslon for someone to go on to private
property for any period of tlme without the owner's consent. So in that
situation, the bylaws of the property assoc-iatlon wouÌd qovern how long
someone coufd stay on the property.
BRUTON: VüeÌl and, Chad, I was hop-ing to ask - f was a Llttle bit surprised
that a class B variance doesn't have a closure date. So it's 15+ days and
open ended?

'JACOBS: I think because that goes to the counci.I , and it has a public
hearing, and the council can decide how long it's going to be, and someone's
going to ask for it, it doesn't really make sense in my mind, by ordinance,
to limrt the amount of time where the council can make that declsion. Because
otherwise whatfs going to happen is someone's going to come in, want a longer
perlod of tlme than what you've put in the ordinance/ so the council is then
golng to have to draft an amendment to the ordinance and change the law.
MEYER: And so with that in mind, I would like to keep the language as is.
SCOTT: That's fine.
MEYER: So any comments on the variance application itself?
SCOTT: Adding the designee in part B. I thrnk we talked about it earlier.
MEYER: Yeah. Chad's got that. Yeah.
SCOTT: ft feels fike - never mind. T see my error.
MEYER: f didn't have any more comments on this ordinance or the language
other than the penaltles. It says that "a person who viofates any provision
of this chapter shaff be punishable by a fine of not more than $100. Do we
feel like that i-s a reasonabÌe fine? Do we feel like that fine shoul-d be
increased. Vr]hat are thoughts ? l
BELOV: Is that $100 per day or per incident?
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PESSEMIER: VlelÌ, that's what I was going to bring up because someone, if
they really wanted to be difficult could basicaÌly say, "I'm going to pay my

$100, and I'm going to stay here forever."
MEYER: Yeah, that's my concern,
PESSEMIER: So f was thinking maybe addlng the same text that we have in the
other one, if the viofation cont-inues, we may deem each calendar day that
passes to be a separate viofation.
MEYER: I wou-Id be more comfortable with that tanguage and perhaps increasing
that do]lar amount.
SCOTT: I think $100 is reasonabfe.
SCHOENING: I would like to re.iterate that this does apply to just private
^i+i -^*^UfLf¿CIIJ.

MEYER: But remember, there is variances availabÌe.
SCHOENING: T understand that, but if you're getting the variance you've gone
through the steps, you're more than likely not going to go over that time,
and if you do, $1,000 a day or more than $100 a day to a resident f feel llke
is probably enough to deter them from doing this, especially if we're
discussing someone who j-snf t in an HOA.
SCOTT: I think $100 is very reasonabfe in this, especially if !./e're talking
about adding one per day.
MEYER: Okay.
O'KEEFE: T would aqree, and going back to variance decislon where they talk
about the "spirit of the chapter wj-Il be observed, public safety, and welfare
secured". So $100 is, I think, very reasonabfe.
MEYER: VùouÌd you agree 'tper day?"
O' KEEEE: Yes.
MEYER: Okay.
BRUTON: Can I have some cfarification? Rachel, you just said something that
f'm a little unclear on. The person violating this ls the one camping, not
the resident or the business that they're on, correct?
SCOÎT: A-bsolutely.
'JACOBS: That' s correct .

MEYER: Thank you, Chad. Any other comments at this point? So I propose that
we take a quick break and reconvene at 8'.25. So I wlll open the meeting back
up at B :,25 .

BREAK
MEYER: AII right, everyone. It's 8:25, and I promised T would reopen the
meeting at thls time. So gìven that we didn't have a lot of folks show up at
the beginning of the meeting and were interested in public comment, we will
go ahead and open for public comment lor 40 minutes. I¡le wiff then close the
public comment so that we can reconvene our discussion and get to another
ordj-nance to discuss tonight white we have Chad with us. I'd just l-ike to
remind everyone in the public to pÌease direct your coÍrments to me. There
will not be any question/answer period durlng public comment. You will be
limited to four minutes. And in the future in any meetlng, you are more than
wefcome to submit any written materiafs or letters or emails to the commlttee
for comment or consideration, but please submit those dlrectly to Sylvia's
office. And then what she will do with that correspondence or any letters
that you wouÌd llke for us to review, she will submit that to the committee
as an exhibit to our discussion. Is there anything you'd fike to add?
MURPHY: (Indecipherable) .

MEYER: Okay. So we'11 go ahead and open for public comment now, and anyone
that would Ìrke to come up, please do.
Àl'fANDA: Do we need to do our name and address Ìike city council?
MEYER: No. If you woufd be so kind as to just say your name.
AI"fANDA: Amanda. So I know you're trying to draft ordinances to keep Waf-Mart
out and we're concerned about overnight campinq in the parklng lot, but this
camping ordinance has got some issues, In the last year, I've had four
homeÌess people -Iiving in my house at different times who have afl- been
camping in Sherwood. So that is a reaf issue here, and it's something that we
need to conslder. And my main concern with lrlal-Mart has always been that it
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marqinallzes the economically challenged peopÌe, and T want to rnake sure that
we as a community see those people and have ways and pathways for them to go
places. T am here tonight instead of being - I don't know why this makes me
so nervous a1l the time, but it's my grandmother's 85th birthday tonight, and
f'm chooslng to be here, So anyways. this one is really concerning for me,
and f thlnk that ls all- I have to say. Thanks.
MEYER: Thank you. Anyone efse? Yeah. PÌease.
HUGHS: My name is Michael Hughs, and I just have a real - weÌl, I don't know
if it's simple or not, and forgive me if you've already addressed this.
Forgive me if you've already addressed this in a previous meeting. I guess
the question is are suhrcontractors responsibÌe - this in reference to the
hazardous substance discharge removal. Are subcontractors responsible or are
the businesses that hire the subcontractors responsible? And the second part
of that question is if they're doing something - T don't know if pesticides
have been addressed but if they're doing something Ìlke that or if an MSDS
is required, say Target hires somebody to come in and they bring a chemlcaÌ
that OSHA would otherwise require an MSDS present, and then that place now
turns into a job site where your customers and employees - anyway, there's
some pretty -rmportant language here that probably has to be addressed in that
if this - because there's going to be some liabillty lssues. And I did say on
section D, Joint and Civif Liability, "Each responsible party is 1ointly..."
Okay. So yeah, f don't know if that rea-Ily addresses that, but I just wanted
to kind of bring that to your attentlon. f donft know if - yeah. That's all I
had.
MEYER: Thank you.
TAYLOR: I'm going to make this very quick. Nancy Taylor. One of the things I
keep seelng missing in the comments, and I hope they hear me is T'd like to
see the churches come in an talk about what Amanda just talked abrout. In
other communities, the churches take care of this situatlon. If youfre
homefess, voü need a place. If for some reason, there's a hurricane, you need
a p1ace, il's the churches that normally open up and then the schools and
things like that.
MEYER: Thanks.
HUGHS: My name is Jacqueline Hughs. I just had a couple of questions
regarding the campinq ordinance. I haven't been coming to the last couple of
meetings, so I don't know lf this was previously discussed, so I apologize if
it was. The inltial purpose, in my understanding, for this committee was for
the more big box reaftors that were comlng in or not reaftors, but
retailers. And basical-Iy, from reading through some of thj-s, it kind of
concerns me. An example that you brought up about Grandma bringing her RV in
and parking it on private street. hlhat if your klds want to camp on the front
yard? I mean, this is stuff that's kind of moving away from the initial
purpose, and that concerns me. Vfhat happens on my front yard is my business
as long as it's not hurting anybody. So the fact that these are reaching lnto
that area, I don't think is appropriate. The other thing is how are private
citizens going to be notlfied? Most cltizens don't come to these meetinqs.
Theref s a lot of people that use their front yards, Grandma brings the RV -
thatfs $100 that could really kill a budget for some people. So how is that
going to be published so people know? That's another question I had. AÌso,
another thought was the four hours. Wel1, that's four hours in one parking
lot. You have the potential for lrIal-Mart. Target is right next door.
Albertson's next door to that, and then you have a Safeway. What if they just
keep moving from parking lot to parking lot? They're still in Sherwood.
They're still 1n your neighborhood. That's all I had.
MEYER: Thank you.
LEO: My name is Jay Leo. I am the director of operations for The Springs
L-iving which are ten communities that we operate for seniors. One of which is
in your backyard, right down the street here, The Springs at Sherwood. V{hat I
want to just briefly talk about is potentiaf unintended consequences. I think
there's some good discussion here tonlqht. I guess, in general, I'd like to
just warn of unintended consequences, and Irll give some examples. We have
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greater than 50 employees at our retirement community right up the street.
Vrlithin a 6 or 7-mife radlus between our other retj-rement communities, we have
roughÌy 600-700. They're al1 considered employees, focal employees. hJe are
currently going through a major construction remodel to offer addltional
services to the seniors of this greater communlty. It's not widely known, but
it ls public that we are acquiring Ìand for an expansion. Roughly looking at
$25-30 miffion dollars of investment to this local community. So as you
consider these things, we're not a blg box, but in so many cases, we qualify
for some of the ordinances that you're discussing. And we represent fantastic
seniors. We have the absolute gift of providlng care for seniors in need. We

afso have the fantastic gift of providing employment to qreat people. The
things that you're tafkinq about here tonlght, taking away from WaÌ-Mart,
completely separate, but what you're discussing have unintended consequences.
As a bus-iness owner, those unintended consequences raise question - raise
question for us and how we operate and the future of our operating in
Sherwood. And a couple examples of that are hours of operatinq. I{eÌl, giuess
what? The way that the ordinance ls currently written. we operate 24 hours a
day as do seven or eight other long-term care faci-Iities in the locaf area.
So thinqs like benefits and looking at how some ordinances focused on
benefits significantly change how what is a fairly smafl company Ìike
oursel-ves operate. ft's a game changer. So while the Target may be big boxes,
I woufd encourage you to consider the unintended consequences of what you're
talking about and some of those focal businesses like oursefves. Thank you,
MEYER: Thank you.
RÀNDAIL: Laurie Randall, and I just have two quick things to say. Nancy's
right about when you're doinq an event and sometimes things happen, and you
just have to go wlth it. But I think it's entireÌy reasonabfe that if you're
- hopefully this becomes a quick process, but it's totally reasonabfe for an
organlzation to provide for the police a fist of who is going to be there and
not just leave it open ended because you are going to know who's going to be
there. You want to give the police somethlng to work wlth. The other thing is
on the variance application, I'd fike to make sure that those are available
online, through emall, that you can scan your signed statement, that it does
not have to be done j-n person because that is such a deal breaker for people
who work fulÌ time. And there's no reason it shouldn't be avaiÌable that way,
so T would like to kind of see that that happens. That's it.
MEYER: Thank you. Anyone efse?
VOORHIES: Tim Voorhies again. Meredith, are you the Chair?
MEYER: My name is Meerta.
\/OORHIES: Meerta? Are you the Charr?
MEYER: f am.
VOORHIES: Okay. I take exception to being chastised by SyÌvia Murphy for
passlng notes to Naomi. You are the Chair. She was out of line interrupting
me or whatever. 2) I have talked to old mayors and stuff, and they say it is
perfectly fine to pass questions to committee members, budget committee
members, and everything. If it isn't, you need to get the rules of engagement
for everybody to know the rufes of engagement and l-evel the playing field. 3)
What I see happening here in the meeting is you're not runninq the meeting.
Chad is, Tom is, SyÌvia ls. They're running lt.So you got king, blshop,
queen/ and then you're the pawns. That's what I'm seeing. Now, you have the
parking ordinances of the thing for four hours. Okay? Somebody already
brought lt up - go from Albertson's to Safeway to Target to Vüal-Mart to
WaÌgreens and everythrnq e1se, okay? If I'm a buslness owner and somebody
asked me if they could park on my property, I'm going to telf them, "sure."
What gives the comm.ittee or the city the right to tefL me who can park on my
property and who cannot park on my property, who can sleep on my property or
who cannot sleep on my property? Just llke the lady that said she has kids
sleeping in tents. hlhere are we going here? This is getting to be a very'
very/ very slippery slope for everybody to have 7,2,3,- J, B people saying
what's going to happen to 18,000 residents or 20,000 residents. It is very,
very scary. ltTe are getting r^/ay too many rules to live by, and we don't need
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them. You just honor each other. You respect each other. If you see somebody
strange in your neighborhood, you go out there and - you yourseÌf go out
there and ask them, "H"y, what are you doing in this neighborhood." If
they're not there, they stammer/ and they go on. Then you calJ- the police,
"H"y, there's somebody down here that isn't supposed to be here." It isn't
the police department's job to keep us safe a-Z-l the time. !r7e have bigger
problems than that. Vlhat are we going to do about it? Make more rufes and
more rules and more rules? Let's face it. I've had the police out at my place
because I went in and disagreed with the city council. Thank God we qot Bill
Middleton 1n there now as mayor. But by God, I talked to the FBI the other
d.y, and what the clty was pulling on me was against federal- law. They said
next election, calf me. We will intervene for you with the cì-ty. So what has
this city done? lrlhat has this city done to stifle the citizens? Thank you-
MEYER: Thank you. Anyone efse?
DURELL: Cam DureÌÌ, Sherwood resident. Just touching bases and just
listening to the conversation - you'11 have to excuse me, afso. I'm first
time to the meetings and wiff be here more often definitely. I'm just
wondering if really, honestly we're puttlng waV, way too much thought into
this thing. Has anybody actuaÌly contacted one of the 14 stores in Oregon to
find out that don't al1ow overnight parking or the 600 stores in the United
States that don't aflow overnight parking? And contacted them and seeing the
stipuÌations that they have and kind of the rules they've gone by. The other
slde of that, Wal-Mart, when they do that, they ask that you go in and check
in with the manager. The manager then cou-Id issue a permit that you coufd
visibly place in the window wlth their permission. Most of the time, you get
into this thlng and they do ask that you go in and check with the-ir managers
to do an overnight parking stint. The majority of the tlme, you're not going
to be there for an extended perlod of time. At that point in tlme, that's
where the regulations could come in. But the safety issue whlch was brought
up, which I was gÌad to see brought up, because of the fact of driving
overnight, coming in - most of these people that are coming in here are
legitimate people drlving $80,90,100,000, $200,000, $1 miflion motor home.
They're coming in here, they're goinq to be ran off by the Sherwood poÌice
after therr four-hour stint which is realJ-y not going to put a - itfs a bfack
eye for the town which is - the reason I moved here is because of the town
that it is. But the other side of that is, like Nancy had mentloned before, f
have affiflation with cars. We sponsor the Cruisin' Sherwood Car Show. I have
frlends that come into my parking 1ot. They brrng thelr $500,000/$1 milfion
motor homes with their $80,000 cars to come ln for the show, "H.y, can we
stay in your parktnq IoI-?" "You bet. Yeah, you can stay in my parklng Lol."
These are my friends, These are feflow managers in the company that are hot
rod enthusiasts. These aren't people that are going around and graffiting
thlngs or lighting flres in the parking lot. But to now tefl them that "You
know, we got an ordinance now because Waf-Mart came ln here" which is where
this is all starting. That bus-iness proflfe has been going for a fot of
years. And 1lke f said, we need to probably contact the 14 stores in Oregon
that don't alfow this to even be there yet in their own park-ing lot. ft's
publlcized. f can emaif you the list if you want, but somebody needs to
contact these people and say, "He!, how have you gone about it?" It sounds to
me like if they've done it, lt's fairly simple. There's a lot of metro stores
that are that way. So on that side of it, just what have we done until now.
I've had customers where we have somebody who comes in, the breaks are bad.
Tt's an older motor home, parts are obsolete. They are camping. They're on
thelr vacatlon. They just came here,' they were coming down from Longview, and
thls happens probably three times /four times a summer, okay? Coming down from
wherever they're coming from. By the time they get off I-5, and they're
headed over goinq to coast, that motor home is focked up or something's a
matter with the tr:ailer. They're stopped there, these parts aren't available
- theyr re not avaiÌabfe for a couple days. They're camping in my back - and
granted this is a variance, but thls is an unexpected variance, and this
isn't a two-week variance. This isn't a one-week variance. This is I'm on my
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way to vacation, and we're riding bikes out in the parking 1ot and going to
movies and eating KFC now. So all these thlngs considered, what have we done
untif now with this? Tf it's a problem - we're forecasting a problem and
trying to solve this probfem before and how much time have we spent on
thls?
MEYER: Thank you very much. Any other comments?
HARRIS: Jennifer Harris. I just wanted to aÌso consider the intended
consequences/ and one of those beinq the average, entry-leve1, minimum wage
workers could be treated with some level of respect, diqnity, and fairness.
Also, I am presldent of our HOA, and HOA does not have jurisdiction over the
street. So you may park your camper in the street, and we can send you a
letter saying pÌease move it, but we can't enforce it, so f encourage you to
go with the seven days. Thank you.
MEYER: Thank you. Any other comments?
PATTY: AIf right. My name is Patty Spraln (sp) here in Sherwood, Oregon and
- mind you, my thoughts are a little bit scattered because T've just been
taking notes as I've been golng. But I just wanted to touch base that many of
the ordlnances proposed seem to be realÌy open ended. I think they need to be
c-Iosed down. For example, the specifics of, let's see here, the camping
ordinance. When they apply for the special variance, a class A variance to
camp 1n an area for up to 14 days in duration, I think and fimit it to 30
days. So if they want to apply for the variance and take the time and pay the
fee to apply for that variance, because I think a fee should be assessed with
that, it needs to be llmited to 30 days, no more. Otherwlse, they're going to
face a flne of $100 per day from there on out. f don't believe that the
variances should be allowed, and f don't know if this is already a part of
charter, but they can't continuafly appÌy for these variances flke one after
another after another if they've already been there - which I personaÌly
don't feel llke this is going to be an issue for Sherwood. But just in case,
forecasting for the future I think is smart and very practical considering
we're going to be openlng up our town to an entirely new demographic that
none of us - we like to think we can empathize with and be near and
understand, but in reality, many of us, I don't want to say all of us, I
don't think can. The new development is the new development, but the anchor
store is of significant worry for me. Another thing was unintended
consequences with the llving wage/ for example, and inltiating sick l-eave for
folks that work more than 30 hours per week. I believe that, and this is my
personal opinion, that there's nothing wrong with lifting the standard of
llving for the middle cfass because that's real-ly whom we're addressing right
now. People deserve sick leave, period. If they're going to put rn 30 hours a
week, and they're going to give their heart and soul to a business, they
deserve that if they're sick and not feeling weff or they're running a fever,
they shoufd have the rlght to take that time off not on thelr own buck but a
corporations buck. So I feef like that needs to be dlrected towards fofks who
perhaps employ more than 100-150 peopÌe who fall under the corporate agenda
and who faff under the big box situations. Ifm sorry. Ifm scattered here. I
took notes as I was going. And absolutely, yes. We do need to be forecasting
for the future because that's part of Sherwood's problem 1s we've had afl of
our eyes closed, and we've been very, very much asleep as a community. So
forecasting for the future ls called responsibility, and taking
responslbility for our town now, so then that way in ten years when new
thinqs come to town, we can't all sit around and moan and groan about it
because wetve already set a precedence. We have ordinances in place. Vr/e're
already ready for the upcomi-ng and new development to come into town. And
thatfs exactÌy what's happened now is we're not ready. And I'm shaking, and
I'm ramb-Iing, and I'm sorry. I'm human. And then regarding the Cruisin' and
the parking and the Les Schwab and all of this and that, it does state in
there that in an emergency situation. In my opinion, that could be considered
an emergency situation. If somebody's comlng to town for the weekend, they
appÌy 14 days ahead of time, they can stay a for a couple nights. No blg
deal. They're not going to be in violation of the ordinance. So that falfs
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under the emergency situation in my oplnion. But yes, for the most part, I
just feel like a lot of these ordinances need to be capped and more precise
and not so open ended so they can't be manlpufated because this town has
already been manlpuÌated, and we want it to stop. That's why we have the
love1y committee before us. So I thank each and every one of you for your
time and your efforts, and hopefulÌy, we can come together and figure this
out. Thank you.
MEYER: Thank you.
O'KEEFE: Thank you.
MEYER: Any other comments this evening for us?
IARRY: Yeah. Ifm Brlan Harry. Just a couple of comments. I think first of
all, there's been some very interesting things that have been brrought up so
far that I think are very important. I think it is very important to consider
the unlntended consequences. I think aÌso, however, that we do know that
Sherwood has grown substantialÌy in the last len years. It's going to
continue to grow substantiaÌÌy, and f think f'm in agreement that forecasting
what probl-ems we may be observing down the road is important. I do think
that's something that's much easier to deal- with now than it is to deaf with
later. Having said that, Ìookì-ng at the draft the way 1t is here, it looks to
me like - 1n the Purpose here, -it sounds like things are about as they should
be. As you're discussing activities including lltterlng, public urination,
public defecation, intoxi-cation, theft of water, efectricity - all of these
things are clearly th-ings that we wouÌd like to avoid in the future. f thlnk
that there has to be qreat care though in making sure that rest of this
ordinance accomplishes those goals without - again, wlthout the unintended
consequences. So I guess - that's pretty much afl I had to say. I think there
were a couple of the unintended consequences that were brought up previously
that I thrnk are pretty well handled in here in the emergency situations and
in the varlances there as wefl. But I would urge continued dlLigence in that.
MEYER: Thank you very much. Anyone eÌse? AbsoÌutely.
HUGHS: f'm Michaef Hughs agaln. Just a few quick comments. I just found out
that the U.S. is ranked 27th our mlddfe class. I¡Je're 2'7tã in the worfd. Our
middfe class is dying, and thinking about the future, any type of livì-ng wage
or any fittle bump wlth the continual printing of our money and the
devaluation of our dollar and the infÌation, we're going to see our middfe
cfass continue to die. I guess it makes sense why you woufd want to bring in
somebody in who can glve you things for pennies on the doÌIar, but they can
afford that being as Ìarge as they are, and "They" meaninq Waf-Mart, "They"
meaning Target.Any of these big box corporations, they can afford to give
their employees a better fife. Because if they don't they're not golng to
have anybody working for them anymore -in these United States. So 27th in the
world. Go U.S.A.
MEYER: Thank you. Any other comments this evening? Okay. So thank you all.
Let's move on to revlew and discussion of the next ordinance which rs the
regulation of business hours,
BELOV: f have a question. Do we have the chance to respond to any of their
comments ?

MEYER: In our closing comments, vou're more than welcome to address issues.
So to get us started, are there any initiaÌ thoughts on the language as
drafted?
BRUTON: I had an rnitiaÌ thought. In section D, which is the provlsions for
limitations in this section, I feef like we kind of pulled j-deas out of a hat
for that one, and I'm not sure we took enough tlme with rationaf basis for
that, and that's something that I just wanted to draw attention to. Section D

where we say, "The l-imitations in thls section do not appÌy to restaurants,
gasoline filÌing stations, or the sale of prescription or nonprescription
medicatlons ln drug store or pharmacies. T feel that this is something that
public comment would be greatly impactfuf for.
SCOTT: Speaking on that same polnt, the way point 3 is worded I think could
be an end run around a lot of the goal that we're trying to accompllsh here
because most big box stores in town or potentially coufd be in town have
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pharmacies in them, and we don't have a provlsion in here for that berng only
fimited to - it has to be the most of your business instead of any portion of
your business, right? Or is that addressed somewhere I'm not seeing?
JACOBS: No. So the exemptlon for prescriptions is limited to the sale of
prescript.ions. So those big-box stores that have a pharmacy would not be able
to be open for the safe of anythlng else.
SCOTT: Okay. T just wanted to make sure.
JÀCOBS: Yeah. So that's why it's written that way as opposed to having a
percentage. The percentage we have rel-ated to the qasoline filling station if
you look at the definition in (b) (1), that's why it was written that way. If
you want to try to draw a dlstinction between certain pharmacies and other
pharmacies (indecipherable) .

SCOTT: I was thinklng more around - that's where I was going with the
percentage. A dedicated pharmacy versus any other type of retailer that has a
pharmacy as a smaller component of their overall footprint. Right?
,IACOBS: Yeah, and f guess the way T was thinking about it when I was
drafting it, just so you know, is that the exemption was for sort of the
public welfare that people may need medicine in the mlddle of the night, and
regardless of who is sefflng that - lf that's what their Ìimited to sel-Iing,
that's aÌl their limited to sefling whether lt's a big box store or whether
it's a WaÌgreens or whether it's the neighborhood pharmacist. If that's aÌf
they can sell then that's satisfying that piece.
SCOTT: Okay. I just didn't know that the language wouÌd be that clear that
(indeclpherabfe) and not other things. The other thing T think based on some
testimony I heard is that we may need to expand either 0.3 or add a 0.4 t.o
talk about healthcare in general - urgent care centers, assisted living
facilities, any kind of general heafth and welfare, and I'd be expansive as
possible 1n the Ìanguage because f don't think the lntent of anyone on this
committee j-s to try to limit those type of things.
BELOV: I agree. That's a great ldea.
MEYER: I agree as well.
SCOTT: Moving onto another point then, back to point C. Tn our prev.ious
meeting, we had a lot of debate around the time that this prohibition wouÌd
end in the mornlng, and so I think we need to revisit that conversation and
come up with what we agree the final- number should be.
O'KEEtr'E: f would agree and just to clarlfy because we had a vote - if you
recall, we had a vote on 5:00 or 6:00, and we voted on 5:00, and we were kind
of spJ-lt. I don't think there was any dissention after lt was suggested that
we spllt the difference and said 5:30, but I think it would be only fair to
us and everybody else lnvo-Lved if we either call for a vote on 5:00 or 6:00
or 5:30 or whatever it ls and make it all officlaf.
MEYER: Yeah. I would agree. I think it's really important that we revislt
that, and thank you for bringlng that up. Just to cÌarify, when we had that
discusslon, it was not a vote but rather we decided on a placeholder time for
the purpose of just drafting language. So I just wanted...
SCOTT: Right, but the placeholder time that ended up in the Ìanguage is not
what we agreed on to be the placeholder language.
MEYER: WelÌ, and I thlnk the reason for that was - actualÌy, Larry was going
back and forth between 5:00 and 6:00, and I didn't feef fike he ha
position. And so based on the fact that we were divided at that po
threw out 5:30 as a middle ground as a placeholder. So that's why
there.
SCOTT: The onÌy other comment T'd add on this same sectlon is...

cfear
I
landed

BELOV: Excuse me, do you mind closing the door? It's just so loud out there,
f can't hear.
MEYER: I don't thlnk we can cfose the door. We need to keep the door open.
SCOTT: So in that same section where we said, "Located within the city may
not operate, " and we were very clear on this in our previous conversation
about aÌlowing businesses to have peopfe operating within the business as
long as they were not open to the pubfic, and I just want to make sure that
our language is clear that...

da
int,
that
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MEYER: Can you point me to where...
SCOTT: T'm sorry. Section C - there's onÌy one sentence, "Aff retail sales
and personal service buslness located within the city may not operate between
1:00 a.m. and 5:30 a.m." And we were very clear that we only wanted to fimit
this to being open to the public and that lnternaÌ operatj-ons were
(indecipherable).
,JACOBS: That was my oversight. f can fix that.
MEYER: So one thing. We d¡-d receive an email from a security company this
afternoon that I would like to read that has been submitted to us. Tt was
presented by Arcadia Security, and f don't know if you've had a chance to
read this, so f'd like to read -it. ft was addressed to Sylvia and myself, and
it says, "IL is my understanding that an effort is belng made to help ensure
that Cì.ty of Sherwood remains that of a qualnt and peaceful community,
deslrable for fami-Iies to five and raise chlldren without the worries and
problems that many of the other nearby cities struggle with and that the two
of you are heading a committee in the effort of creating new ordinances to
help preserve what those who currently live in Sherwood love about their
city. ffve been rn the security industry for about 15 years, and during this
time, my company has and does provì-de security services to a wide variety of
businesses and j-ndustr-ies leav-ing me uniqueÌy qualified to address some of
your committee concerns. I know that one of your concerns is to address the
operating hours of retail and service industries operatlng within the clty,
and this is a concern that T would like to specifically address. Arcadia
Security and Patrol servlces cllents in almost every city in the Portland
Metro area. And because of th-is, we have a good deal of understanding when it
comes to what klnd of j.ssues are to be expected when adding a new client
property based on where this property is located, what kind of business it
is, and what other kinds of businesses are nearby. When servicing a client
property, even though our client may have designated business hours that
cafÌs for that business to close, let's say 7:00 p.m., shoufd that client
have a nelghboring buslness that stays open/ let's say 24 hours, we tend to
flnd this wifl have an affect not only on our client property but those other
businesses and properties afso within the immediate area and beyond. The
first problem we see w-ith businesses that have long or contlnual operating
hours is that of foitering. We find that homeLess people, street kids, and
those just looking for somethlng to do will congregate to these businesses.
Tn addition to having continuaf vehicle and foot traffic coming and going
from the businesses, you will a-Iso see a rise in crime that 1s directly
connected to the fact that the buslness is there and open. Oftentimes we find
people camping and even living in the parking fots of such businesses as
these. We do flnd some businesses wifl make a effort to try and drive
l-oiterers and campers off their property. However, that does not sofve the
problem. Tn fact, doing this often makes things worse for the community as
foiterers, campers, and homeless don't leave the area or city. They just move
throughout the city loitering in new areas and flnding new places to camp or
set up backwoods homes. Knowing that there is a business with a LaLe or 24-
hour activity will provide a constant source of panhandling, theft, dumpster
diving, and an assortment of unwanted and iÌlegal activity aff because there
is a constant source of commerce and opportunity. Thls ls not a problem that
the residents of Sherwood shoufd have to deal with, and limitlng the
operatlng hours for businesses will prevent or Ìimit this kind of activity.
As a resident of Sherwood, you would need to ask yourself, \Do I want to
increase vehicle traffic driving through my cornmunity at afI hours of the day
and night. Businesses with extended or 2L-hour service wifl lnevrtably drive
up three very speclfic probfems. One being the amount of traffic drivinq the
streets at all hours of the day and niqht. Two being the amount of parklng
that will- be required to handle the increased traff.ic caused by the extended
operating hours. And third, and what I feef is most important, the increased
amount of crlme and police and securlty we'ÌI be faced with due to the
increased amount of business and other undesirabfe activity due to foflow."
He goes on to say that "We find that communitles that reguÌate operating
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hours to speclfic times and days of the weeks tend to have fewer problems and
unwanted activity as those who wouÌd be invofved in such thlngs tend to move
to other areas that allow for thls activity. In and effort to preserve
Sherwood, I woufd encourage an ordlnance detailing hours of operation for
businesses as weff as no camping, loiterinq, or long-term parking ordlnances
to help drive any potentlaÌ problems away from the city and back into the
more urban areas of the metro area. Should you have any additionaf questions
or would fike to follow up, f may be reached at my office. " And this was
submitted to us by Don Clod (sp), the managing director at Arcadia Securlty.
I felt it necessary to lnclude this because at our last meeting, there was
some questlon about data and backup for the reasons why we're dlscussing
these ordinances. And so I felt flke this was an appropriate - well, not that
anything is inapproprlate to brlng to us, but this deals directfy with what
we're talking about now. So and I know, Dougt, that you had asked for some
backup.
SCOTT: Yeah. Thank you, and this has been vaÌuabfe informatlon. I do have a
coupLe questions. It doesn't appear by the way he wrote this Letter that he
is a res-ident of Sherwood.
MEYER: I don't know whether he is or not.
SCOTT: Not that that's necessarlly reÌevant because it ls good data. I'm
just curious what areas does his company operate in? What cities? What towns?
Are they of a simiÌar profile to Sherwood or completely different, and that's
just a data point that f'm curious about if you know.
MEYER: I don't know, but we can certainly respond to that.
SCOTT: But I think it is good information. So, thank you.
BELOV: I have data as well. Is it a good time to share it?
MEYER: Yeah. I mean, at my fast meeting we talked about that. But what I'm
really hoplng for is that our discussion can be really focused on thls
lanquage so hre can get questions and modifications or amendments to Chad for
review.
BELOV: Vfell, if you need more data, I have plenty. So maybe I'Ìl wait with
that, and we'11 just move along.
MEYER: So I think one of the things that we've heard from the public tonight
and at some of our other meetings ls unintended consequences. Werve talked
about hours. !r/e've talked about how or where or if this makes sense. And so
those are the kinds of discussion points I'd really fike to hone in on as we
fook at this ordinance.
BRUTON: I feel thls in an appropriate time for me to tafk to some
conversations that I've had. f have reached out to aff of the big box
retailers here, and T'm trying to think in terms of forecasting into the
future and future need. The general consensus from all of them is that
consumer behavior shoufd dictate the hours of operation. And I want to be
real-Ly clear in one of the messages that has been given to me. These big box
reta-ilers are 1n an interesting posltion right now where they cannot come out
and speak out for these ordinances because the time frame for us turninq
around these decisions, the corporate mandates and the fevels of tiered
activity that they have to go through to be able to get those permisslons,
and of course the financial, consumer, economic, political risks that they
pose by coming out on one side of an issue. One of the things that I thought
was an lnteresting point of conversation for me was taÌking about store
vofume and sales, and several of our businesses mentioned, here in town j-n

Sherwood, existing buslnesses mentioned that if they were to drop between 10-
72% of their safes volume based on what they've been doing for last several
years that they woufd go from being a large volume retaifer to a small volume
retailer by their corporate standards. And that would mean cutting jobs, that
woufd mean decreaslng their hours, and not being able to servlce the
communì-ty 1n the way that they have been. And so I have a lot of concerns
with this because I feel fike this coufd hurt the competitive marketplace
that Sherwood has in the region. And I feel fike in a Ìot of ways, trying to
push these declsions through fast are jeopardizing our abiÌlty to get the
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voice of the peopfe who really are going to be impacted by these decisions.
So I was hoplng to add that to the record.
MEYER: Okay. Thank you. Any comments or any other discussion on any of the
language here or comments or thouqhts? Rachel, you've been quiet.
BRUTON: I did have another comment as it regards to crime. One thing that I
thought was a fittle blt interesting is that corporate regulations on
retaifers, and this ls retallers that usually have a large fevel of corporate
involvement, gives them speclfic standards for calling 911. And Larry might
be able to add a fittle bit to this if you know, but they take it upon
themsefves to do thlngs like call if there is an afarm golng off or if they
see someone that they potentrally think coufd be trespasslng and that that
enters into the statistics for that speclflc business, too. So that is one
reason why a fot of businesses, and again, this 1s coming from some of the
businesses I've had the opportunlty to talk to - in my closing comments, I
have talked to some of our smaller, more Locaf retailers as well, but that
impacts, I guess, the quantity of crime-related calfs that would be put on a
business. And I thought that was an interesting statistic to add because it
may be another reason why late at night you're getting a lot of crime-related
calls.
MEYER: Okay.
BELOV: f'm not sure what you're saying exactly, Are you saying that
employers or retalÌers wouldn't report something because they don't want that
to reflect poorly on their business. For example, Kohl's now has 76 instances
where they've had to call the police, so is that...
BRUTON: Vfhat I'm saying is that in some cases, iL' s not broken down into the
types of calfs that it may be and that based on their own standards of
operation that sometimes they will call 911 based on their own policies. So I
thought that was an interesting piece to add.
SCOTT: So are you saying that in the overall statrstics, they may be
essentiaÌly over representative because they have a more stringent corporate
pollcy about calling sooner than maybe a smaffer company might have not a
policy at alf and it's more of a judgment caff whereas T know in my company,
not a retailer, we're a private company, and we afso have a pretty strict
protocol of when we call. And I thj-nk the bigger companies that I've worked
in, the threshold is much Ìower, right? It's a risk mltigation factor because
of a flabiÌity issue, you call really early in the process because you don't
want the risk of if you dldn't cafL. So I think that's an interesting point.
I don't know how much that lnfluences the statistics, but it's interesting.
BELOV: Maybe this ls a good tlme to share the statistics I do have because
it's directly about that issue. Is it okay to go ahead and do that?
MEYER: I'm sorry. I didn't hear your question.
BELOV: I have some statistlcs from a study that was done.
MEYER: WeLL, I think that we're kind of derivating from point, and perhaps I
started that, so I apoloqrze. The reason for reading the fetter was ln direct
response to your request last week for some data and some back up of actual
events. And so that was my hope. And Nancy, the information that you've
accumulated j-s realÌy helpful so that we can take aLl of that into account as
we're reviewing the Ìanguage that's been drafted.
O'KEEEE: Can I respond to that letter?
MEYER: Yeah.
O'KEEFE: I think Mr. Clod hit the nall on the naif on the head about the
three reasons that we have there, Baslcally, âñy store stayì-ng open 24 hours
is going to create that commerce that just allows people to - works as a
magnet to drive people around the area. You have one store, you chase them
offl, they don't necessarily leave the city. They'11 just go somewhere eÌse. I
agree with his letter. T'd like to see us get back to trying nail down some
hours if we're to that point.
MEYER: Okay. Sure.
O'KEEI"E: I think they're definitions are good - the personal services, the
retaif sales. I had a comment earlier before the meeting started that says
we've excluded restaurants, you know, hlal-Mart - try to stay away from
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mentloning lVal-Mart/ and I woufd re.iterate that thrs is bigger than Wa-L-Mart.
Thls is all future retail stores coming to Sherwood. So some store comes to
Sherwood, and they have a de1i, correct me if I'm wrong, but they can't stay
open 24 hours a day because they're not a restaurant, rlght?
SCOTT: I think we need to clarify that like similar to how gas statlons are
clarifled.
JACOBS: Sure.
SCHOENING: I just have one question. Does either Naoml or Nancy - do either
of you have any statrstrc relating to crime in the City of Sherwood with a
24-hour business because we're talking about a 24-hour ordinance. So I just -
if we have that, l'd llke to hear it.
BRUTON: I have a scheduled meeting with Chief Groth.
SCHOENING: Okay. But has anyone spoken to a buslness in Sherwood that's open
24 hours selling thinqs and has statlstics on thelr crime reporting.
BRUTON: I have, but I do not have permission to discfose that information.
SCHOENING: Okay. Naomi, do you? Okay.
MEYER: So...
SCHOENING: I have one more question. f f m confused. hle ta-Lked about personal
services, and then we talked about excluding healthcare. So I thought last
time we spoke about thls we were not golng to make a l-rst of exclusions. So
is personal services healthcare? Because I thought we specificaLly said we
were not golng to address 24 hour urgent care, hospitals, healthcare, seff-
care. f don't - under this, it's pretty confusing to me.
COOI(E:: The current language - it doesn't provide for that.
SCHOENING: Yes, but it says what is covered: Retail safes, restaurant,
personal services, and gas fllling stations. Does heafthcare come under
personal services.
MEYER: I think that might have been an oversight because I believe we did
have that conversation.
'JACOBS: Yeah, it wasn't an oversight. ft was - as you recaff, at your
direction, we based thls ordlnance based off the Camden, New Jersey
ordinance. So this definition ls taken directly from their ordinance. I don't
think the intent of the Camden ordinance nor your intent was to cover those
types of faciÌities. I can understand how you could read that definition to
include those facillties. So it's just a matter of clarifying that definltion
to reaÌÌy tafk about what you lntended to be personaf services as opposed to
the emergency care facifities.
SCOTT: Rì-ght. So actually in B, we need to add the emergency services kind
of stuff as an exception, right?
JACOBS: As opposed to an exception, I think what you would do is in the
definition of "persona-l services , " you would clarify that definition so that
lt does not inc-Iude those types (indeclpherable).
SCOTT: Okay. Gotcha.
MEYER: Yeah.
SCHOENING: I'm sorry. That's what I was getting at. It was a fittÌe
confusì-ng. Because I thought we said we weren't going to make a flst of
exceptions so that this was not targeted to a speclfic business.
COOKE: But I think it's definitely a different type of category. nühen we're
talking about retaiÌs...
SCHOENING: But we speclfically say what we include in this.
COOI(E:: But we're excluding restaurants. I think most of us...
SCHOENING: Do we want to make a list of things that are exceptlons or don't
we?
SCOTT: I thrnk what we're...
SCHOENING: Vúeff, I understand that, but we speclfically talked about
heafthcare and specifically sald it wasn't going to be covered, and we
weren't going make a list. Because we coufd go on now if we tafked...
COOKE: No. tr{e said we were not going to include it in this ordrnance. ft's
not that we were golng to...
SCHOENING: f understand that. I'm saying is it - okay.
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SCOTT: hle're asking for a clarification because the ordinance covers retail
safes and personal services as defined in section B. And I think we're asking
- we need to add language to subsection 2 of sectlon B that cfarifies
personaÌ services means some of these things we see on here but doesnrt mean
an urqent care cÌlnic or a skilfed nursing facillty or those kinds of thlngs.
SCHOENING: Just not adding to D which are the exceptions?
SCOTT: Correct.
SCHOENING: Thank you.
MEYER: Under "Purpose and FindihgS," number 2, section B, I would just like
to see "and other unlawful acts" included after - anywhere ln there to reduce
the incidents of a-L-L of those things. And then f would just like t'and other
un-Iawful acts" incfuded. So page 1, section A, number 2 under the first small
b.
SCOTT: So "related crlmlnal actj-vities lncluding Ìittering, drug deaÌing,
and noise dlsturbance 'and other unfawfuf activities. "'
MEYER: Okay. That's my only comment on page 1. Any concern with addinq that
Language?
SCOTT: No.
MEYER: Okay. Let's tafk about hours because I think we're perhaps at a point
where it makes sense to hone j-n on that. So at our last meeting, we decided
to tabl-e a discussion until we alL had had an opportunity to think that
throuqh a little bit, and so, let's talk.
SCOTT: So maybe we should take one time at a tlme, start with the 1:00.
MEYER: Welf. Okay. We don't have to fimit what this says to be clear. This
is draft Ìanguage, so we can modify or adjust.
O'KEEFE: I would ask -if we're all in agreement on a closing time of 1:00
a.m. I thlnk you'1I remember that I brought up it kind of coincides with the
alcohoÌ safes, obviously restaurants and bars are not included in there.
MEYER: I'm very comfortable with that.
O'KEEtr'E: I'm stifl comfortab-le with 5:00 a.m. for an opening time.
SCOTT: T aÌso still prefer 5:00 a.m.
COOKE: T am stilf comfortable with 6:00 a.m.
MEYER: Any other thoughts?
BELOV: I'm comfortabLe with 6:00 a.m. as we1l.
MEYER: I think one of the things that f remember from this conversation j.s
as we're noting in this proposed language that we're not limitlng inventory,
stockinq hours, those kinds of things - again, thrs is a focus on being open
to the public.
BELOV: And also, it's going to cut us costs, right, if we don't have to
empÌoy additional officers to patro-I for an extra hour every nlght for every
day of the year.
SCOTT: I' m not sure what the relationship between business hours of
operation and how we staff our police department ls. Is there one currentÌy?
PESSEMIER: It m not sure f'm the best person to testlfy on that, but Jeff
Groth did offer to come to the meeting on Monday, next week, so you can ask
him questions directly in regards to this.
MEYER: That woufd be great.
PESSEMIER: So I think that mlght be good for you to be able to have that
conversation before you get to the point of actually adopting these. The
other suggestion I might make is kind of stealing Chad's idea before of him
just kind of bracketlng a couple different time frames here so that the
pubJ-ic can glve you comments on which ones they woufd prefer as well. And
then ultj-mately, you guys can vote to amend the resolut-ion in one bray or
another so that you can come to conclusion on this because T think - so rf
you could come up with one or two or three or four dlfferent options that he
could put in there, then uftimately, you guys can vote on it. I think
everybody can understand 1:00-5:00 or 1:00-6:00 fairly easlLy. And
ultimately, T thrnk you guys are just going to have to make a motion to amend
the ordlnance language in one directlon or another and that wlll be what it
t^
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MEYER: So wlth that in mind, should we just consider taking that advice and
tabling the hour dlscusslon until we've had an opportunity to hear public
comment ?

SCOTT: I think we should have him draft it with both options of 5:00 a.m.
and 6:00 a.m.
O'KEEIIE: T wouÌd agree wlth that and go off of the public comment of what
they...
MEYER: Okay. Any other comments?
BELOV: Sure. Sounds great.
MEYER: Okay. Thanks, Chad. The...
SCHOENING: Or Tom. Youfre doing it.
MEYER: Tom made the sugqestions. Thank you, Tom.
SCHOENING: Dld we in fact make the change to "may not operate?" Is that
cfear ?

JACOBS: Yes.
MEYER: The other thing that we talked a Ìittle brt about, and whife I hate
to throw this ln at this point on this particular ordinance, what I'd Ìike to
do is have a conversation, not tonlght necessarily, but T'd like to have a
conversation about extended hours, hollday hours, and how we'd like to see
those issues in draft language. But I stilÌ feel Ìike we need to tafk about
that.
SCOTT: Actually, that's a great polnt because in our previous discussion, we
wanted to allow a general consensus on that, and somehow that didn't ended up
anywhere.
JACOBS: I thought the way you ended up was when you had the discussion on
hours that because you were going all the way to 1:00 in the morning, that
you weren't worried about the midnight opening because that would give them
that hour. And f may have misunderstood.
SCOTT: I've been to a fot of midnight openings, and an hour is not
sufficient.
JACOBS: I don't have that experience, so I apoloqLze.
SCOTT: So I do think we need either a variance process or a temporary use
process whether lt's in this ordinance or handled in the administrative
process, I don't know, but I think we need to have that discussion.
MEYER: And I don't know lf this is the pÌace to do that, and that's the
discussion we can have. f would support a variance for extended and holiday
hours so long as some kind of a pubÌic safety pJ-an was required. Because I
feel Ìike - refating to public safety issues, I feeJ- fike as businesses are
choosing to extend hours either early or late, there are these public safety
concerns of traffic and people congreqatinq and thlngs that we've discussed.
And I feef fike there is some responsibillty that needs to fie with the fofks
that are extendlng thelr hours.
SCHOENING: VrIe just approved an ordinance regardlng camping and approved a
var,iance for that. So I feef like for the sake of consistency/ we have to
dlscuss a variance for this. That being sa-id¡ I have in my questlons for the
Chief how it aÌready is happening. It happens at Kohf's. Tt happens at
Target. I would like to hear from him what they do -"they" meaning the City
of Sherwood police department, when those extended hours happen. Because that
is one thing that is aÌready happening in city and so I feef fike thls is the
one unique time where it's actually happen. So maybe we can ask hlm what that
adds to the poÌice department and what thelr plans are when theyr re open for
extended hours.
MEYER: Any other thoughts on that?
O'KEEFE: I woufd agree. The thing going through my mind, and wlth any
retaiÌer dolng extended hours, and I'm particularly thinking of holiday
hours, major hol-lday hoursf sale hours, where they open the door, and you
have 200-300 people standlng a the doors. And they open their doors aÌl at
one and then therets a crowd, and we've seen the stories on the news how some
poor or some little kid gets trampled. And I'm not sure I'm comfortable
wlthout some sort of public safety plan for an event opening I guess T wouÌd
cafl that to where certaln stores in the past have gone away from that

Page 34 of 4l



2064
2065
2066
2067
2068
2069
2010
2071
2072
2073
2074
2075
2076
2077
2078
2079
2080
2081
2082
2083
2084
208s
2086
2087
2088
2089
2090
209r
2092
2093
2094
2095
2096
2097
2098
2099
2t00
2101
2702
2t03
2104
2t05
2106
2107
2108
2109
21r0
2tlr
2rt2
2tt3
2lr4
2tI5
2116
2117
2tt8
2t19
2r20
2t2l
2122
2123
2124

everybody rushes the doors. You line up, and they hand out a lottery ticket,
and then they let in the first ten numbers or something like that. And I
don't know if that's something we can address, but that's just a concern that
f have 1n the back of my head. And we can make recommendatlons for maybe a
publ-ic safety plan that the city counc-if or planning department can come up
wlth.
MEYER: Yeah, and that's where I was really going with thls. T wouÌd hate to
include language that woul-d detaiÌ how a business should operate. However, I
thlnk that creating parameters upon which promote pubLic safety, generally
speaking, is rea1ly important.
BRUTON: Tf I may, this ordlnance details how a business shouÌd operate.
MEYERI WeÌÌ, absoÌutely, with regard to public safety. And that's the basis
upon which I do support this ordinance.
SCOTT: Yeah, and I would just say that T thlnk in regards to public safety,
there are some assumptlons being made.
BELOV: If you'd like, I can read my statistics, and that will help to
clarify any assumptions.
MEYER: Or we can...
SCOTT: I think we've alf done - at least I know I have. I've done some
pretty extensive independent research. So T won't speak for the rest of if
she wants to read them, and the Chair recognizes that, I'm fine. I'm just
saying that T'm not ignorant of the statistics that are out there, but I know
there's a lot of...
COOKE: There are stati-stics that vafldate the need for this in order to
protect the llvability of the community.
SCOTT: And there's also statistlcs that you could find that woufd say that
there isn't, I mean, it all depends on whlch set of statistics you look at,
right? I mean, that's the beauty of statistics which study do you l1ke? And
what we don't have, or what I haven't seen, is what the statistics are for
Sherwood or towns that are very simifar in profile to Sherwood. I've seen a
lot of generalized, nationalized statistics.
BELOV: But Sherwood doesn't have a 190,000 square foot retaiÌer, and there's
nothlng we coufd use. There's no precedence set. lrle can only go by what other
retalfers across the country have done and how that's affected...
SCOTT: Yeah, but T thj-nk you have to fook at the profile of the community in
generaÌ, not taking a nationaf statistic and applying it to Sherwood.
BELOV: You can also Ìook at speciflc retalfers and look at their statistics.
That's what T have.
SCOTT: Yeah, and they go - and agaln, lt depends on which set of statistics
- anyway, I don't want to go around and around about this. I thlnk my point
being ls that theref s some assumptions belng made, and I don't know that the
public safety component as it applies specificatly to Sherwood is cfear cut.
f'm not saylng lt doesn't exist. f'm just saylng it's not been proven to any
kind of definitlve nature.
BELOV: But rf you have statistics that speak otherwise, you should bring
them because if you can convince us that lt's not an issue, wê'd like to hear
it, T'm sure.
MEYER: WeÌÌ, and the other thing that wefve discussed is having the Chlef
come in next week and perhaps - I'm happy to extend an j-nvitation to the
gentÌeman that submitted this letter today to ask if he would be willing to
come ln and speak to some of the earfier questions about security services.
And we could certainly invlte other security companies that are working
locally to come and taÌk about thelr observations and experiences in these
kinds of situations.
SCOTT: And I value the lnput of thls Ìetter. As I mentioned earlier, ffm
curious to know what towns and areas and whatever that his experience is in.
And f definitely want to hear from the Chief because I think that ls the most
refevant data we have available to us.
COOIG:: I aÌso thlnk 1t's important to get data, but I also think that itf s
important that we don't just Ìet the chips fall where they may. lrle have a
real opportunity here to look forward and - we do a lot of pÌanning for our
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cities, for the way that our schooÌs - I mean, we project out. And I think
it's rea11y important. There are changes that are coming to Sherwood, and we
need to take a rational look at various points of data in order to, again,
help promote, protect the fivability of our community.
SCOTT: Good.
MEYER: The other thlng, too, is whether or not there is an existing issue.
I'ear of crime and fear of potentlaÌ crime is a reaÌ lssue. So the fear of
crime can certainly affect people's opinions, peopÌe's choices, how they feel
about their community. It can straln relat.ionshlps with authorities and
other. So I feel like in l-ooklng at an ordinance like this and in reviewìng
language like thls, we are creatlng a parameter to give the publlc some
feeling of assurance that these lssues are being reviewed and that we are
being proactive and that we are look-ing at the livabifity of Sherwood now and
into the future.
SCOTT: Yeah. Absolutely. And I think that the only counterpoint I woufd make
in regards to the fear is the idea that you couLd overreact to that fear and
end up with some of these unintended consequences that I'm hearing the
communlty is worried about, and f've been saying aJ-I along from the first
meeting, that I'm worried about. I think, Beth, you said the best word,
"rational. " Right? So I completely agree at looklng at alÌ the ratlonal and
reÌevant data poì-nts. And ultimately, again, this is going to go to the
voters. I think our duty is to put the best ordinance in place and let the
voters decide what it 1s they want.
BELOV: See I'm not really sure what you're asking for. What specifically do
you want to change.
SCOTT: f want to hear from the chief of police. That's what I'm asking for.
MEYER: Okay. T'm happy to extend the invitation. Or Tom, since you've
aÌready spoke to the Chief, maybe you can confirm with hj-m? Either way.
PESSEMIER: He's schedufed to be here. He already has it in his schedule, and
I'lI make sure that he knows that you would like to hear from him.
MEYER: Yes. Any other specific modifications to the language as written
before Chad redlines thls for rereview.
O'KEEFE: I highlighted a couple issues. Section F, Penalties - "City's
reasonable attorney's fees. The manag'er may seek recovery of the city's
reasonabfe attorney fees." And in that same section, "See prior violations,
magnitude of the violation, whether the viofations were repeated and
continuous, or whether the vlolation was lntentional." I think that's good
wordlnq, and T would not want to add anything to that unless you guys are
thlnking specifically, but I think T'm agreeabfe that this ls good once we
nall down the hours.
BELOV: I woufd agree.
MEYER: Any other thoughts at this point?
SCHOENING: I think it can wait for the Chief, but T do want to say I have
concerns about on page 1, under A, number 2a, it seems - I just think it's
somethlng that we should have the Chief address. It's talking about a limited
police force. Tt's talking about the police shoul-d be focusing lts resources,
providing protection to residential neighborhoods. I think we've spoken about
health and safety. I think that we've also discussed the need for employees
to feel safe in their workplace, and I feef like this is very inclusive, and
lt's not addressing the heafth and safety of the employees who are working in
these facilities. And so I woufd just like to say that possibly we should
look at rewording that. It just doesn't seem like a reason for me. ft seems
fike we're leaving out a Larqe piece of the picture.
BRUTON: I think that quality of life, again, as we've tafked about before,
is something that has different meaninq to the lndividual, and f don't think
that that needs to be in here.
SCHOENING: I can't believe any poÌice chlef is going to say it's more
important to police one part of the town as opposed to the other, so I would
llke to hear if he agrees with that ls where I'm comlng from. That sounds
very classist to me, and as someone who works late and waLks late at night in
OÌd Town, Trm hopeful that they'LÌ police that are too.
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MEYER: Dld you have anythinq to add?
JÀCOBS: I would just throw rn that this is not an exclusive list, so you can
add additlonaf things. That was a topic that was discussed by the committee
previously which is why it's in there as one of the purposes. And certainly
if you - requiring a business to be cfosed during certain hours where there
is Ìimited police availabifity certainly is a reason that protects the heafth
and safety of the employees, and we can add that as an additional reason.
There's no problem in doing something like that. So lf the committee wants, I
can add that to the redline draft.
COOKE: And that point is one that the Ch-ief made at a recent clty council
meeting ln particuÌar as to why this potential ordj-nance would be useful
because they do have fimj-ted resources and whether or not they're going to be
policrng - again, helping to protect those empfoyees or heLping to protect
the residents who are sÌeeping in their beds at night.
SCHOENING: So the employees arenf t residents?
COOKE: Many of them are, hrut at the same time.
SCHOENING: You have no idea if the employees are residents or not.
COOKE: But no he brought that up. That's one point in particular he
(indecipherab-Le ) .

SCHOENING: Okay, but can we just pl-ease ask him because lf we're talklng
about health and welfare 1n one ordinance, we're discussing the health and
we-lfare of empÌoyees and how we're l-ookj-ng out for that, but in this
ordinance, w€'re leaving them out entirely. So T just want to make that noted
and on the record that we shoufd afso be addressing the health and safety of
the employees that are work.ing.
O'KEEFE: All the people resldlng and working in the City of Sherwood and
maki ng (indecipherable) .

SCHOENING: Tt's just that simple.
COOI(E:: ...leaves them out, but I fook forward to hearing what he has to say.
MEYER: Okay. Great. I think that Chief Groth's conments will be very helpful
to us. Chad, I'm hopeful that with the few points of a modiflcatron that
we've made that those wiff be some quick changes for you, Do you have any
questions of us?
JACOBS: T don't have any questions. Just to give you an update on the
scheduÌe then. What we wifl- do is I will qo back and draft the changes to the
two ordinances where you requested changes, and I will have those to the city
staff by sometime Frì-day because I will be going on vacation next week. So
Chris wifl be back I'm told to help you guys through the rest of next week.
But this way you'lf have this language ln time for you to discuss at your
meeting next Monday.
MEYER: Thank you very, very much. In an effort to wrap up this evening', T

woufd like to open the floor for closing comments. Naomi, woufd you like to
start tonight?
BELOV: f think that Tim - he's no longer here, but he was worried that some
of the ordinances would affect his business, his steel industry. So we can
just reiterate that it's for retall sales and service businesses, not his
type of business.
MEYER: Could you speak a littÌe bit more loudly into your mlcrophone?
BELOV: Sure. So the ordinance would be for retail safes and service
businesses. He was worried about people camping out on his property. So he
woufd be fine with that, right? Because we're not even - his steel service
business woufd be exempt I think. And then the woman who was worried about
people not being able to camp in her yard. That's also residentiaf. People
would still be alÌowed to, correct?
MEYER: Those issues are al-ready addressed in the ordlnance.
BELOV: Right. Maybe we can just clarify it though. I think thatfs it.
MEYER: Okay. Larry?
O'KEEEIE: Responding to a couple of the comments. Amanda had some homeless
concerns regarding hurricanes, schools, churches. f would think that wouÌd
fall under emergency things, so any concerns T wouldn't think they'd be a
big thing, but T woufd want to clarify, and I don't think she's stiff here.
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Larry Randafl suggested events with camping. It wou-ld be reasonabfe to
require people to provlde - retailers to provide a list to police of people
they've glven permlssion to camp on their private property. Definitely have
the electronlc forms avaifabfe online. I think it's written ln the words on
the draft. lrJe don/ t want to create a hardship for people in doing this.
MEYER: No.
O'KEEEE: The - I'm just going to come out and say this, and itfs unrelated
to the things that we've talked about tonight. I won't be here tomorrow
night, and so I wanted to get my little speech in about the sick -Leave draft.
I think we've qot a lot on our plate with the three things that we've already
done, and f think - I can't support the sick leave process as it is rlght
now. I think it needs more work. I think 240 hours T'm just dolng the math
when I was reading this over and over and every of word of it. 240 hours a
calendar year 1s 20 hours a month. That's f-ive hours week that we're asking
empÌoyers with five or more employees to pay. I don't think this is something
we as a committee should be spending our energy on at this time. Now down the
road, I think we can recommend to the city, and we certainly want to
encouraqe retailers and businesses alike to provide time for their employees.
I'd deflnitely be interested in employers provì-ding some sort of flexik¡fe
spending account that they can spend pre-tax doffars on stuff, but to mandate
that the city and aff businesses come and provide sick leave for their
employers, I think it's overstepping what I think that we as residents want.
And I do think employees need living wages and they need benefits, but I
woufd be much more inclined to spent my energy on doinq a dol-Iar amount
targeted towards benefits. So my vote is no if you guys get to a vote
tomorrow night. And I won't be here, but if you discuss - I'm okay just
letting that one fÌy. That's all f have to say.
MEYER: Okay. Nancy?
BRUTON: Thank you. I just wanted to first thank those of you who sit on this
committee: Staff, council, and the pubtlc for being here. That is reaÌly
important that we're aff stlcking it out. I wanted to reiterate a coup-Le
things. One, I truÌy fove Sherwood. I want to say that. I want 1t on public
record because I befieve in this town, and I think it has a lot of potential.
One of the things that aÌl of these ordinances concerns me about is that is
they currently, based on the way that they're drafted and the conversations
that we're having are afready having impacts on Sherwood's abillty to do
economic competition and future development in the area. And f'm already
starting to hear examples of businesses that are questloning the abifity to
come here, that are questloning their abillty to develop or expand based on
the conversations that we're having. I had some light feedback from some of
our business conmunity, and I wanted to just reaÌly qulckly say that the
generaÌ consensus I'm gett-ing in talking to businesses ls that they fear that
we're addresslng a problem that isn't yet a problem. One business owner here
in town says, t'The more freedom that a busj-ness obrner is affowed to make
money, the more money it will give back to its comrnunity. This is a circular
process." And I hope that we recognize how many qreat things Sherwood
businesses have done for this community. I have a weal-th of notes and
information from a breakout session that we had with over 50 of our business
leaders here in town. I am going to actually submit those to public comment
for sake of tlme tonlght, but I wanted to address one of our many questions
which was, "As you conduct buslness, what do you fear?" And some of the
feedback we got, and this is limited, it isn't the full Ìist, but a
restriction of lncome because of potential ordinances, no customers, growing
our buslness, the community degrading, Sherwood not being open to buslness,
and decisions being made without education. And I wanted to, again, mentlon
the fact that the business community feefs, aga-in from my perception, that
they're in kind of a compromised position. Thls is kind of a double-edqed
sword because they feeÌ fike we are putting potential ordinances in front of
counciÌ that impact them directly, but them coming out could be detrimental
for them in terms of jeopardizing their consumer base, and it's somethlng
that personally saddens me when I go home.
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BELOV: I'm not quite sure what you mean by it would - why they wouldn't come
and voice their concerns. Vühy rs that an lssue?
SCHOENING: Because people wiÌl stop coming to our businesses because we're
here, and I can tefl you that it's already happening.
BELOV: I just don't understand that.
SCHOENING: I'm sorry that you don't understand it, but itfs the reality, and
I'm sorry, but there are peopJ-e who will retaliate against businesses or
people or at least maybe the perception is ln some instances that if someone
comes out prodeveÌopment let's say, they wì-Ìl be retafiated against with
people's dollars. And so I will say that from my standpoint as a business
owner in town and from some of the other business owners that I've spoken to,
it's real. It's a real fear.
BELOV: That may be reaf, but the reality is that we're also here to voice
the concerns of the residents, the 18,000 people. So we're not here primarlly
to represent the businesses unfortunately.
SCHOENING: Some of these businesses owners live here, Naomi. A fot them Live
here. And a Ìot of the employees Ìive here. And discounting a very large
volce is unfair.
BEI,OV: blell, I thlnk they could come here, and they could speak, and f don't
see why they shouldn't. If they feeÌ l-ike their business - we had the man
from Prlde Disposal come, and we had a man here tonight from The Springs, and
I don't think there's any reason why they shouldn't come.
MEYER: I think we need to move on with closing comments, if that's okay for
tonì-ght. Doug?
SCOTT: Thank you. I flrst want to explain my vote on the hazardous materlals
ordlnance. I voted no, f was planning on voting yes, and T'm in favor of the
ordlnance as written, However, when Nancy indicated that she was expectinq
some information from C-Iean üIater Services, I felt like we should have waited
to hear thal information, so that's why T voted no. Moving on to something
I've heard expressed in public comments tonight about a living wage, and I
know that people haven't been here to afl of our meetings, but that came up
in our first two publ1c meetinqs. And just to clarify that ORS 653.017
expressly prohiblts us from enacting any wage standard on private employers,
and there are a couple exceptions for generaÌly public employment. And so as
advised by attorney early on, we just can't go there whether we want to or
not. So I know people keep bringing that up, but we are just not affowed to
go there by law. End of story. There are other fringe lssues that we continue
to fook at l-ike sick pay, Ìlke other benefits, and I think the next session
tomorrow is going to be focused on that. But in regards to wages,
specificaÌly pay, we just can't go there. So T know that's a thing that
people are really passionate about, and it doesn't matter because be can't do
it. Oregon States says we can't do it. I'd l1ke to move on to a lot of the
issues I heard concern from public comment about the camping ordinance in
particular. I think that hopefully as people read through it, they will agree
that the variance process addresses aÌmost afl of those concerns, and I'm
pretty sure also that the ordinance does not apply to camplng in your back
yard. It was publicly access-ibfe areas, and I don't think anyone woufd define
somebody's private property, residence property, and a publicly accesslble
area. FinalÌy, I heard a lot tonight about somethlng that's been foremost in
my mind throughout this process even before the committee formed, and that is
unintended consequences. And that's my biggest concern is that this entire
process was put together for good reason/ and wet re serving a good purpose
here, but we have a very short tj-me Ìine, and a l-ot of it is based upon a
reactlonary, right or wrongly reactlonary, I'm not debating that point, but
it's a reactionary response to things that are happening right now. And f'm
really concerned and have been concerned from day one about doing something
ln a quick, knee-jerk fashlon to try to react to a problem or even a
perceived problem, but what the consequences may be for other areas and other
businesses ln town downstream from that. Specif-rcal1y, when we start getting
into some of the empÌoyee benefits and issues that we're going to be
dlscussing, for exampÌe, the sick pay. Right now, as a first draft, it's
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basically a carbon copy of Portland's sick pay policy. This pollcy as written
ì-s going to hit the hardest by far the smafl businesses in thls town that
I've heard in a lot of the comment forums f read and when I talk to people in
the community, and when T hear peopÌe testify week after week - what I hear
is more smafl business, we want to support small business. This sick leave
pollcy is going to reaÌly, really impact smaff businesses in this town, and I
thrnk people don't recognize that or maybe we'lf tease that out tomorrow. But
f'm really concerned about that because lt seems to be going aqainst what a
lot of people are saying they want to support.
FEI,ÍALE : Number of people. Square f ootage and number of people.
SCOTT: And we'll talk about all of those things, but that's what I'm saying
ls as it's wrltten now and as it was distributed to us, it's realÌy, reall-y
going to hit smalf businesses the hardest.
BELOV: I think - can f...
SCOTT: Thls is cfosing comment time. Thank you. And so I just want to
reiterate, please, come back tomorrow, have this discussion because this sick
leave policy is going to drlve small businesses out of this town, and it's
going to prevent small businesses from coming to this town. And there's no
argument that anybody can make otherwise that's rational. So that's my
closing comment.
COOKE: I would dispute all that you've just said about the sick leave
poÌicy. You have to remember - if you've done the math, the actuaf cost of
what's proposed ln this ordinance it's a very well thought out process.
Portfand went through months and months - this is something that is not
unique to Sherwood. Thls is something - actuaLly, I was invo-Ived in the
Portland communlty for nearfy a year and a half. There are a fot of people,
businesses, champlons, smal-L businesses, we heard over and over, "Oh, this is
going to hurt...r " be an lmpact on small it was the sma1l businesses that
stood up for this type of ordlnance. But I aqree with Larry that it rs
posslbÌe that lt's not the right time in this process for us to take a fook
at this particular pollcy, so f wifl agree with Larry on that point. But I
w1ll disagree kindly with alf that you just said because if you've done the
math, you'11 find that it's not the smaÌl businesses that you have to worry
about offerinq these beneflts. They again we've talked before. Those are
the ones that you hear about that value their team that recognize that they
donft want their employees going to work sick, gettlng the public sick. This
is something - B0? of 1ow-wage workers in Oregon don't have a single day of
paid sick feave rlght now. So this is something that if you fook at in
threshofd - I think the threshofds that are set in this draft ordinance are
viable. I wouÌd not recommend doing hiqher - I wouÌd not support something
that had a hlgher threshold than this. Thls is somethinq that is a larger
scale I think we should be working towards as not only as a city but as a
state. Port-Iand - I applaud the activlty that went on there. T'm proud of the
work that was done. But absoÌutely, I disagree klndly with and if you had
had more time as I've had to review it in depth...
SCOTT: I flnd that insuÌting.
COOKE: Vüeff , I flnd some of your comments insuJ-ting.
SCOTT: (Indecipherable) I didn't read it. I've read it multiple times.
MEYER: So, okay. T'm sorry. I donf t mean to interrupt, but...
COOI(E:: Those are my closinq comments.
MEYER: As opposed to bantering in cfosing comments, let's stick to our own
personal closing comments, please. Rachelr 1rou go ahead. T'11 wait. We've
covered a fot of information in the several meetings that we've had. !úe've
worked a fot of hours. There has been clearly discussion and disagreement
amongst us which f think ì-s positive and beneficial to progress. Some might
suggest that rufes or faws should be enacted for every eventuality, and
that's just not possibfe 1n my opinion. I think that f joined this committee
very specifically to work toward progress wrthin Sherwood because it's my
community, and I hear about it. As we work within this committee, and as we
continue to work in and around this community, I thrnk lt's lmportant that we
are working together to promote a sense of community and to promote
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relationships wì-thin this community. And it concerns me that there has been a
lot of dissent among what we're trying to do or what wefre not trying to do
here. And it's just my hope that what you have observed in these meetings is
an attempt to keep things good, make thlngs better, and create some
parameters that are reasonable in promoting the livability of this town.
There is so much to be appreclated, and I think that we're alf here because
we fove Sherwood. Vle spend many of our hours living and breathing here and
beyond, and if we dldn't care, we wouldn't be here and neither woufd any of
you and neither would any of the folks that are watching this video at home.
So thank you for all of your cornmitment. Thank you for the disagreements.
Thank you for the emaifs. Thank you for alf of the comments because, ag'ain,
afÌ of what we do here is l-ending itself to progress. And with that, I wilL
say goodnight, and the meeting is adjourned.
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