
 

WASCO 
COUNTY 
2040 
OUTREACH 
REPORT 

 

 

May 2019-March 1, 2020 

 

 



Wasco County 2040 Outreach Report 

 

Page 1 

3/1/2020 Outreach Results and Summary 

 

In February 2018, the Wasco County Planning Department officially 

entered Periodic Review and commenced work on the 

Comprehensive Plan update, Wasco County 2040.  The process 

includes public outreach efforts to engage ci�zen involvement in 

updates.  This report is a summary of those efforts, including 

feedback received through online comments, email, mailed in 

comments, online surveys, and at workshop events. 

 

The Wasco County Ci�zen Advisory Group set a goal for total 

par�cipa�on of 20% of the popula�on, roughly 1,629 residents 

living outside UGBs (this number includes children). In 2017, 

outreach efforts engaged 8901 people including 60 key stakeholders 

and over 830 residents.  Between the end of 2017 and June 2018, 

outreach efforts engaged an addi�onal 1,014 people.  From June 

2018 un�l April 10, 2019, par�cipa�on numbers totaled over 1,447 

interac�ons.  Between May 2019 and February 2020, there were 

over an addi�onal 2,072 contacts with the public through either 

public mee�ngs, comments, website visits, phone calls or emails. 

 

This brings the total reach to over 5,400 interac�ons.  Due to 

ongoing par�cipa�on of some of our ci�zens, and the nature of 

coun�ng interac�ons that are in some cases anonymous, it’s difficult 

to conclude exactly how many discrete contacts have been made 

over the last several years.  Planning staff es�mates, based on 

                                                
1 This number counts each interaction as unique (e.g., survey filled, meeting attendance, etc.).  Because many of the activities 
were anonymous, staff could not identify all interactions as discrete.  We also had some people participating separately as 
citizens and stakeholders.  The same count method was used in 2018, 2019, and 2020.   
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available data, that roughly have of the total 5,400 interac�ons are 

discrete which far exceeds the 20% goal set by the Ci�zen Advisory 

Group.   

 

This interac�on percentage also does not include the mailers sent 

every year to every property owner in unincorporated Wasco 

County.  Total recipients for the postcard in 2020 were 3,694 

residents.  Many new faces were at the February 2020 roadshow 

mee�ngs and told staff they were specifically in atendance because 

of the mailer. 

 

Planning staff and the Ci�zen Advisory Group will con�nue, in the 

last year, to work to improve total reach and encourage public 

par�cipa�on.  The inten�on is to build on the momentum of 

outreach from Wasco County 2040 for the Land Use and 

Development Update in 2021-2022. 
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Wasco County 2040 Outreach Report 
 
O U T R E A C H  R E S U L T S  A N D  S U M M A R Y  

Online Exercises 
To model ac�vi�es at the 2020 roadshow mee�ngs, staff developed a survey tool to seek public input about 
the Economic, Social, Environmental and Energy (ESEE) Analysis needed to update the sensi�ve wildlife 
maps.  In par�cular, par�cipants were asked to iden�fy possible conflic�ng uses and poten�al ESEE 
consequences of limi�ng those conflic�ng uses. 

The surveys were posted online on February 17, 2020 and shared through links on the Wasco County main 
the Wasco County 2040 project website and Wasco County Planning social media.   

The surveys were closed on February 28th to tabulate results. 

The survey received a total of 0 responses.   

Online Comment Submissions 
To make it easy for residents and businesses to 
submit comments, an online comment 
submission form was created in 2017 and posted 
on the project website.  

8 comments were received from the online 
submission form between May 2019 and 
February 2020. Online comments can be read in 
Appendix A.  We have redacted email addresses. 

Emailed Comments 
Community members were encouraged to email 
planning staff at any �me during the 
Comprehensive Plan Update process to voice 
their hopes, concerns, and other feedback for 
Wasco County 2040. 

No comments were received via email in 2020. 

Mailed Comments 
Community members were also encouraged to 

mail comments to planning staff at any �me during the Comprehensive Plan Update process to provide 
feedback for Wasco County 2040. 

No mailed comments were received to date in 2020.  
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Phone Calls and Counter Visits  
Between May 2019 and February 2020, staff received 24 inquiries by phone or at the counter related to 
Wasco County 2040.   

September 2019 Open House 
On September 19, 2019 Wasco County Planning held an open house to share informa�on with the public 
on updates to Goal 5, Goal 7 and Goal 13. 
 
There were 3 people in atendance. 
 

October 1st Citizen Advisory Group Meeting 
In October, a Ci�zen Advisory Group mee�ng was held to review proposed amendments to Chapters 5, 7, 
11, and 13 of Wasco County 2040.  There were 2 members of the public in atendance. 

 
November 5th Hearing 
In November, a Planning Commission mee�ng was held to review proposed amendments to Chapters 5, 7, 
11, and 13 of Wasco County 2040.  There were 2 members of the public in atendance. 

The Planning Commission recommended approval of the amendments to the Board of Commissioners.   

 
December Board of County Commissioner Meetings 
The Planning Commission recommenda�ons were presented to the Board of County Commissioners in two 
separate hearings in December.  No members of the public were present to provide tes�mony. 

 
2020 Roadshow Work Sessions 
As part of work task 18, staff and the Ci�zen Advisory Group held four community workshops to address 
topics of sensi�ve wildlife, forest lands, and recrea�on.  Interested in understanding community visions for 
policy and implementa�on, the sessions were structured to be two hours long and consisted of a short 
presenta�on, three informa�onal tables with exercises, and a large group discussion. 

• The Dalles Atendance: 52 ci�zens, 3 CAG members, 1 BOCC, 1 ODFW, 4 staff 
• Dufur Atendance: 72 ci�zens, 2 BOCC, 1 ODFW, 4 staff 
• Wamic Atendance: 63 ci�zens, 3 CAG members, 1 BOCC, 1 ODFW, 5 staff 
• Mosier Atendance: 50 ci�zens, 2 CAG member, 2 BOCC, 1 ODFW, 5 staff 

Notes from each mee�ng can be seen in Appendix B. 
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Par�cipants were also encouraged to make writen comment on comment cards at the mee�ngs.  We 
received 17 comment cards that can be seen in Appendix C. 

At the roadshow mee�ngs, staff requested the public support the ESEE Analysis by iden�fying poten�al 
land use conflicts and ESEE consequences.  The exercises can be seen in Appendix D. 

Ad Hoc Meetings 
Although they were offered, no ad hoc mee�ngs were requested of staff. 

Social Media Engagement 
The Planning Department currently maintains 4 social media accounts, in addi�on to the project website, 
including YouTube, Facebook, Twiter, and Pinterest.  These accounts are used to push out material from 
the project website in order to increase audience engagement and capture.  All accounts have restricted 
comments in order to funnel comments through official methods. 

The Facebook page has con�nued to grow in followers and has been helpful in direc�ng visits to the project 
website.  Over 600 visitors to the website were referred to Wasco2040.com between May 2019 and 
February 2020. 

 

    
Followers 271 54 142 (views) 3 
Likes 84 7 1 NA 
Shares   11 1 0 NA 
Posts 64 89 2 102 

 
Media Coverage 
Staff sent a press release to all regional media, including the newspapers and radio sta�ons for updates in 
2019 and 2020.   

Radio: 2 radio interviews with Mark Bailey of KIHR radio, BiCoastal Media Columbia River (July 31, 2019 and 
January 22, 2020) 

Websites:  Reprint of Press Release on Gorge Country Radio website homepage  

 

https://www.facebook.com/wasco.wasco.73
https://twitter.com/WascoCoPlanning
https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCaWcgyXpQ0KAJDWqo8yIRjg?view_as=subscriber
https://www.pinterest.com/wascocounty/
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Project Website 

In March 2017, a project website (wasco2040.com) was launched to house informa�on about the 
Comprehensive Plan Update, including data and research about Wasco County, upcoming events, ways to 
par�cipate, and results from public par�cipa�on. 

In addi�on to sharing informa�on, the project website’s main goal is to channel public par�cipa�on into 
methods that could help support visioning efforts including promo�ng the survey, offering an online 
comment submission form, links to social media pages, and offering a variety of ways to sign up for 
no�fica�ons on news and events. 

In 2017, the project website had a total of 2,494 views by 749 visitors.  In 2018, the website had 1,657 
views by 509 visitors.  The project website currently has 48 followers by email (a 28 person increase in 
2020), 325 by social media and 10 by feed.  Between May 2019 and February 2020, the website had 1,800 
visitors that resulted in 5,089 views. 
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The most popular pages are:  Progress to Date, Wasco County 2040: Look Ahead, References, and 
Par�cipate.  There were also a significant number of views to the Wildlife Habitat Overlay Zone Updates 
during this cycle. 

The website has a steady readership of between 200 to 500 views a month. 

Notification List  
Staff has compiled a list, through mee�ngs and the website, of all ci�zens who have indicated that they 
want no�fica�ons about news and events related to Wasco County 2040.  To date, the list has 184 
individuals signed up.   

Staff sends out email no�ces for upcoming events and other news as they happen. 

Analysis and Recommendations 
 

Goal 4  

The primary expressed concern at all public mee�ngs to date with forest lands is wildfire risk.  There was 
some discussion and ques�ons related to buildability of forest lands by individual property owners, but by 
in large the community feels current regula�ons are consistent with values of residents and goals for the 
future.   

Staff is recommending revisions to Goal 4 focus on ensuring the language, policies and implementa�on 
strategies are consistent with the Natural Hazards Mi�ga�on Plan, Community Planning Assistance for 
Wildfire recommenda�ons, and the Community Wildfire Protec�on Plan. 

Destination Resorts 

Ci�zens were concerned about impacts to water and increased fire risk of des�na�on resorts.  In par�cular, 
areas of concern were in the north east por�on of the County that is largely winter wheat crops.   When 
shown the correla�on between fire protec�on districts and the eligible des�na�on resort sites, the 
feedback by in large preferred the loca�on around Pine Grove and at the Big Muddy Ranch.   

Staff proposes that we address this concern by a). adding fire risk/emergency service availability to the 
eligibility criteria for mapping  or b). as part of the criteria for approval of a des�na�on resort .  To address 
water, staff proposes we address this concern as an analysis required at the �me of approval. 

 Additional Goal 8  

There con�nues to be significant concern over the conflict between recrea�on and commercial agricultural 
ac�vity, par�cularly on the transporta�on network.  Staff is recommending an implementa�on strategy to 
increase educa�on and outreach to recreators and partners about harvest seasons and hazards, and to 
work with Public Works to no�fy residents when major events are happening on the roadway. 

Sensitive Wildlife  
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The next step to adopt revised maps for Environmental Protec�on District 8 (Sensi�ve Wildlife/Big Game 
Habitat) and Environmental Protec�on District 12 (Sensi�ve Birds) is to conduct an Economic, Social, 
Environmental and Energy (ESEE) analysis.  The roadshow mee�ngs were focused on solici�ng feedback 
that would be helpful to staff in conduc�ng this analysis. 

Here are the primary takeaways based on public input: 

• Farm uses should be exempt from addi�onal restric�ons in EPD 8 
• Maintain exemp�ons for dwelling setback requirements if there are beter alterna�ves on site for 

protec�ng habitat in EPD 8 
• Remove fencing standards (they don’t make sense and don’t keep cows/livestock in) from EPD 8 
• Update Sensi�ve Bird map on more frequent basis 
• Most non resource uses pose poten�al conflict with Goal 5 wildlife resources 
• There are significant ESEE consequences for prohibi�on of any land use 

The recommendations based on public feedback are as follows: 

• Revise EPD 8 to remove voluntary standards, including fencing, exempt farm uses and maintain 
exemptions for dwelling setback in case of better alternatives 

• Add an implementation strategy to have EPD 12 evaluated on a five year cycle 
• In the ESEE Analysis, ensure the ESEE consequences for prohibition of uses are clearly reflected 
• Tie these recommendations into implementation measures and references to clearly identify public 

input 
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Appendix A –  
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Appendix B – Roadshow Meeting Notes 

 

WASCO COUNTY 2040 Roadshow 
February 19, 2020 

5:30pm 
Columbia Gorge Community College  

 

Staff present: Kelly Howsley Glover, Angie Brewer, Daniel Dougherty, Lexi S�ckel 

CAG Members present: Leroy Booth, Kate Willis, Lynne McIn�re 

CALL TO ORDER (5:30pm): 
 

Long Range Planner Kelly Howsley Glover called the mee�ng to order. Howsley Glover then gave 
introduc�ons, went over the agenda for the mee�ng, and presented the Wasco County 2040 PowerPoint 
presenta�on.  At 6:05, the group was split up into three sta�ons. 

Group was reassembled at 7:00PM for ques�on and answer. 



Wasco County 2040 Outreach Report 

 

Page 13 

Question: Sensitive wildlife habitat (property north of me is not in it) and they’ve put in orchards land and 
have fences. Will new regulations apply to them. 

Answer: Ag fences have changed migratory paths of animals, but actually excluding that wildlife from those 
high intensity ag zones is good for species in the long run. We create those overlay zones assumed habitat 
ulitization from December to April – deer or elk would utilize during that critical period. 

March 3rd is the Citizen Advisory Group work session --- not March 7th 

Enforcement question. Answer: we don’t do code enforcement unless there is a compliant. If there’s a compliant 
our code enforcement officer will investigate and work with the land owner for abatement. 

Question: Looking at the EPD 8, I see that my neighbors are within it, but they didn’t receive a postcard. 

Answer: Everyone outside of the NSA and outside of incorporated area received a postcard 

Question: Possible property value changes? 

A: That language is required by state law. It’s hard for planners to estimate a potential loss of value maybe – 
typically it happens if you weren’t able to build a certain type of development.  

Question: “May” is concerning word, I should prefer “shall” 

Answer: It’s hard to say with certainty when we haven’t done the analysis yet. And the analysis requires citizen 
involvement and feedback. 

Question: Exceptions for use, what does that mean? 

Answer: This is referring to concerns about south Wasco County moving into EPD 8, and A1-160 isn’t 
concerning as it provides a lot of protection for deer and elk and those typical activities of farming doesn’t 
concern ODFW. Unusual uses on A1-160 is what concerns ODFW, however, those uses are already CUPs and 
as part of that process and in reality we’re already doing that work. 

Question: There’s more talk of parcels being available… website… more parcels for development within the 
sensitive areas?  

Answer: Without seeing the context, it’s hard to see. Please contact me and we can chat through that and I can 
provide context. 

Question: If you are in EPD 12, are you still able to use your land in the same way, for instance, can you still 
cut your hay during the same time as birds nesting. Can I still use my property in the same way? 

Answer: We wouldn’t limit any current uses.  We would look at proposed uses – new development.  

Question: What if you purchased a house, 20 years ago, that was never permitted. 

Answer: We do have something within our LUDO called a non-conforming use, and we have some previsions in 
state law that would allow us to approve a dwelling that wasn’t permitted. It’s tricky, but there are options to 
make the house permitted and legal. 

Question: Why are deer and elk important to Wasco County? Is it a Wasco County rule or ODFW? 

Answer: Wasco County is required to protect anything that has been identified by ODFW. Deer and elk are 
the species that we have the greatest data due to hunting we are required to gather data on these two 



Wasco County 2040 Outreach Report 

 

Page 14 

species and they serve as a surrogate for all the other species that rely on open space. We also believe in 
our hunting heritage. It serves a far greater purpose than just deer and elk. There’s a long list of species that 
we know migiate or depend on some level of movement – big horned sheep, beer, coyote, antelope. Some of 
the last good habitat for some of these species is located in Wasco County. Part of the comprehensive plan, 
we list all the species that exist in Wasco County (birds and fish too). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

WASCO COUNTY 2040 Roadshow 
February 20, 2020 

5:30pm 
Dufur School 

 

Staff present: Kelly Howsley Glover, Angie Brewer, Daniel Dougherty, Lexi S�ckel 

CAG Members present:  

CALL TO ORDER (5:30pm): 
 

Long Range Planner Kelly Howsley Glover called the mee�ng to order. Howsley Glover then gave 
introduc�ons, went over the agenda for the mee�ng, and presented the Wasco County 2040 PowerPoint 
presenta�on.  At 6:07, the group was split up into three sta�ons. 

Group was reassembled at 6:50PM for ques�on and answer. 

Question: I noticed that the boundary for voluntary participation has been taken away and that expands this 
map into legal requirements. Can we lessen the law? 
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Answer: We can more strict in our rules, but not less strict. In terms of our maps, it up to Wasco County and our 
partners to develop our inventories.  

Question: So you had an advisory committee that helped put this together and you as the planner guided 
their work? 

Answer: Voluntary advisory committee (wide diversity), and naming the farmers who helped. This map was not 
created. Process moving forward with March 3rd 3-5pm at the Discovery Center at the Citizen Advisory 
Group.  

Question: Why do I feel like this has already been decided? It feels like my feedback isn’t taken seriously. 

Answer: We talk your feedback very seriously, it’s gone a long way in shaping our work plan and policies. 
The only decision that’s been made is that we need to use the maps provided by ODFW.  

Question: Destination resort – there’s a placement of a destination resort on the highest value farmland in the 
county. Why? 

Answer: Based on NRCS data that state requires us to use –  

Question: If we don’t want to adopt the new map, does public comment make a change – specifically wildlife? 

Answer: We are required by state law (OAR 660, division 23) to update maps.  

Question: You mentioned mitigation? What do you mean? If there potential to change the maps from ODFW? 

Answer: The only time ODFW would comment on uses within that new zone, mainly A1-160, is for unusual uses. 
For example, if an energy  

Question: Lot line adjustment, affect Sensitive Birds 

Answer: I think the concern is that if you create a new property then there’s an increased a likelihood of new 
development. To date there’s only been one application in the last 15 years that I’ve been here with ODFW, 
there’s only been one application. The lot line adjustment becomes a concern when it crosses over into a buffer 
zone (or creates an unbuildable land). 

Comment: Destination resorts – in unprotected areas for fire prevention – our resources are so limited right 
now that it could be an huge issue if something were to happen. The cost of that resort will be rolled over onto 
the community.  

Comment: Water constraints are also very real so these areas and if there’s limited water  

Question: Along with fire, bicyclists with farm equipment, and now with a destination resort now there will be 
more traffic year round and now it would create more interaction on road with bicyclists. Also they might be 
selling this destination resort as a quiet place, but then a tractor rolls through loud in the morning – they may 
not like that, but that’s how we make our living. 

Question: Are the maps set in stone, or will they change? 

Answer: Maps have been quite static for some time, they were updated in 2012. These are statewide map. 
We need to have a county go through periodic review for the update then there would be a public process. 
These a conglomeration of protections for  
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Question: Where did you get your directive to erase the boundary for the voluntary changes? 

Answer: The County map is reflective of old data that the County has been using, but we haven’t been using 
that for ODFW. As an agency directive comes from ODFW Commission. As I’ve gone back through the files, 
and looked at the original map, Ag 1-160 inherently provides more protection than other zones. The farm 
land community already provides that protection. We’ve had conflict and confusion arise when energy 
developers come in, ODFW comments off of our map. Through that process, we realized that it would be nice 
if the maps were the same so when an applicant looks at the county map they can see what the map will be 
that their application is actually based off of. We will want mitigation measures taken into account. It’s helpful 
to uncouple the protections from A1-160 parcel size from EDP-8. This makes it really, really clear what exists 
on your property and what resources need to be protected. 

Question: On fencing, if that was to be incorporated into all that area – is that retroactive? 

Answer: No, new development only. ODFW would not recommend any language around any voluntary 
fencing standards in Ag1-160 (if at all). Handout for county for new landowners about wildlife friendly 
fencing.  

Question: You know you’re constantly repairing fences, because of the wildlife. 

Question: Will we be voting on this? So as landowners we don’t have a say? 

Answer: We take your feedback to the CAG and the Planning Commission. 

Comment: Postcards were really great. 

 

 

 

WASCO COUNTY 2040 Roadshow 
February 26, 2020 

5:30pm 
Wamic School Community Center 

 

Staff present: Kelly Howsley Glover, Angie Brewer, Daniel Dougherty, Lexi S�ckel, Brent Bybee 

CAG Members present: Leroy Booth, Kate Willis, Vickie Ashley 

CALL TO ORDER (5:32pm): 
 

Long Range Planner Kelly Howsley Glover called the mee�ng to order. Howsley Glover then gave 
introduc�ons, went over the agenda for the mee�ng, and presented the Wasco County 2040 PowerPoint 
presenta�on.  At 6:04, the group was split up into three sta�ons. 

Group was reassembled at 6:55PM for ques�on and answer. 
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Question: So you don’t have the maps available unless we come into the office. What are you using on our 
private property to determine these sites? 

Answer: We don’t maintain that map set, it’s maintained by ORBIC. It’s probably within 6 miles of an energy 
proposal. Most of those nests are within the Deschutes River corridor, Columbia Gorge condor in public lands. 
Located in rim rock canyon cliffs. Only time in 15 years I’ve been here there’s only been one time that I’ve 
made a comment 

Question: How come we don’t have those maps? Why don’t we have them more specific. Nice Kate is going to 
charge us by the mile to drive into the office. 

Answer: When it comes to Big Game Winter Range, it’s publically available. You can call or email and we 
can send you a zoomed in map that shows on your property. 

Question: What do you consider big game? Why are 200 elk on my property? What happened to the fence? 
What about these damned goose? Can I send you a bill? 10,000 goose on your property to destroy the 
wheat? You going to fix my fence. (Juniper Flat) 

Answer: We can help with tags and deterrents. You can call our office. We haven’t had many damage 
management complaints. You need to call our office so we know what’s going on. We can absolutely work 
with landowners to help?  

Comment: Elk crossing Deschutes River. 

Question: 42 inches – not a cow or horse that will stay in with only 42 inches.  

Answer: My recommendation is to remove that requirement. This is why we recommend that those rules are 
removed. We aren’t following those requirements either. It’s my understanding  

Question: I just need to get rid of these elk.  

Answer: I have till May to lethally remove elk (kill). I need a phone call. I know that not all of my solutions 
work.  

Question: What about the wolves? We have them on Juniper Flats. They came right over on Victor Road.  

Answer: The current pack is 7 of the White River Pack – mostly hanging out on the reservation. 

Question: EPD 8, we’re intermixed with the forest service and white river management area. It doesn’t really 
bother use to see the big game on the forest ground, but the rules that get adopted here for our land (above 
the Indian Reservation) – the Forest Service adopts rules based on County and ODFW rules, we have timber 
sales but you can only log from winter…. Subtlety over time the rules affect us. 

Answer: Agency to agency collaboration with the Forest Service to help with the rules. They have their own 
overlay for big game. 

Question: Kelly, you mentioned that you have no jurisdiction over publically owned land. Where’d you get the 
authority to have all the rules over us? If it’s state law, why do we need you? Can’t we just follow state law? 
It’s 5th amendment takings – courts and law won’t say it is. French revolution there’s a man who said “I don’t 
care, I’m going to die anyway, I’m going to say. It’s call legal plunder.”  

Answer: It’s to help citizens navigate state law. We want to become subject experts to help citizen navigate 
regulations. Land use is all about regulations between  
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Question: Who is on the Citizen Advisory Group that’s here tonight? What are the other categories besides 
ranching and farming? 

Answer: Business owners, ODOT government worker, attorney, real estate (we used to have someone in 
forestry), and someone with food systems/nonprofit sector 

Question: I don’t understand the correlation between someone who owns a business up in The Dalles – I don’t 
understand why they have the power to create laws that govern our land when they don’t understand our 
lifestyle.  

Answer: Process – voluntary, applications, Planning Commission. We care very much about what we get back 
from us. That’s why we do so much public meetings. Wasco County is very diverse and it’s incredibly hard to 
find a handful of volunteers who represent the county. We encourage you to apply to the Planning 
Commission. Leroy and XX are examples of that. Don’t have vacancies right now, but the applications are 
always online.  

Question: Elk problem on the flats. Who could harvest the elk?  

Answer: At this scale, I would work with the landowners, they can determine who they want on their land as 
long as they didn’t get a tag in 2019, and then ODFW issues them a tag (must pay for hunting license and 
tag).  

 

 

 

 

 

WASCO COUNTY 2040 Roadshow 
February 27, 2020 

5:30pm 
Mosier Grange Hall 

 

Staff present: Kelly Howsley Glover, Angie Brewer, Daniel Dougherty, Lexi S�ckel, Will Smith 

CAG Members present: Leroy Booth, Rus Hargrave 

CALL TO ORDER (5:30pm): 
 

Long Range Planner Kelly Howsley Glover called the mee�ng to order. Howsley Glover then gave 
introduc�ons, went over the agenda for the mee�ng, and presented the Wasco County 2040 PowerPoint 
presenta�on.  At 6:10, the group was split up into three sta�ons. 

Group was reassembled at 6:55PM for ques�on and answer. 
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Question: Energy facilities – but there’s solar and wind, and there’s a difference between one versus the other. 
A lot of the stuff is so general, it’s hard to understand and hard to comment on the ESEE analysis. But if you’re 
in support of protecting the birds, and you want to change some of the rules to protect. For big game, why 
aren’t you protecting just elk and deer. 

Answer: There’s indicator species (elk and deer) and their habitat and migrations tend to help inform about a 
lot of other species. Once we get this high level feedback, we’re able to start narrowing it down to more 
specifics. The proposed specifics will be available on March 26th – it will be posted on the Wasco County 
2040 website and planning website. You can also come down to our office to pay for a copy. 

Question: How does the sensitive bird map relate to wind farms, which are notorious for killing birds? How 
does it related to siting of wind farms? 

Answer: We’re not ODWF staffer. The new data is by and large related to all the wind farm activity. EPD 12 
the only tie-in is related to all the data/surveys we had to gather due to the wind farm activity. The data 
tends to be pretty accurate – I trust the professional who conducts these studies for a lot of the wind farms. 
Bird habitat tends to change more rapidly, and one thing we’re discussing is to update that map more 
frequently. 

Question: Can you tell us how many acres in Wasco County are public lands versus private ownership? It 
would seem like the public lands are much higher than other private. So with all the thousands of acres that 
timber companies hold, why are you expanding big game habitat down to Mosier?  

Answer: Spilt between 60% of private land, and 40% public. The majority of lands from Mosier to Mt Hood 
are privately held by timber companies. A lot of the areas that we’ve developed used to be the best habitat 
for deer and elk, and now we need to more land for them to survive in the winter on less than ideal land.  

Question: ODFW used to have a recommendation, but now it’s a rule that the County enforces that you have 
to build within 300 ft of an existing road. I was told that I may impact the migration of big game 

Answer: Our recommendation (ODFW) was originally one house on every 160 acres on the habitat. It was 
negotiated with the County to determine how to condensed development in currently impacted corridors.  

Question: The result is that you could have 10,000 acres, you’d have to build within 300 ft of an existing road 
or easement – in the dust zone within the county road. 

Answer: If you read the code, and you can demonstrate that you can maintain that habitat, Wasco County 
would go with ODFW’s recommendation. The goal is not to create additional burden on the landowner, but to 
work with the landowners to create ways to maintain critical habitat. 

Question: So 160 is no longer the minimum parcel size? 

Answer: Our resource zones are 80 minimum, and then there are some mixed farm forest parcels with a 10 
acres minimum. In the Ag 1-160, if someone wants to explore uses beyond agriculture is that the applicant 
meets with ODFW to discuss mitigation. We’re not telling land owners no, it’s telling the land owners that we 
need a mitigation plan. We find other areas that need restoration. This doesn’t change the underlying zoning. 

Question: Are there, within EPD8, are there restrictions on logging? 

Answer: No. The County doesn’t have the power to restrict forestry practices. We want to protect resource 
lands to be able to use that land for that resource in the future – as the foundation of the Oregon system. It 
would be counter-intuitive to put restrictions  
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Question: In F-2 (80) can you build a dwelling?  

Answer: There’s two ways to build a new dwelling – either lot of record (you or your family has owned that 
land since 1985) or large tract tested (240 contagious acres of land). You’d still have to apply through our 
office and through a STS application (fire site safety standards, setback standards). You could apply for a 
land use application, and then sell that approved application with the parcel then it could be developed (only 
one time). It’s intended to balance resource zones with residential development. 

Question: Why is map regarding birds confidential?  

Answer: Federally protected species because they cross state lines, and therefore the information is 
confidential.  

Question: So it doesn’t impact underlying zoning, this is for future development. If you get a lot of kickback 
from the community about this, will the map be re-shaped?  

Answer: We don’t have flexibility on the map. State law requires that we use ODFW’s map. Where we have 
flexibility is the rules we use to enforce these maps. We could exempt things from the overlay zones, like farm 
uses or forestry practices. What ODFW is most concerned is conditional use permits like large scale energy 
projects, rezoning. 

Question: How much are we talking about opinion versus scientific data? 

Answer: Public input is really critical to land use, and actively involve the public in the analysis. We do the 
analysis based upon scientific data, then we go out to the public looking to gut check that. It’s a way to 
ground truth and test. 

Question: Does Wasco County work with ODF about wildfire? For the most part they will not fight a structure 
fire. At some point in time, they will need to have a year round fire protection. Does Wasco County or 
Commissioners? 

Answer: We can’t speak for Commissioners. ODF does comment in development applications. Wildland fire 
fighters in Oregon don’t have the equipment or expertise to fight structure fires.  

Question: All our neighbors and myself don’t have fire protection from a fire district so it’s a big concern that 
we don’t have fire protection. ODF won’t come fight fires. 

Answer: Yeah, the best we can do at the Planning Department can do on the front hand to help prevent or 
prepare applicants for fire. CWPP process will be beginning soon, and work with partners like ODF, ODFW, 
BLM, etc. 

Questions: Any interest in expanding the fire districts? 

Answer: It would be a fire district questions, I believe you can apply if you live close-by. All these are all 
voluntary run fire district. A lot of recommendations from the fire marshal is to install sprinklers to help prevent 
fires. 

Question: Are you required to have a well for new development? 

Answer: Fire safety standards, if you’re outside the fire district there are requirements for gallons of water 
onsite. Inside the fire district, the fire marshal makes comment 

Question: Are there any proposed questions for water quality? 
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Answer: Water was a big issue that arose during the visioning process in 2017. What we heard loud and 
clear is that Wasco County Planning is not water experts and we don’t want more rules or conservation plan. 
What the community wanted from us was good quality data about water. 

Question: Multi dwellings for family members? 

Answer: We’re still waiting for the rural-residential zones to be in state law as an allowable use.  

Question: How big are those zones? 

Answer: Rural residential zones are typically 5 or 10 acres. Though it would be an accessory dwelling, and 
would typically be smaller or be hooked up to same septic. 

Question: What happens when that family member dies? 

Answer: Accessory dwellings are different than a temporary hardship or temporary medical hardship, in those 
instances it would have to removed after the hardship is over. ADU’s are different and would not be required 
to be for a family member. 
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Appendix C – 
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Appendix D  
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