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5:30 PM CITY COUNCIL WORK SESSION 
 
1. Tannery Site Cleanup Project Update 

(Jason Water, City Engineer) 
2. Sherwood Chamber of Commerce – 2025 Business Plan 

(Craig Sheldon, City Manager) 
3. Housing Bill Updates 

(Eric Rutledge, Community Development Director) 
 

 
7:00 PM REGULAR CITY COUNCIL SESSION 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER 
 
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 
3. ROLL CALL 
 
4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

 
5. CONSENT AGENDA 
 

A. Approval of March 18, 2025, City Council Meeting Minutes (Sylvia Murphy, City Recorder) 
B. Resolution 2025-018, Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Construction Contract for the 

Edy Road Grind and Inlay Project (Rich Sattler, Interim Public Works Director) 
 
6. CITIZEN COMMENTS 

 
7. PRESENTATIONS 

 
A. Proclamation, Proclaiming April 25, 2025 as Arbor Day (Mayor Rosener) 

 
8. PUBLIC HEARING 
 

A. Ordinance 2025-001, Amending Sherwood Municipal Codes 8.04 and 10.08 and removing 9.60 
regarding Ticketing and Towing Vehicles (Second Hearing) 
(Sebastian Tapia, Interim City Attorney) 

B. Resolution 2025-019, Amending Section 3 of the City’s Schedule of Fees for Parking 
Violations and Police Services and Establishing an Effective Date 
(Sebastian Tapia, Interim City Attorney) 
 

9. CITY MANAGER REPORT 
 
10. COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS 

AGENDA 
 

SHERWOOD CITY COUNCIL  
April 1, 2025 

 
 

5:30 pm City Council Work Session 
 

7:00 pm City Council Regular Session 
 
 

Sherwood City Hall 
22560 SW Pine Street 
Sherwood, OR  97140 

 
This meeting will be live streamed at 

https://www.youtube.com/user/CityofSherwood  
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11. ADJOURN  

 
 
How to Provide Citizen Comments and Public Hearing Testimony: Citizen comments and public hearing testimony may be provided in person, in writing, or by 
telephone. Written comments must be submitted at least 24 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting start time by e-mail to Cityrecorder@Sherwoodoregon.gov and 
must clearly state either (1) that it is intended as a general Citizen Comment for this meeting or (2) if it is intended as testimony for a public hearing, the specific public 
hearing topic for which it is intended. To provide comment by phone during the live meeting, please e-mail or call the City Recorder at Cityrecorder@Sherwoodoregon.gov 
or 503-625-4246 at least 24 hours in advance of the meeting start time in order to receive the phone dial-in instructions. Per Council Rules Ch. 2 Section (V)(D)(5), Citizen 
Comments, “Speakers shall identify themselves by their names and by their city of residence.” Anonymous comments will not be accepted into the meeting record. 
 
How to Find out What's on the Council Schedule: City Council meeting materials and agenda are posted to the City web page at www.sherwoodoregon.gov, generally 
by the Thursday prior to a Council meeting. When possible, Council agendas are also posted at the Sherwood Library/City Hall and the Sherwood Post Office.  
 
To Schedule a Presentation to the Council: If you would like to schedule a presentation to the City Council, please submit your name, phone number, the subject of 
your presentation and the date you wish to appear to the City Recorder, 503-625-4246 or Cityrecorder@Sherwoodoregon.gov   
 
ADA Accommodations: If you require an ADA accommodation for this public meeting, please contact the City Recorder’s Office at (503) 625-4246 or 
Cityrecorder@Sherwoodoregon.gov at least 48 hours in advance of the scheduled meeting time. Assisted Listening Devices available on site.  
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SHERWOOD CITY COUNCIL MEETING MINUTES 
22560 SW Pine St., Sherwood, Or 

March 18, 2025 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Rosener called the meeting to order at 5:35 pm. 
 

2. COUNCIL PRESENT: Mayor Tim Rosener, Council President Kim Young, Councilors Taylor Giles, Renee 
Brouse, Keith Mays and Doug Scott. Councilor Dan Standke was absent. 

 
3. STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Craig Sheldon, Assistant City Manager Kristen Switzer, Interim City 

Attorney Sebastian Tapia, IT Director Brad Crawford, Police Chief Ty Hanlon, Community Development 
Director Eric Rutledge, Economic Development Manager Erik Adair, HR Director Lydia McEvoy, Interim 
Public Works Director Rich Sattler, Finance Director David Bodway, Sherwood Arts Center Manager Chanda 
Hall, and City Recorder Sylvia Murphy. 
 

4. TOPICS: 
 
A. Family Justice Center 

 
Speaker was not present, topic to be rescheduled.  
 

B. Pedestrian Bridge Medallion Art Project 
 

Assistant City Manager Kristen Switzer stated the Sherwood Cultural Arts Commission had been working 
on this project. Sherwood Center for the Arts Manager Chanda Hall recapped the Sherwood Pedestrian 
Bridge Medallion Art presentation (see record, Exhibit A) and explained the drawing from KPFF showing 
the specs and placement of the medallions. She stated there was a total of 8 medallions and four of them 
were 18 inches wide and four were 24 inches wide. She explained the themes had emerged over the 
years from gathering public comments and citizen input and people were looking for things that were 
family friendly, emphasized Sherwood’s natural settings and wildlife, and honored the history of the area. 
She recapped medallion examples and explained where they were from. She further explained a theme, 
of “Who Walked Here”. She stated they wanted to create a “stop and look” moment and provided 
examples of wildlife footprints that were native to the area. She shared examples of “placemaking” 
markers and explained. She stated stainless steel was the material recommended by KPFF. She 
explained the opportunity to have a QR code for digital engagement. Comments were received that the 
QR code and its content could be changed and updated. Mayor Rosener stated he loved the idea of the 
history elements and asked if the medallions could be expanded beyond the pedestrian bridge and 
provided examples. Councilor Giles asked how the stainless steel would weather over time. Chanda 
explained there were other options, including a composite option of glass fibers and stated they weather 
very well. She stated stainless steel holds up better and will be a bit of an investment and brass and 
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concrete composites were other options. Kristen Switzer stated that KPFF scoped stainless steel for the 
project, but the city could look at other options. Discussion followed. Chanda explained next steps and 
said if the Council was happy with the direction, staff would put out a call for artists with the goal of 
bridging the gap between pedestrians and their environment, having something that is engaging and 
draws people to the bridge that’s interactive and has digital access. Comments were received that the 
QR codes did not need to be on the medallions and placed elsewhere on the bridge. Brief discussion 
followed regarding the information that can be obtained through a QR code, the benefits of a QR code in 
conjunction with other city events, and the ability to capture historic information, and the importance of 
signage durability. Mayor Rosener commented regarding capturing historical emphases of Sherwood in 
prior years and current times. Kristen Switzer asked to clarify, and if staff was going to add the other 
elements to the city and focus on the history specific to an area, history that might have been outside of 
Smockville, and then expand and focus on historical elements, like at Stella Olsen Park and have it be 
truly symbolic, or do you want to tell the history of Sherwood through the bridge? Mayor Rosener replied 
the first one and discussion followed. Council spoke on expanding medallions citywide and the design of 
the medallions on the bridge. Discussion followed and the City of Tualatin was provided as an example. 
Staff reminded that the bridge would have 8 medallions and informed on their placement. Comments 
were received to utilize Sherwood historians and having them attend Cultural Arts meetings to gather 
input on the design as well as contacting the Sherwood School District for youth involvement. Members 
of the Sherwood Cultural Arts Commission were present and shared their feedback with the Council. 
Council comments were received to have the artist and team work on multiple designs, more than just 
for the eight medallions. Jane with the Cultural Arts Commission commented regarding student 
engagement and the idea of having art displayed on the bridge and expanding art concept throughout 
Sherwood as it’s a very walkable community. Comments were received to have the QR code on separate 
plaques as technology changes.   
 

C. Transient Lodging Tax (TLT) 
 

Mayor Rosener stated the Council asked to review TLT during their recent Goal Setting session and 
Finance Director David Bodway presented information (see record, Exhibit B). David stated the city goal 
was Pillar 3, Livability and Workability. David explained what the tax was and stated the city implemented 
a 3% tax effective April 2019. Councilor Scott asked if the city wanted to change the rate, was there a 
limit. David stated he would get to that and further explained the Washington County 9% tax and State 
of Oregon 1.5% tax for a total of 13% tax in Sherwood. He explained ORS 320.350 stated that 70% of 
the net revenue must be used to fund tourism promotion or tourism-related facilities, finance or 
refinancing of debt of tourism-related facilities. He provided an example with the City of Beaverton. He 
stated that the other 30% of net revenue is unrestricted and can be used to fund city services. He stated 
the total tax Sherwood has collected since inception was $632,290. Mayor Rosener referred to the ORS 
and stated that there are a few bills in Salem. David stated that in 2020 the Hampton Inn opened in 
Sherwood and prior to this hotel, the city collected an average of $4000 annually. David stated that in 
2023 the Council met in a work session to determine how the funds were to be divided and said currently 
all the funds are transferred into the Arts Center fund. He stated this allows for unrestricted dollars to help 
fund economic development and promotion fund ($70,000), and this is helping to pay for the Old Town 
Strategic initiative. He said 30% ($45,000) supported the Sherwood Center for the Arts and 23.3% 
($35,000) is for the public art fund that is currently being used to help pay for the round-about art and 
other future projects. David further explained that currently in the legislative long session, HB3556 would 
allow city or counties to use net revenues from its hotel tax to fund the costs of public safety and possibly 
costs that are tied to infrastructure, such as park trails and possibly streets due to wear and tear from 
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tourism. Council President Young provided an update on the HB testimony received to date and said 
there had been around 40 public comments with 4 in support and the remainder were opposed. She 
stated the opposing testimony were mostly Chamber of Commerce, tourism related and the testimony in 
favor were more from coastal communities. Mayor Rosener added that it’s a real problem for coastal 
communities and the LOC is helping to support it. Council discussion occurred. David said staff is in the 
process of preparing the biennium budget and is seeking council direction or discussion on whether to 
keep the current funding model, reevaluate when a second hotel opens, or wait to see what occurs with 
the legislature. Mayor Rosener replied he thinks we need to discuss further after the legislature concludes 
and reminded the Council that the Sherwood Chamber of Commerce will be coming to the council at a 
future work session with a business plan presentation. He stated he believed the council had some boxes 
to check before the current model is changed. Council President Young commented regarding 
considering the options and recapped prior history with TLT discussions and funding options for the Arts 
Center and Chamber. Mayor Rosener reminded that the TLT is one source of funding and there are many 
other sources. Councilors Scott asked regarding the maximum tax increase allowed and David replied 
he needs to look into this and believed there needed to be an ordinance to increase it, and it could be 
increased temporarily to build something related to tourism. Council discussion followed regarding what 
the cap was. David added that his research shows that Sherwood’s tax was on the lower end in 
comparison to other cities and will do further research on the cap amount. Council discussion followed 
regarding a temporary increase and the legislature providing cities with more latitude. Councilor Mays 
added that he believed the county rate plays a role. Councilor Brouse asked if the City’s Charter affected 
the rate, and Councilor Mays replied no as it was not impacting a residential household and it was a 
choice. Councilor Scott referred to the $45,000 that helped fund the Arts Center and asked if this balanced 
the books or if they are still in a deficit. Staff confirmed they are still in a deficit. Councilor Scott added 
that he is in support of the art center funding and funding of economic development with a possible 
reduction when the Old Town initiative is done, and he was in support of public art. He commented that 
there could be an opportunity for the medallion program to get funding from TLT. He further stated that 
the Council should have a plan to spend funds over the future to have an impact in the community that 
is noticeable. Councilor Mays replied he is in support of the current configuration and said there will be 
an opportunity once the Old Town work is completed to deploy those resources in a different manner. He 
said he is also curious on legislative limits if any. Councilor Brouse stated she was comfortable with 
current funding levels and commented regarding public safety and the passage of the bill. She added 
that if the Council was going to consider the Chamber, they should also consider Main Street. She 
commented regarding future planning of Sherwood West and medallion art and to consider this for future 
funding. Councilor Giles commented regarding needing to rebrand the city as colors and logo will affect 
the TLT if the city will be advertising. He provided examples of advertising and use of the city logo and 
commented that the logo was outdated and doesn’t speak to the current vibe the city is going for. He 
added he was in support of raising the tax to help pay for design services for rebranding. Comments were 
received regarding delay of rebranding due to capacity and not necessarily funding. Discussion followed. 
Council President Young commented that she agreed with Councilor Giles regarding branding and 
commented regarding the passage of public safety and to know how much the police department is 
impacted by tourism before expending funds. She stated she would like to see what the Chamber brings 
to the Council and would consider Main Street. She stated the Chamber represents citywide and Main 
Street represents a smaller area. Mayor Rosener commented that for now he is fine with the allocations 
and the comments received and wants to see what Salem says, and what the Chamber and potentially 
Main Street present and then he may adjust a bit. He stated that the city is going to continue to grow, and 
some projects will drop off and there will be opportunities to allocate funds and stated again that this is 
just one funding source for the city and there were many opportunities with grants. He added that the 
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conversation was more of determining what funding streams can fund. Finance Director Bodway 
interjected and informed the Council that the city had not received any CEP (Community Enhancement 
Program) applications, and the application submission period closed on April 15th. Councilor Scott added 
that he wants to hear what the Chamber or Main Street has to say and said generally he is not 
predisposed to want to just give any organization money and wants to see something similar to the CEP. 
Mayor Rosener added that Chambers can be a powerful economic development tool, and these are all 
things that the Council needs to discuss further. Council President Young added to consider having a 
conversation to potentially increasing the 30% and looking at what surrounding communities are doing. 
David replied he would get the information and forward it to the Council. Interim City Attorney Tapia 
referred to Section 47 of the City Charter and stated that it would apply if you planned on increasing more 
than 2%. Comments were received and Councilor Mays stated that he disagrees with the interpretation, 
and it was incorrect and Mayor Rosener added that commercial rates do not fall under that and asked 
staff to double check. Council comments were received regarding next steps and possibly having an 
ordinance to increase the rates, waiting and having a plan first, supporting the current model, if the rates 
are below market, increasing to get to the market rate, and consider the upcoming budget and shortfalls 
with WCCLS. Mayor Rosener stated that the Council will reschedule the Family Justice Center 
presentation. Discussion followed regarding the remaining time and the Council agreed to convene the 
executive session. 

 
5. ADJOURN 
 

Mayor Rosener adjourned the work session at 6:27 pm and convened an Executive Session. 
 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Rosener called the executive session to order at 6:29 pm. 

 
2. COUNCIL PRESENT: Mayor Tim Rosener, Council President Kim Young, Councilors Taylor Giles, Renee 

Brouse, Keith Mays and Doug Scott. Councilor Dan Standke was absent. 
 
3. STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Craig Sheldon, Assistant City Manager Kristen Switzer, Interim City 

Attorney Sebastian Tapia, IT Director Brad Crawford and Finance Director David Bodway. 
 

4. TOPIC: 
 

A. ORS 192.660(2)(f), Exempt Public Records  
 
5. ADJOURN 
 
Mayor Rosener adjourned the executive session at 7:18 pm and convened the regular session. 
 
REGULAR SESSION 
 
1. CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Rosener called the meeting to order at 7:25 pm. 

 
2. COUNCIL PRESENT: Mayor Tim Rosener, Council President Kim Young, Councilors Taylor Giles, Renee 

Brouse, Keith Mays and Doug Scott. Councilor Dan Standke was absent. 
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3. STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Craig Sheldon, Assistant City Manager Kristen Switzer, Interim City 
Attorney Sebastian Tapia, IT Director Brad Crawford, Police Chief Ty Hanlon, Community Development 
Director Eric Rutledge, Economic Development Manager Erik Adair, HR Director Lydia McEvoy, Interim 
Public Works Director Rich Sattler, Finance Director David Bodway, Sherwood Arts Center Manager Chanda 
Hall, and City Recorder Sylvia Murphy. 
 

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA: 
 

Mayor Rosener addressed approval of the agenda and asked for a motion.   

MOTION: FROM COUNCIL PRESIDENT KIM YOUNG TO ADOPT THE AGENDA, SECONDED BY 
COUNCILOR RENEE BROUSE. MOTION PASSED 6:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED IN FAVOR. 
COUNCILOR DAN STANDKE WAS ABSENT. 
 
Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item and asked for a motion. 
 

5. CONSENT AGENDA 
 

A. Approval of March 4, 2025, City Council Meeting Minutes 
B. Resolution 2025-015, Adopting City Council Goals and Deliverables for FY2025-26 
C. Resolution 2025-016, Authorizing the City Manager to Execute an Oregon Transportation 

Infrastructure Bank Loan for Construction of Ice Age Drive 
D. Resolution 2025-017, Authorizing the City Manager to enter into an Intergovernmental Agreement 

with Clean Water Services for the Construction of the Brookman Trunk Sewer Extension Project  
 

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR RENEE BROUSE TO ADOPT THE CONSENT AGENDA, SECONDED BY 
COUNCIL PRESIDENT KIM YOUNG. MOTION PASSED 6:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED IN 
FAVOR.  COUNCILOR DAN STANDKE WAS ABSENT. 
 
Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item. 
 

6. CITIZEN COMMENTS 
 

There were no citizen comments. Prior to Mayor Rosener addressing the next agenda item, Interim City 
Attorney Tapia introduced Chelsea Alatriste a law clerk working in the city attorney’s office. Chelsea came 
forward and introduced herself and provided the Council with her background and future plans. Chelsea 
stated she would be with the city through the end of April 2025. Council had questions for Chelsea and 
welcomed her to the city. 
 
Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item, and the City Recorder read the public hearing statement.  
 

7. PUBLIC HEARING 
 

A. Ordinance 2025-001, Amending Sherwood Municipal Codes 8.04 and 10.08 and removing 9.60 
regarding Ticketing and Towing Vehicles 

 
Interim City Attorney Sebastian Tapia provided a presentation (see record, Exhibit C) and stated that the 
ordinance had come before the City Council with coordination of the Sherwood Police department and a 
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thorough review of cases from other cities and counties. Mr. Tapia recapped the presentation and explained 
due process to include pre-towing notification and a prompt hearing and stated that these are considered in 
the proposed code amendments. He explained that it was common practice for law enforcement to have a 
vehicle towed following an arrest. He explained that the courts indicated that if a car is parked in a location 
that is not interfering with traffic or interfering with pedestrians that the city’s action in moving it was a fifth 
amendment taking. He said with that in mind, staff was mindful in the development of the code and its 
enforcement. He addressed preemption and said under Oregon state statute, if a vehicle is towed pursuant 
to the statute there is a requirement to have a hearing within 3 days of the request. He said Sherwood’s 
current code is a 5-day request. He stated it was not clear if a preemption applied, but it probably does. He 
explained that in coordination with the Sherwood municipal court he added language allowing for remote 
hearings. He addressed long-term violation procedures and said it was part of the existing code with a couple 
of strategic amendments. Mr. Tapia provided examples of first and second types of violations. He referred to 
administrative fees and said the Council will be considering fees at their April 1st meeting. He explained third 
and fourth stage violations and provided examples. He addressed new code provisions of reoccurring 
offenses and explained he got this language from the City of Bend. He explained the provisions and provided 
examples. Mayor Rosener asked Police Chief Hanlon how many tows were done within a year. Chief Hanlon 
replied he did not know the number but it’s a handful and said they are really hamstrung on when they can 
tow and provided examples. He said about 95% of Sherwood tows are crash related incidents. Mr. Tapia 
explained additional terms for towing vehicles to include abandoned vehicles, stored vehicles and hazardous 
vehicles, and provided examples. Councilor Scott asked regarding city lots and Mr. Tapia explained the 
allowable provisions. Councilor Giles provided an example of a vehicle in place for an extended period of 
time and Mr. Tapia stated that that would be considered a stored vehicle if it remained for 120 hours. Council 
comments were received regarding vehicles parked for a period of time in a residential area and Chief Hanlon 
replied many situations are complaint driven and explained their process to address the situation. Mr. Tapia 
addressed Vehicle Removal Without Notice – Immediate Tow and five reasons of Hazardous Conditions, 
Criminal Circumstances (amended code), Registration Issues (new code), Driver Violations (amended code) 
and Fire Scene (amended code) and explained and provided examples. Councilor Mays addressed 
immediate tow and provided an example of an event in town that was permitted and properly noticed with no 
parking signs and asked how these vehicles are addressed. Mr. Tapia replied he introduced a No Parking 
Zone that could be temporary or permanent in nature as designated by the City Manager, and provided an 
example of a parade and needing to clear the streets, and said it would indicate three days prior to the 
restriction, the date, time and duration of the restriction and someone parked in the no parking zone would 
be an immediate tow. Mr. Tapia addressed impound procedures and said there are notification procedures 
before and after a tow and explained, Noticing Requirements, Notice Content, Post-Removal Notice and 
Reasonable Efforts. He provided an example of “Reasonable Efforts”. Mr. Tapia explained Vehicle Release 
and Hearing Process and said the release requirements were simplified and explained that with the 
amendment he looked at the least number of restrictions to get the vehicle back to the owner or someone 
designated by the owner. Councilor Mays asked if tow and storage charges are set and regulated and if so 
by who. Mr. Tapia replied they are and stated that each Sheriff’s office is authorized to set standards within 
their county and cities must comply. He explained that if a vehicle is towed, it could be towed to a number of 
different tow yards in the area and an IGA describes the procedures and requirements. Chief Hanlon added 
that if the IGA is agreed to, there are standards that must be met and tows are done on a rotation. He further 
added that individuals would be notified of the tow location. He stated that when a tow is conducted, the 
information is entered into the LEDS database. Councilor Brouse asked if the LEDS system is used to track 
the violations and hours or is that a separate system. Chief Hanlon replied that is incumbent on the officer 
and working with court to determine those. He provided an example and their use of an “Orange Sticker”, 
which is a notice of tow. He said they will track them and work with court on prior violations. Chief Hanlon 
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stated staff was figuring it out and said it was worth it to have something in place. Council President Young 
asked regarding internal tracking processes and provided an example of a tow notice issued by an officer 
and after 72 hours that officer is not on duty, how does that information transfer to an on-duty officer. Chief 
Hanlon replied and said they would communicate with each other and could ask the CSO (Community 
Services Officer) to handle it. Mr. Tapia commented that that information would need to be documented and 
provided to his office so that we can prove the person did not move the vehicle, or if something else happened 
in between the shift changes. Mr. Tapia addressed the hearing process and said this was a change per the 
required state statute requiring a hearing within three days, this was a change from seven days to be in 
compliance. Councilor Scott asked regarding a tow hearing and Mr. Tapia replied and provided an example 
that a hearing can be requested before a tow occurs if the individual feels a tow should not occur. Mr. Tapia 
addressed Parking Restrictions and explained Time and Location and stated the language was an 
amendment. He explained amendments to the Fee Schedule and explained they are referred to 
Administrative Fees in terms of the money the city takes in, versus having to pay the county and the state 
and said we actually pay the county and state $75 off the top of a ticket if we call it a fine. He stated that 
calling it an Administrative Fee is in line with other cities and standard practices. Councilor Mays commented 
regarding the budget process and budget committee reviewing of fees and Mr. Tapia stated the Fee Schedule 
is planned to come before the council on April 1st for each new section. Brief discussion occurred regarding 
the fees along with all city fees being a part of the annual adoption of the city’s budget. Mr. Tapia addressed 
No Parking Zones and said the City Manager is authorized to designate a location to be a No Parking Zone, 
permanently or temporarily. He explained an Immediately Tow being authorized when two or more municipal 
judgements are due or unpaid. Mayor Rosener asked regarding a permitted parking area and provided an 
example of an unauthorized vehicle parked in the permitted zone, is it considered a no parking zone. Mr. 
Tapia replied it could be and it would depend on how the City Manager designated the location as he would 
have the authority to impose conditions. Mayor Rosener clarified and said, if it’s a permitted parking area, it 
should be covered by our code. Mr. Tapia confirmed. Councilor Mays and Mayor Rosener thanked the city 
attorney for the work on the proposed code amendment. Mayor Rosener opened the public hearing to 
received testimony, and with none received he closed the public hearing. He continued the public hearing to 
the April 1st Council meeting. Councilor Mays asked the City Manager if he was supportive of the proposed 
ordinance. Mr. Sheldon replied yes and stated it helped the police department and allowed the city to be 
current with our code, with no parking zones and parking lots. Mayor Rosener commented regarding the 
city’s intent of being compliant with current state laws and having a tool to deal with nuisance situations. 
 

8. CITY MANAGER REPORT 
 

City Manager Sheldon reported on the pedestrian bridge project and upcoming road closures. He informed 
the council that staff was working with a software to help with reporting, tracking, measuring and delivering 
on Council Goals. 
 

9. COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS 
 

Councilor Giles reported that the planning commission did not meet, and he attended a Metro Mixer with 
local leaders and the Metro Council. He stated he attended a Policy Advisory Board meeting (CDBG) 
(Community Development Block Grant) as the alternate liaison to Council President Young. He stated he 
was in attendance as some of the pedestrian bridge work was being done and complimented staff on their 
project management. 
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Councilor Brouse reported on the Senior Advisory Board meeting and their conversations of working with the 
Parks and Recreation Advisory Board to have some adult friendly equipment at a Sherwood Park and stated 
Langer Park was the spoken location. She added this was in conjunction with the Age Friendly City 
conversation and plan. She reported on Sherwood Chamber of Commerce Cruis’In event and said there are 
opportunities to be a vendor and volunteers were needed. She reported on a recent trip to Washington D.C. 
with a group of Sherwood students. She reported on an upcoming open house of a new build-out at Just 
Compassion of Washington County located in Tigard. She reminded that there were still CEP (Community 
Enhancement Program) grants available, and the application period closed April 15th.  
 
Councilor Mays congratulated all those involved with the pedestrian bridge project and instillation of the first 
section and thanked those involved in capturing the photos and timelapse videos. He reported on the recent 
Cultural Arts Commission meeting and said they will be submitting applications for CEP grants, and they 
have been working on the pedestrian bridge medallion program.  
 
Councilor Scott commented regarding the pedestrian bridge project and said it’s a beacon and will be a big 
part of Sherwood’s identity and provided kudos to all those involved. He reported on a recent Parks & 
Recreation Advisory Board meeting and their discussion of removal of hazardous trees and replanting of 
trees. He stated that the Parks Board was very excited about the joint partnership with the Senior Advisory 
Board and the work they can jointly do in the city’s parks. He mentioned Langer Park and said Langer Park 
is owned by the city but operated by an HOA, and stated he believed there was an opportunity for the city to 
take this on and treat it like all other city parks. 
 
Council President Young reported on her attendance at a ribbon cutting event at a new Sherwood business 
and commented regarding the future ribbon cutting of another new business. She reported on her recent 
attendance at the National League of Cities Conference in Washington D.C. with Mayor Rosener, Councilor 
Brouse, Assistant City Manager Switzer and five Sherwood high school students and shared her favorite 
experiences as well as their meetings with Representative Salinas and Senator Merkley. She spoke of other 
conference events. She reported on her scheduled testimony for Senate Bill 974-1 and rescheduling of the 
testimony. She reported on the CDBG Policy Advisory Board meeting and their funding of grants, that are 
dependent on federal funding. She explained the make-up of the advisory board team and the work they do. 
 
Mayor Rosener Complimented staff and all those involved for their work on the pedestrian bridge project. 
City Manager Sheldon thanked all those involved including outside agencies. Mayor Rosener commented 
regarding the NLC (National League of Cities) Conference and echoed Council President Young’s comments. 
He spoke of the conversations the students had with congressional staff and future opportunities for 
internships and stated that the overall conference was great. He reported on his recent public testimony in 
Salem on an infrastructure bill and reported on his attendance at an MPAC and WCCC meeting. 
 

10. ADJOURN 
 
Mayor Rosener adjourned the meeting at 8:25 pm and convened an Urban Renewal Agency Board of 
Directors meeting. See URA Board meeting records. 
 
Attest: 
 
              
Sylvia Murphy, MMC, City Recorder    Tim Rosener, Mayor 
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Resolution 2025-018, Staff Report 
April 1, 2025 
Page 1 of 1 

City Council Meeting Date: April 1, 2025 
 

Agenda Item: Consent Agenda 
 
 

TO:  Sherwood City Council 
 
FROM: Rich Sattler, Interim Public Works Director 
Through: Craig Sheldon, City Manager and Sebastian Tapia, Interim City Attorney 
 
SUBJECT: Resolution 2025-018, Authorizing the City Manager to Execute a Construction 

Contract for the Edy Road Grind and Inlay Project 
 
 
Issue: Should City Council authorize the City Manager to execute a construction contract with the lowest 
responsive bidder for the construction of pavement rehabilitation within SW Edy Road? 
 
Background: SW Edy Road (from 100 feet west of SW Terrapin Drive to 100 feet east of SW Houston 
Drive), currently has deficient pavement in need of replacement. The proposed street work for SW Edy 
Road will consist of grinding the existing surface and overlaying a new asphalt surface. New ADA compliant 
sidewalk ramps will be installed in the vicinity of the surface rehabilitation. Full depth pavement 
rehabilitation will occur in areas showing greater deterioration.  
 
Grind and inlay were chosen to provide a smooth driving surface at a lower cost than a full pavement 
removal and cement treatment. 
 
The city solicited competitive bids from contractors and opened bids on March 20, 2025, to determine the 
lowest responsive bid. The lowest responsive bidder was S-2 Contractors, Inc. with a total bid of 
$176,781.00. The required seven (7) day protest period has been completed.   
 
Work is expected to begin April 2025, with completion in May 2025. City staff provided notification to area 
residents of the upcoming project. The grind and inlay portion of the work will likely be completed in one 
day between 8:30am and 4:30pm to minimize peak traffic impacts.  
 
Financials: The construction of the street improvements has a budgeted Base Contract Amount of 
$176,781.00 with an additional 15% added for contingency ($26,517.15). Funding for the project is 
included in the FY2024-25 budget. 
 
Recommendation: Staff respectfully requests City Council adoption of Resolution 2025-018, authorizing 
the City Manager to execute a construction contract for the Edy Road Grind and Inlay Project. 
 

12



DRAFT 

Resolution 2025-018 
April 1, 2025 
Page 1 of 1 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
RESOLUTION 2025-018 

 
AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE A CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT FOR THE  

EDY ROAD GRIND AND INLAY PROJECT 
 
WHEREAS, the City has identified the pavement on SW Edy Road (from 100 feet west of SW Terrapin 
Drive to 100 feet east of SW Houston Drive) to be deficient; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City completed the design, produced bid documents and solicited contractors using a 
competitive bidding process per ORS 279C, OAR 137-049; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City opened bids on March 20, 2025 and issued the Notice of Intent to Award with the 
mandatory seven (7) day protest period being completed; and 
 
WHEREAS, S-2 Contractors, Inc. has been identified by City staff as the lowest responsive bidder; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City has budgeted for the construction cost of this project within the FY2024-25 budget. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF SHERWOOD RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1:  The City Manager is hereby authorized to execute a construction contract with S-2 

Contractors, Inc. in a base contract amount of $176,781.00 with construction contingency of 
$26,517.15 (15%) of the base contract amount for the Edy Road Grind and Inlay Project. 

 
Section 2:  This Resolution shall be in effect upon its approval and adoption. 
 
Duly passed by the City Council this 1st day of April 2025. 
 
 
              
        Tim Rosener, Mayor 
 
Attest: 
 
 
      
Sylvia Murphy, MMC, City Recorder 
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Ordinance 2025-001, Staff Report 
April 1, 2025 
Page 1 of 1, with Exhibit 1 (14 pages) 

City Council Meeting Date: April 1, 2025 
 

Agenda Item: Public Hearing (Second Hearing) 
 

TO:  Sherwood City Council 
 
FROM: Sebastian Tapia, Interim City Attorney 
 
SUBJECT: Ordinance 2025-001, Amending Sherwood Municipal Codes 8.04 and 10.08 and 

removing 9.60 regarding Ticketing and Towing Vehicles 
 
 
Issue: 
Shall the City Council amend Sherwood’s code regarding ticketing and towing of vehicles? 
 
Background: 
Council met on March 18, 2025 and April 1, 2025 to consider amendments to Sherwood Municipal Code, 
Chapters 8.04, 9.60 and 10.08, relating to ticketing and towing of vehicles to make them more workable 
for enforcement and to better target the types of situations where enforcement is warranted.  In 
particular, the Sherwood Police Department had concerns that the current language was outdated and 
unclear; that it provides very limited circumstances when an immediate tow is authorized; that it does not 
provide flexibility to address temporary restrictions when City events cause certain streets to be closed. 
 
In response to the Sherwood Police Department’s concerns, the City Attorney’s Office performed a 
comprehensive review of the existing language, relevant caselaw authority, as well as surveying other 
City’s parking codes.  Staff proposes the attached amendments to Chapters 8.04 and 10.08 and removal 
of Chapter 9.60.  Staff recommends removing Chapter 9.60 because an inventory policy exists in the 
Sherwood Police Policy Manual.  Having the policy in two places introduces the possibility that they may 
not be identical, which in turn increases the likelihood that an inventory will be performed incorrectly and 
thereby cause critical evidence to be excluded in a criminal trial.   
 
A final version of the codes, if adopted, is attached as Exhibit A to the ordinance. A redline version 
showing the proposed changes is attached as Exhibit 1 to this staff report. 
 
Financial Impacts: 
No financial impacts are anticipated through adoption of this ordinance, other than costs associated with 
codification. 
 
Recommendation: 
Staff respectfully recommends the City Council hold a public hearing and consider adopting Ordinance 
2025-001, Amending Sherwood Municipal Codes 8.04 and 10.08 and removing 9.60 regarding Ticketing 
and Towing Vehicles.  
 
Attachments: 
Exhibit 1 – Redline Changes to the Current Code Language 
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8.04.020 - Definitions. 
 

As used in this chapter, unless the context requires otherwise: 
 

"Abandoned" or "abandoned vehicle" means a vehicle left in the same location, or within a five hundred 

foot radius of its earlier position, for more than forty-eight (48) hours, when one or more of the following 

conditions exist: 

1. The vehicle has expired, cancelled, altered, or missing license plates or tags; 

2. The vehicle appears to be inoperative or disabled; or 

3. The vehicle appears to be wrecked, partially dismantled, or junked. 

"City" means the City of Sherwood. 

"Costs" means the expense of removing, storing and selling an impounded vehicle. 
 

"Hazardous" or "hazardous vehicle" means a vehicle left in a location or condition such as to constitute 

an immediate threat to public safety, the environment, or safety of vehicular or pedestrian traffic, or in a 

manner prohibited by SMC 8.04.040. 

"Law enforcement officer" is a law enforcement officer of the city or other city employee authorized to 

enforce this chapter. 

"Owner" means any individual, firm, corporation, or unincorporated association with a claim, either 

individually or jointly, of ownership or any interest, legal or equitable, in a vehicle. 

"Stored" or "stored vehicle" means a vehicle that has remained in the same location or within a five 

hundred-foot radius of its earlier position for more than one hundred twenty (120) hours. 

"Vehicle" means every device in, upon, or by which any person or property is or may be transported or 

drawn upon a public highway, except devices used exclusively upon stationary rails or tracts. 

 
 
8.04.030 - Abandoned vehicles-Offense. 

 
A. A person commits the offense of abandoning a vehicle if a vehicle which the person owns, as 

shown in the records of the department of motor vehicles, is abandoned on any public right-of 

way or on public property of the city. 

B. The offense The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

described in this section is a Class B violation.  

 
8.04.035 - Stored vehicles-Offense. 
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A. A person commits the offense of storing a vehicle if a vehicle which the person owns, as shown in 

the records of the department of motor vehicles, is stored on any public right-of-way or on public 

property of the city. 

B. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 
8.04.040 - Hazardous vehicles-Offense. 
 
 

A. No person shall park or leave standing a motor vehicle of any kind as follows cause: 

1. Blocking a driveway;  

2. Obstructing a fire lane; 

1.3. Causing a motor A vehicle to block, impede, or interfere with the vision or normal flow of 

vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian traffic on public streets or sidewalks; 

2.4. A Parking a motor vehicle on a City street when the vehicle  to poses an immediate danger 

to the public or environmental safety; 

3.5. A vehicle to be parkedParking a motor vehicle or left leaving a motor vehicle standing on a 

street, public parking lot, or other area where immediate access is or could be needed, in the 

event of an emergency, by emergency services personnel or their equipment; or 

6. A vehicle to block, be parked, or left standingBlocking, parking or leaving a motor vehicle 

standing  within ten feet of a fire hydrant. 

4.7. Parking a motor vehicle on a City street within any area marked as a loading zone other 

than for the purpose of loading or unloading.  

B. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

B. The offense described in this section is a class B violation. 

C. The owner of the hazardous vehicle, as shown by the records of the department of motor 

vehicles, shall be responsible for the hazardous condition of the vehicle. 

 
8.04.050 - Removal of vehicles without notice. 

 
A vehicle may be removed without prior notice when: 

A. The vehicle is a hazardous vehicle; 

B. A law enforcement officer reasonably believes the vehicle is stolen; 

C. A law enforcement officer reasonably believes that the vehicle or its contents constitute evidence of 

any offensea crime and, if such removal is reasonably necessary to obtain or preserve such 

evidence;  

C.D. An unattended vehicle is found illegally parked, and the vehicle’s registration has been expired for a 

year or longer. has no current registration stickers;  16



E. A law enforcement officer reasonably believes that the person in possession of the vehicle has 

committed one or more of the following offenses: of: 

1. Criminal driving while suspended or revoked in violation of ORS 811.182 and the location of the 

parked vehicle jeopardizes public safety or the efficient movement of traffic; or 

1. Driving while under the influence of intoxicants in violation of ORS 813.010 and the location 

of the parked vehicle jeopardizes public safety or the efficient movement of traffic;  

2. Driving while uninsured in violation of ORS 806.010; 

3. Driving while suspended or revoked in violation of ORS 811.175 or 811.182; 

2. Driving while under the influence of intoxicants in violation of ORS 813.010; 

D.F. The vehicle is parked in violation of 10.08.020(C), 10.08.040, or 10.08.060(A)-(F). 

 

8.04.060 - Removal of vehicles after noticeImpoundment. Notice prior to removal. 
 

A. A vehicle may be removed after a law enforcement officer provides notice as set forth in this 

section if the vehicle is abandoned or stored, or in violation of 10.08.20(A),(B) or 10.08.030. 

B. The law enforcement officer shall provide notice and an explanation of procedures available for 

obtaining a hearing. Notice shall be given by At least seventy-two (72) hours before removal, the city 

shall by affixing a notice to the vehicle with the required information. The notice shall be affixed to 

the vehicle at least forty-eight (48) hours before taking the vehicle into custody. 

C. The notice must contain the following: 

1. The current location of the vehicle; 

2. The date and earliest time the vehicle will be towed; 

1.3. The ordinance violated and under which the vehicle will be removed; 

2.4. The place where the vehicle will be held in custody or the telephone number and 

address of the police department that will provide the information; 

3.5. That the vehicle, if taken into custody and removed, will be subject to towing and 

storage charges and that a lien will attach to the vehicle and its contents; 

4.6. That the vehicle will be sold to satisfy the costs of towing and storage if the charges are 

not paid; 

5.7. That the owner, possessor, or person having an interest in the vehicle is entitled to a hearing, 

before the vehicle is impounded, to contest the proposed custody and removal, if a hearing is 

timely requested; and 

6.8. The time within which a hearing must be requested and the method for requesting a hearing.  

 
8.04.070 - lmpoundment. Notice after removal. 

 
A. If the city removes a vehicle, the city shall provide, by certified mail, within two business days 17



after the removal, notice with an explanation of procedures available for obtaining a hearing to 

the owner(s) of the vehicle and any lessors or security interest holders as shown in the records of 

the department of motor vehicles. The notice shall state that the vehicle has been removed and 

shall give the location of the vehicle and describe procedures for the release of the vehicle and 

for obtaining a hearing. 

B. If the person(s) required to be provided notice under subsection A cannot be located in the 

records of the department of motor vehicles, whether because the vehicle lacks necessary 

identifying information, is not registered with the department of motor vehicles, or otherwise, the 

city shall make reasonable efforts to provide such notice, which may includes posting of 

notice in the area in which the vehicle was located prior to removal and at least one public 

location. 

B.C. If a vehicle is towed pursuant to 08.04.050(E), the driver must be given the opportunity to call a 

legal driver to retrieve the vehicle.  If a legal driver is not reached before the driver is lodged with 

the jail, the arrested person shall personally receive notice, as required below. 

C.D. Any Noticenotice given under this section shall state all of the following: 

1. That the vehicle has been removed by the city; 

2. The ordinance violated and under which the vehicle was removed; 

3. The place where the vehicle is being held in custody or the telephone number and address of 

the appropriate authority that will provide the information; 

4. That the vehicle is subject to towing and storage charges, the amount of the charges that 

have accrued to the date of the notice and the daily storage charges; 

5. That the vehicle and its contents are subject to lien for payment of the towing and storage 

charges and that the vehicle and its contents may be sold by the City of Sherwood or the 

towing and storage facility where the vehicle is located to cover the charges if the charges are 

not paid within fifteen (15) calendar days; 

6. That the owner, possessor, or person having interest in the vehicle and its contents is entitled 

to a prompt hearing to contest the validity of removing it and to contest the reasonableness 

of the charges for towing and storage if a hearing is timely requested; 

7. That a hearing to contest the validity of the tow must be requested not more than five 

business days after the mailing date of the notice and the method for requesting a hearing; 

8. That the vehicle and its contents may be immediately reclaimed by complying with the 

provisions of this chapter for reclaiming a vehicle, and setting forth the applicable 

requirements. 

 
8.04.080 - Release of removed vehicles. 

 
A. A vehicle removed under this chapter may be held until a person entitled to lawful possession of 18



the vehicle complies with the conditions for release or the vehicle is ordered released by a court 

having jurisdiction over the matter.  The person recovering the vehicle must also submit proof 

of their ownership or right to possess the vehicle.  

B. A vehicle removed under this Chapter shall be released to a person entitled to lawful possession 

upon compliance with the following: 

1. Submission to the police department of proof of ownership or right to possession; 

2. Submission to the police department of proof that a person with valid driving privileges will 

be operating the vehicle; 

3. If the vehicle was removed pursuant to SMC 8.04.050.C or D, submission to the police 

department of proof that the vehicle no longer constitutes evidence of any offense, or that 

the department no longer needs to preserve such evidence through possession of the vehicle; 

4. Submission to the police department of proof of compliance with financial responsibility 

requirements for the vehicle; 

5. Payment to the police department of an administrative fee determined by the city to be 

sufficient to recover its administrative costs; and 

6. Payment of any reasonable towing and storage charges. 

C.B. Each person who obtains release of a removed vehicle shall sign a copy of the receipt 

issued, indicating that they have received notice of their right to a hearing. 

D.C. A person shall have a lien on a vehicle and its contents if the person, at the request of the city, 

tows a vehicle. A lien established under this subsection shall be on the vehicle and its contents for 

the just and reasonable charges for the towing service performed and any storage provided. The 

lien shall be subject to the provisions for liens under ORS 98.812(3). The person holding the lien 

may retain possession of the vehicle and contents until the charges on which the lien is based are 

paid. A lien described under this subsection does not attach to the contents of any vehicle taken 

from public property until 15 calendar days after removing the vehicle. 

E.D. If a vehicle removed under this chapter is not claimed within 30 calendar days after removal, it 

shall be disposed of as authorized by ORS 819.210 to 819.260215. 

 
8.04.090 - Hearing to contest validity of removal. 

 
A person provided notice under this chapter, or any other person who reasonably appears to have an 

interest in the vehicle, may request a hearing under this section to contest the validity of the removal or the 

proposed removal by submitting a request for hearing with the municipal court not more than five business 

days after the mailing date of the notice. A request for hearing shall be in writing and shall state grounds 

upon which the person requesting the hearing believes that the removal of the vehicle is not justified. A 

hearing under this section shall comply with all of the following: 

A. If the city proposes to remove a vehicle and receives a request for hearing before the vehicle is 
19



removed, the vehicle shall not be removed unless it constitutes a hazard. 

B. The municipal court shall set a time for have a hearing within seven three business days after 

receipt of the a request to contest the validity of a tow and shall provide notice of the hearing to 

the person requesting the hearing and to the owner(s) of the vehicle and any lessors or 

security interest holders shown in the records of the department of motor vehicles, if not the 

same as the person requesting the hearing, and to the city attorney's office.  Business days 

shall not be calculated to include City of Sherwood recognized holidays.  The Sherwood 

Municipal Court is authorized to conduct these hearings by live streaming video. 

C. If the municipal court finds, after a hearing and by substantial evidence on the record, that the 

removal of a vehicle was or would be: 

1. Invalid, the municipal court shall order the immediate release of the vehicle to the owner 

or person with right to possession. If the vehicle is released under this subsection, the 

person to whom the vehicle is released is not liable for any towing or storage charges 

accruing prior to the order of the municipal court. If the person has already paid such towing 

and storage charges on the vehicle, the city shall reimburse the person for the charges. The 

person shall be liable for any additional storage charges incurred after the order. New 

storage charges for the vehicle will not start to accrue until twenty-four (24) hours after the 

issuance of the order. If the vehicle has not yet been removed, the city shall not remove the 

vehicle. 

2. Valid, the municipal court shall order the vehicle to be held in custody until the costs of the 

hearing are paid by the person claiming the vehicle, and the person claiming the vehicle 

otherwise complies with SMC 8.04.080. If the vehicle has not yet been removed, the city 

shall order its removal. 

D. If the person requesting the hearing does not appear at the hearing, the municipal court may 

enter an order finding the removal to be valid and any applicable charges to be reasonable. 

E. A person who fails to appear at a hearing under this section is not entitled to another hearing on 

the same matter unless the person provides reasons satisfactory to the municipal court for the 

person's failure to appear. 

F. The city is only required to provide one hearing under this section for each time the city 

removes a vehicle or proposes to do so. 

G. A hearing under this section may be used to determine the reasonableness of the charges for 

towing and storage of a vehicle. Towing and storage charges, set by law, ordinance, or rule, or that 

comply with law, ordinance, or rule, shall be deemed reasonable for purposes of this chapter. If 

the reasonableness of charges for towing and storage of a vehicle are contested through a 

hearing under this section, the municipal court shall enter an order setting forth the amount of 

towing and storage charges the court has determined to be reasonable. 

H. The municipal court shall provide a written statement of the results of the hearing to the 
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person requesting the hearing and to the city attorney's office. 

I. The action of the municipal court is final and no appeal can be taken from it.  

 
Chapter 9.60 - INVENTORY PROCEDURES 
 
9.60.010 - Purpose. 

 
This chapter sets out the process for conducting an inventory of personal property found in a lawfully 

impounded vehicle as well as to the personal property in the possession of a person in police custody. It is 

not be interpreted to affect any other statutory or constitutional right(s) that police officers may employ to 

search persons or search or seize possessions for any other purpose. 

(Ord. 07-005 § 1 (part)) 
 
 
9.60.020 - Definitions. 

 
For the purpose of this chapter, the following definitions shall apply: 

 
"Closed container" means a container whose contents are not exposed to view. 

 
"Open container" means a container which is unsecured or incompletely secured in such a fashion that 

the container's contents are exposed to view. 

"Police custody" means: 
 

1. The imposition of restraint as a result of an arrest as that term is defined at ORS 133.005(1); 

or 

2. The imposition of actual or constructive restraint by a police officer pursuant to a court order; 

or 

3. The imposition of actual or constructive restraint by a police officer pursuant to ORS Chapter 

426;or 

4. The imposition of actual or constructive restraint by a police officer for purposes of taking the 

restrained person to an approved facility for the involuntary confinement of persons 

pursuant to Oregon law. 

"Police officer" means any officer of the Sherwood police department. 

"Valuable" means: 

1. Cash money of an aggregate amount of fifty dollars ($50.00) or more; or 

2. Individual items of personal property with a value of over five hundred dollars ($500.00). 

(Ord. 07-005 § 1 (part)) 

9.60.030 - Inventories of impounded vehicles. 
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A. The contents of all vehicles impounded by a police officer will be inventoried. The inventory shall 

be conducted before constructive custody of the vehicle is released to a third-party towing 

company except under the following circumstances: 

1. If there is a reasonable suspicion to believe that the safety of either the police officer(s) or any 

other person is at risk, a required inventory will be done as soon as safely practical; or 

2. If the vehicle is being impounded for evidentiary purposes in connection with the 

investigation of a criminal offense, the inventory will be done after such investigation is 

completed. 

B. The inventory of an impounded vehicle is conducted to: 

1. Promptly identify personal property to establish accountability and avoid spurious claims as 

to that property; 

2. Assist in the prevention of theft of property; 

3. Locate toxic, flammable or explosive substances; and 

4. Reduce the danger to persons and property. 

C. Inventories of impounded vehicles will be conducted according to the following procedure: 

1. An inventory of personal property and the contents of open containers will be conducted 

throughout the passenger and engine compartments of the vehicle including, but not limited 

to, accessible areas under or within the dashboard area, in any pockets in the doors or in the 

back of the front seat, in any console between the seats, under any floor mats and under the 

seats. 

2. In addition to the passenger and engine compartments as described above, an inventory of 

personal property and the contents of open containers will also be conducted in the following 

locations: 

a. Any other type of unlocked compartments that are a part of the vehicle including, but not 

limited to, unlocked vehicle trunks and unlocked car-top containers; and 

b. Any locked compartments including (but not limited to) locked vehicle trunks, locked 

hatchbacks and locked car-top containers if either the keys are available to be released 

with the vehicle to the third-party towing company or an unlocking mechanism for such 

compartment is available within the vehicle. 

3. Unless otherwise provided in this Chapter 10.30, closed containers located either within the 

vehicle or any of the vehicle's compartments will not be opened for inventory purposes. 

4. Upon completion of the inventory, the police officer will complete a report as directed by the 

chief of police. 

5. Any valuables located during the inventory process will be listed on a property receipt. A 

copy of the property receipt will either be left in the vehicle or tendered to the person in 

control of the vehicle if such person is present. The valuables will be dealt with in such a 
22



manner as directed by the chief of police. 

(Ord. 07-005 § 1 (part)) 
 
10.08.020 - Prohibited practices. 

 
A. Prohibited display. No person shall park a vehicle on the right-of-way of any highway, or upon 

any public street or public way within the corporate limits of the city for any of the following 

purposes: 

1. Advertising, selling, or offering merchandise for sale; 

2. Displaying such vehicle for sale; 

3. Washing, greasing, or repairing such vehicle, except as may be necessitated by emergency; 

4. Displaying advertising upon such vehicle; or 

5. Storage, junk or dead storage.  

 It is violation of this section when any of the previous activities occur for any period of more 

than forty-eight (48) hours, except that this subsection shall be subject to the limits elsewhere 

prescribed in the motor vehicle code of the city, or as may be prescribed by the Oregon State Motor 

Vehicle Code. 

 The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 

B. Parking Time time Limitlimit.  

1. It is unlawful for any person to park or stop any vehicle for a longer period of time than that 

designated by official signs, parking meters, or other markings placed by or under authority 

of the city of Sherwood. Such parking time limit shall include the aggregate of time of all 

stopping or standing of the same vehicle in the same lot or on the same side of the street 

within a space of three hundred (300) lineal feet measured along the curb line and between 

intersections; and the parking, standing or stopping of any vehicle within such expanse shall 

not exceed the designated time limit during any threetwenty-four-hour period. 

2. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

C. No Parking Zone.   

1. It is unlawful for a vehicle operator to park a vehicle in violation of the City’s “No Parking” 

restrictions, regardless of whether such restrictions are permanent or temporary.  

Temporary parking restrictions shall be approved by the city manager and notice shall be 

provided to the public at the location where a restriction is to be imposed not less than 

thirty-six (36) hours prior to the restriction. The owner of a vehicle parked in violation of this 

section shall be liable for the cost of towing and storage of the vehicle. 

2. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 
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10.08.030 - Parking restrictions on certain types of vehicles. 
 

No person shall, at any time, park or leave standing a motor truck, truck tractor, truck trailer, semi-

trailer, bus trailer, commercial bus, commercial bus trailer, trailer as defined in this chapter, whether 

attended or unattended, on any improved public highway, public street, or other public way within the 

corporate limits of the city for a period greater than thirty (30) minutes, between the hours of 12:01 a.m. 

and six a.m. Motor homes, travel trailers connected to a motor vehicle and campers mounted on a motor 

vehicle may be parked on the street for up to two consecutive days (forty-eight (48) hours) if the public 

street or public way meets the criteria listed below: 

A. Roadways less than thirty-two (32) feet in width posted no parking on one side - recreational 

parking is allowed on the non posted side. Parked motor homes, travel trailers and campers shall 

not block adjacent properties' driveway ingress/egress. 

B. Roadways over thirty-two (32) feet in width with parking allowed on either side - RV's must stagger 

their parking so no two motor homes, travel trailers or campers are parked directly across the 

street from one another. 

The parking of motor homes, travel trailers or campers is prohibited on roadways less than thirty-two 

(32) feet in width with parking allowed on both sides and prohibited outright on roadways less than twenty 

eight (28) feet in width. 

The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 
10.08.040 - Vehicles to be removed from fire scenes. 

 
Whenever the owner or driver of a vehicle discovers that such vehicle is parked immediately in front 

of, or close to a building to which the fire department has been summoned, he or she shall immediately 

remove such vehicle from the area unless otherwise directed by police or fire officers.   

 
 
10.08.050 - Method of parking. 

 
A. No person having control or charge of a motor vehicle shall allow it to stand on any street 

unattended without first fully setting its parking brakes, stopping its motor, and removing the 

ignition key; and, when standing upon an precipitous grade, the front wheels of the vehicle shall 

be angled into the curb. 

B. No person shall stand or park a vehicle in a street other than parallel with the edge of the 

roadway, headed in the direction of lawful traffic movement, and with the curbside wheels of the 

vehicle within twelve (12) inches of the edge of the curb, except where the street is marked or 

signed for angle parking. 

C. Where parking space markings are placed on a street, no person shall stand or park a vehicle 

other than at the indicated direction and within a single marked space. 24



D. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

C.E.  

 
10.08.060 - Prohibited parking or standing. 

 
No person shall park or leave standing a motor vehicle of any kind or character, whether motorized or 

not, as follows: 

A. Within ten feet of a fire hydrant; 

B. Within any portion of a crosswalk; 

C. Within any area marked as a loading zone other than for the purpose of loading or unloading 

cargo. 

(Ord. 04-004 § 1 (Exh. A)(part)) 
 
 
10.08.070 - Parking prohibited on certain streets. 

 
No person shall park a motor vehicle of any kind, whether motorized or not, on the following designated 

portions of the following public streets, except as may be necessitated by an emergency: 

At any time: 

On the southeasterly side of 1st Street from the intersection of 1st Street with Park Street to the 

intersection of 1st Street with Main Street. 

On North Sherwood Blvd. from the intersection of North Sherwood Blvd. with 3rd Street through the 

intersection of North Sherwood Blvd. with Southwest Pacific Highway (Highway 99W). 

On the southwesterly side of Gleneagle Drive from the intersection of Gleneagle Drive with Southwest 

Pacific Highway to the intersection of Gleneagle Drive with North Sherwood Boulevard. 

On the northeast side of Northwest Park Street from the intersection of Northwest Park Street with 

Southwest 1st street to the intersection of Northwest Park Street and Railroad Street. 

On the east side of Roy Street from the intersection of Roy Street and Oregon Street to the intersection 

of Roy Street and G. & T. Drive. 

On Meinecke Road between the Cedar Creek Bridge and the intersection of Meinecke Road and Lee 

Drive. 

On the northwest side of Highway 99 West from the point of its intersection with the southeast 

corner of tax lot 1400, assessor's tax map #2S130D, said lot being more particularly described in 

instrument recorded in Washington County Deed Records in Book 7800 at page 5379, thence 

southwest a distance of 305.68 to the southwest corner of said parcel and tax lot. 

On the Southerly side of Willamette Street from its intersection with Washington Street to approximately 

two hundred sixty (260) feet easterly of its intersection with Lincoln Street. 25



On the Northerly side of Willamette Street from its intersection with Highland Drive to approximately 

two hundred twenty (220) feet Westerly of Lincoln Street. 

On the northeasterly side of Northwest Park Street from Railroad Street to Northwest 2nd Street. 

On the northeasterly side of Northwest Main Street from Railroad Street to Northwest 3rd Street. 

On the northeasterly side of North Pine Street from Railroad Street to Northeast Oregon Street and from 

the alleyway between Northeast 2nd Street and Northeast 3rd Street to Northeast 3rd Street. 

On the northeasterly side of Northeast Oak St. from Northeast Oregon St. to the end of the curb 

approximately one hundred fifty (150) feet north of Northeast 2nd Street. 

On the northwesterly side of Northeast Ash Street from Northeast Oregon Street to the end of the curb 

at approximately one hundred fifty (150) feet northerly of Northeast 1st Street. 

On Northeast Oregon Street from North Pine Street to the railroad crossing. 

On the northwesterly side of Northeast 1st Street from Northwest Park Street to Northwest Main Street 

and the northwesterly side of Northeast 1st Street from North Pine Street to approximately one hundred (100) 

feet easterly of Northeast Ash Street. 

On the southeasterly side of Northwest 2nd Street from Northwest Park Street to North Pine Street. 

On the southeasterly side of Northeast 2nd Street from North Pine Street to Northeast Oak Street and 

on the northwesterly side of Northeast 2nd Street from Northeast Oak Street to the end of the curb at 

approximately one hundred fifty (150) feet easterly of Northeast Oak Street. 

On the northwesterly side of Northwest 3rd Street from Northwest Main Street to North Pine Street. 

No parking shall be allowed on the southeasterly side of Northeast 3rd Street from North Pine Street to 

fifty (50) feet easterly of Pine Street and on the northwesterly side of Northeast 3rd Street. 

Between the hours of eight a.m. and four p.m., on Monday through Saturday, in excess of two hours 

continuously in any one location on any city street outside of a residential district, as defined by subsection 1 

of ORS 801.430. 

The city may establish residential parking districts (districts) to protect specified residential areas from the 

effects of spillover parking arising as a result of adjacent commercial, employment or mixed-use or other uses 

that generate a high demand for parking. Parking by those without a permit may be prohibited, within the 

following guidelines: 

A. A request for creation of a district shall be initially directed to the city manager, who shall make 

and then forward a written recommendation to the city council for its review. 

B. When evaluating a district's possible designation or any attribute thereof the city manager may, in 

assessing whether the general welfare of the city is enhanced or promoting thereby, consider the 

following factors: 

1. The residential nature within the district; 

2. The volume of traffic and available parking; 

3. The surface width of streets within the proposed district; 
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4. The relationship between the need for parking space by residents of the proposed district 

and the need and use of parking space by the public at large; and 

5. The hours of day or night when use of parking within the proposed district is 

necessary or most convenient. 

C. Any district established by council after review of the city manager's written recommendation 

shall be done by resolution, clearly defining the boundaries thereof and the hours within which 

non-permitted parking is to be prohibited. 

D. The city manager shall cause city approved signs to be installed and thereafter maintained in the 

district identifying any parking restrictions for non-residents and the exception thereto applicable 

for the district's permit holders. 

E. The city manager shall establish and enforce procedures and standards concerning the terms, 

issuance, denial and revocation of both permanent and temporary permits for use within districts 

created within the city. Residents of a district may apply for permit(s) from the city manager. 

  
10.08.080 - Disabled persons parking. 

The city manager is directed to establish by proper signing and designation, reserved street parking space or 

spaces, as needed for disabled persons, which parking shall be subject to the rules and regulations of the Oregon 

Revised Statutes for disabled persons parking. 

 
10.08.090 - Repeat violation procedures. 

 
Any violation of the provisions of this chapter shall be subject to the remedies listed below: 

 
A. Long-term violation 

1. First violation - The first violation occurs when the vehicle is ticketed for violating any 

Sherwood Municipal parking codes or State statutes. Request to move vehicle posted 

on the vehicle itself. no 

2. Second violation - If vehicle is not relocated within a twenty-four (24) hours after the first 

citation period, a second ticket is issued.  The civil penalty associated with this violation is 

listed in the City’s fee schedule. The officer shall affix a notice on the vehicle indicating that 

if the vehicle is not moved within seventy-two (72) hours, the vehicle will be towed.  The 

notice shall comply with the requirements of SMC 8.04.060.Vehicle is ticketed and there is a 

seventy-two- (72) hour notice to tow. Ticket is for a fine of no less than fifty dollars ($50.00) 

or no greater than two hundred fifty dollars ($250.00) (Class C Violation). Notice to tow shall 

be provided as for abandoned, discarded, and hazardously located vehicles pursuant to 

Sherwood Municipal Code Section 

8.04.070. If the vehicle is not relocated within the seventy-two- (72) hour period a third 

violation action will be taken. 

3. Third violation - If the vehicle is not relocated within seventy-two (72) hours following the 
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notice required in section 2 above, a third ticket is issued. The civil penalty associated with 

this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule.  The vehicle may be immediately towed. 

Vehicle is ticketed and towed same day. Ticket is for a fine of no less than two hundred 

dollars ($200.00) or no greater than five hundred dollars ($500.00) (Class B Violation). Notice 

after removal shall be provided as for abandoned, discarded, and hazardously located 

vehicles pursuant to Sherwood Municipal Code Section  8.04.070. Notice shall be 

providedalso state that further violations at this location may result inthe vehicle is subject to 

ticket as a Class A violation and immediate towing if the vehicle is subsequently parked in the 

same arealot, same location, or within three hundred (300) lineal feet of the original location 

as measured along the curb in either direction. 

4. Fourth and subsequent violations - For If the same vehicle is parked in the same area lot, 

or within a three hundred (300) lineal feet measured of the original location, as measured along 

the curb in either direction, and said fourth or subsequent violation is within 365 days of the 

third or subsequent violation, those the vehicles will be ticketed and are subject to immediate 

towing. Ticket for fourth and subsequent violations is for a fineissued. The civil penalty 

associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. of no less than five hundred 

dollars ($500.00) or no greater than one thousand dollars ($1,000.00) (Class A Violation). 

Notice after removal shall be provided as for abandoned, discarded, and hazardously located 

vehicles pursuant to Sherwood Municipal Code Section 8.04.070required in subsection 3 

above. If a vehicle is immediately towed under this subsection, the city will provide notice 

pursuant to SMC 8.04.070, 

B.  Reoccurring Offenses 

A vehicle is subject to immediate tow for reoccurring offenses if: 

1. The vehicle has outstanding parking violations that are due and remain unpaid. 

2. The involved vehicle is illegally parked; and 

3. At least one of the previous citations informed the driver that the vehicle would be immediately towed 

for reoccurring offenses.   

If a vehicle is towed under this subsection, the city will provide notice pursuant to SMC 8.04.070. 

The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 
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ORDINANCE 2025-001 

 
AMENDING SHERWOOD MUNICIPAL CODES 8.04 AND 10.08 AND REMOVING 9.60 

REGARDING TICKETING AND TOWING VEHICLES 
 
WHEREAS, the Sherwood Police Department has identified a number of areas in Sherwood 
Municipal Code Chapters 8.04, 9.60 and 10.08 that are in need of updating in order to make them 
more workable for enforcement and to better target the types of situations where enforcement is 
warranted; and 
 
WHEREAS, based on these concerns and pursuant to a comprehensive review of the existing code 
language, staff prepared a proposed replacement for the existing Chapters 8.04 and 10.08; and 
 
WHEREAS, Existing chapter 9.60 is an inventory policy that belongs in the Sherwood Police 
Department policy manual.  Having it located in both code and policy introduces the possibility of 
inconstancies between the code provision and the policy manual; and 
 
WHEREAS, ORS 819.190 requires a tow hearing to be held within 36 hours of receiving a request for 
such a hearing, and the existing code provision does not match that requirement; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council held public hearings on the proposed ordinance on March 18, 2025 and 
April 1, 2025; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF SHERWOOD ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1. After full and due consideration of the information presented at the public hearings, 

the City Council finds that the Sherwood Municipal Code, Chapters 8.04 and 10.08, 
should be amended to read as shown in Exhibit 1, attached hereto.  

 
Section 2. Sherwood Municipal Code, Chapters 9.60 shall be removed so that the inventory policy 

exists only in the Sherwood Police Department policy manual. 
 
Section 3. The City Manager is hereby directed and authorized to adopt rules, designate 

permanent or temporary parking restrictions, and to take such other actions as may be 
necessary to implement this ordinance. 

 
Section 4. The Sherwood Municipal Court Administrator is directed and authorized to adopt rules 

and take such other actions as necessary to implement this ordinance. 
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Section 5. This ordinance shall become effective the 30th day after its enactment by the City 
Council and approval by the Mayor. 

 
Duly passed by the City Council on April 1, 2025.  
 
 
       ______________________    
       Tim Rosener, Mayor   Date 
 
 
Attest: 
 
      
Sylvia Murphy, MMC, City Recorder 
 
 
          AYE  NAY 
        Giles  ____ ____ 
        Scott  ____ ____ 
        Mays  ____ ____ 
        Standke ____ ____ 

Brouse  ____ ____ 
       Young  ____ ____ 
       Rosener ____ ____ 
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8.04.020 - Definitions. 
 

As used in this chapter, unless the context requires otherwise: 
 

"Abandoned" or "abandoned vehicle" means a vehicle left in the same location for more than forty-eight 

(48) hours, when one or more of the following conditions exist: 

1. The vehicle has expired, cancelled, altered, or missing license plates or tags; 

2. The vehicle appears to be inoperative or disabled; or 

3. The vehicle appears to be wrecked, partially dismantled, or junked. 

"City" means the City of Sherwood. 

"Costs" means the expense of removing, storing and selling an impounded vehicle. 
 

"Hazardous" or "hazardous vehicle" means a vehicle left in a location or condition such as to constitute 

an immediate threat to public safety, the environment, or safety of vehicular or pedestrian traffic, or in a 

manner prohibited by SMC 8.04.040. 

"Law enforcement officer" is a law enforcement officer of the city or other city employee authorized to 

enforce this chapter. 

"Owner" means any individual, firm, corporation, or unincorporated association with a claim, either 

individually or jointly, of ownership or any interest, legal or equitable, in a vehicle. 

"Stored" or "stored vehicle" means a vehicle that has remained in the same location or within a five 

hundred-foot radius of its earlier position for more than one hundred twenty (120) hours. 

"Vehicle" means every device in, upon, or by which any person or property is or may be transported or 

drawn upon a public highway, except devices used exclusively upon stationary rails or tracts. 

 
 
8.04.030 - Abandoned vehicles-Offense. 

 
A. A person commits the offense of abandoning a vehicle if a vehicle which the person owns, as 

shown in the records of the department of motor vehicles, is abandoned on any public right-of 

way or on public property of the city. 

B. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 
8.04.035 - Stored vehicles-Offense. 
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A. A person commits the offense of storing a vehicle if a vehicle which the person owns, as shown in 

the records of the department of motor vehicles, is stored on any public right-of-way or on public 

property of the city. 

B. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 
8.04.040 - Hazardous vehicles-Offense. 
 

A. No person shall park or leave standing a motor vehicle of any kind as follows: 

1. Blocking a driveway;  

2. Obstructing a fire lane; 

3. Causing a motor  vehicle to block, impede, or interfere with the vision or normal flow of 

vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian traffic on public streets or sidewalks; 

4. Parking a motor vehicle on a City street when the vehicle poses an immediate danger to the 

public or environmental safety; 

5. Parking a motor vehicle or leaving a motor vehicle standing on a street, public parking lot, or 

other area where immediate access is or could be needed, in the event of an emergency, by 

emergency services personnel or their equipment; or 

6. Blocking, parking or leaving a motor vehicle standing within ten feet of a fire hydrant. 

7. Parking a motor vehicle on a City street within any area marked as a loading zone other than for 

the purpose of loading or unloading.  

B. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

C. The owner of the hazardous vehicle, as shown by the records of the department of motor 

vehicles, shall be responsible for the hazardous condition of the vehicle. 

 
8.04.050 - Removal of vehicles without notice. 

 
A vehicle may be removed without prior notice when: 

A. The vehicle is a hazardous vehicle; 

B. A law enforcement officer reasonably believes the vehicle is stolen; 

C. A law enforcement officer reasonably believes that the vehicle or its contents constitute evidence of 

a crime and such removal is reasonably necessary to obtain or preserve such evidence;  

D. An unattended vehicle is found illegally parked, and the vehicle’s registration has been expired for a 

year or longer. ;  

E. A law enforcement officer reasonably believes that the person in possession of the vehicle has 

committed the offense of: 

1. Criminal driving while suspended or revoked in violation of ORS 811.182 and the location of the 

parked vehicle jeopardizes public safety or the efficient movement of traffic; or 
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2. Driving while under the influence of intoxicants in violation of ORS 813.010 and the location 

of the parked vehicle jeopardizes public safety or the efficient movement of traffic;  

F. The vehicle is parked in violation of 10.08.020(C), 10.08.040, or 10.08.060(A)-(F). 

 

8.04.060 -Impoundment. Notice prior to removal. 
 

A. A vehicle may be removed after a law enforcement officer provides notice as set forth in this 

section if the vehicle is abandoned or stored, or in violation of 10.08.20(A),(B) or 10.08.030. 

B. The law enforcement officer shall provide notice and an explanation of procedures available for 

obtaining a hearing. At least seventy-two (72) hours before removal, the city shall affix a notice to the 

vehicle with the required information.  

C. The notice must contain the following: 

1. The current location of the vehicle; 

2. The date and earliest time the vehicle will be towed; 

3. The ordinance violated and under which the vehicle will be removed; 

4. The place where the vehicle will be held in custody or the telephone number and address of 

the police department that will provide the information; 

5. That the vehicle, if taken into custody and removed, will be subject to towing and storage 

charges and that a lien will attach to the vehicle and its contents; 

6. That the vehicle will be sold to satisfy the costs of towing and storage if the charges are not 

paid; 

7. That the owner, possessor, or person having an interest in the vehicle is entitled to a hearing, 

before the vehicle is impounded, to contest the proposed custody and removal, if a hearing is 

timely requested; and 

8. The time within which a hearing must be requested and the method for requesting a hearing.  

 
8.04.070  lmpoundment. Notice after removal. 

 
A. If the city removes a vehicle, the city shall provide, by certified mail, within two business days 

after the removal, notice with an explanation of procedures available for obtaining a hearing to 

the owner(s) of the vehicle and any lessors or security interest holders as shown in the records of 

the department of motor vehicles. The notice shall state that the vehicle has been removed and 

shall give the location of the vehicle and describe procedures for the release of the vehicle and 

for obtaining a hearing. 

B. If the person(s) required to be provided notice under subsection A cannot be located in the 

records of the department of motor vehicles, whether because the vehicle lacks necessary 

identifying information, is not registered with the department of motor vehicles, or otherwise, the 

city shall make reasonable efforts to provide such notice, which includes posting of notice in 
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the area in which the vehicle was located prior to removal and at least one public location. 

C. If a vehicle is towed pursuant to 08.04.050(E), the driver must be given the opportunity to call a

legal driver to retrieve the vehicle.  If a legal driver is not reached before the driver is lodged with

the jail, the arrested person shall personally receive notice, as required below.

D. Notice given under this section shall state all of the following:

1. That the vehicle has been removed by the city;

2. The ordinance violated and under which the vehicle was removed;

3. The place where the vehicle is being held in custody or the telephone number and address of

the appropriate authority that will provide the information;

4. That the vehicle is subject to towing and storage charges, the amount of the charges that

have accrued to the date of the notice and the daily storage charges;

5. That the vehicle and its contents are subject to lien for payment of the towing and storage

charges and that the vehicle and its contents may be sold by the City of Sherwood or the

towing and storage facility where the vehicle is located to cover the charges if the charges are

not paid within fifteen (15) calendar days;

6. That the owner, possessor, or person having interest in the vehicle and its contents is entitled

to a prompt hearing to contest the validity of removing it and to contest the reasonableness

of the charges for towing and storage if a hearing is timely requested;

7. That a hearing to contest the validity of the tow must be requested not more than five

business days after the mailing date of the notice and the method for requesting a hearing;

8. That the vehicle and its contents may be immediately reclaimed by complying with the

provisions of this chapter for reclaiming a vehicle and setting forth the applicable

requirements.

8.04.080 - Release of removed vehicles. 

A. A vehicle removed under this chapter may be held until a person entitled to lawful possession of

the vehicle complies with the conditions for release or the vehicle is ordered released by a court

having jurisdiction over the matter.  The person recovering the vehicle must also submit proof

of their ownership or right to possess the vehicle.

B. Each person who obtains release of a removed vehicle shall sign a copy of the receipt issued,

indicating that they have received notice of their right to a hearing.

C. A person shall have a lien on a vehicle and its contents if the person, at the request of the city,

tows a vehicle. A lien established under this subsection shall be on the vehicle and its contents for

the just and reasonable charges for the towing service performed and any storage provided. The

lien shall be subject to the provisions for liens under ORS 98.812(3). The person holding the lien

may retain possession of the vehicle and contents until the charges on which the lien is based are
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paid. A lien described under this subsection does not attach to the contents of any vehicle taken 

from public property until 15 calendar days after removing the vehicle. 

D. If a vehicle removed under this chapter is not claimed within 30 calendar days after removal, it 

shall be disposed of as authorized by ORS 819.210 to 819.215. 

 
8.04.090 - Hearing to contest validity of removal. 

 
A person provided notice under this chapter, or any other person who reasonably appears to have an 

interest in the vehicle, may request a hearing under this section to contest the validity of the removal or the 

proposed removal by submitting a request for hearing with the municipal court not more than five business 

days after the mailing date of the notice. A request for hearing shall be in writing and shall state grounds 

upon which the person requesting the hearing believes that the removal of the vehicle is not justified. A 

hearing under this section shall comply with all of the following: 

A. If the city proposes to remove a vehicle and receives a request for hearing before the vehicle is 

removed, the vehicle shall not be removed unless it constitutes a hazard. 

B. The municipal court shall have a hearing within three business days after receipt of a request to 

contest the validity of a tow and shall provide notice of the hearing to the person requesting the 

hearing and to the owner(s) of the vehicle and any lessors or security interest holders shown 

in the records of the department of motor vehicles, if not the same as the person requesting 

the hearing, and to the city attorney's office.  Business days shall not be calculated to include 

City of Sherwood recognized holidays.  The Sherwood Municipal Court is authorized to 

conduct these hearings by live streaming video. 

C. If the municipal court finds, after a hearing and by substantial evidence on the record, that the 

removal of a vehicle was or would be: 

1. Invalid, the municipal court shall order the immediate release of the vehicle to the owner 

or person with right to possession. If the vehicle is released under this subsection, the 

person to whom the vehicle is released is not liable for any towing or storage charges 

accruing prior to the order of the municipal court. If the person has already paid such towing 

and storage charges on the vehicle, the city shall reimburse the person for the charges. The 

person shall be liable for any additional storage charges incurred after the order. New 

storage charges for the vehicle will not start to accrue until twenty-four (24) hours after the 

issuance of the order. If the vehicle has not yet been removed, the city shall not remove the 

vehicle. 

2. Valid, the municipal court shall order the vehicle to be held in custody until the costs of the 

hearing are paid by the person claiming the vehicle, and the person claiming the vehicle 

otherwise complies with SMC 8.04.080. If the vehicle has not yet been removed, the city 

shall order its removal. 

D. If the person requesting the hearing does not appear at the hearing, the municipal court may 
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enter an order finding the removal to be valid and any applicable charges to be reasonable. 

E. A person who fails to appear at a hearing under this section is not entitled to another hearing on 

the same matter unless the person provides reasons satisfactory to the municipal court for the 

person's failure to appear. 

F. The city is only required to provide one hearing under this section for each time the city 

removes a vehicle or proposes to do so. 

G. A hearing under this section may be used to determine the reasonableness of the charges for 

towing and storage of a vehicle. Towing and storage charges, set by law, ordinance, or rule, or that 

comply with law, ordinance, or rule, shall be deemed reasonable for purposes of this chapter. If 

the reasonableness of charges for towing and storage of a vehicle are contested through a 

hearing under this section, the municipal court shall enter an order setting forth the amount of 

towing and storage charges the court has determined to be reasonable. 

H. The municipal court shall provide a written statement of the results of the hearing to the 

person requesting the hearing and to the city attorney's office. 

I. The action of the municipal court is final and no appeal can be taken from it.  

 
10.08.020 - Prohibited practices. 

 
A. Prohibited display. No person shall park a vehicle on the right-of-way of any highway, or upon 

any public street or public way within the corporate limits of the city for any of the following 

purposes: 

1. Advertising, selling, or offering merchandise for sale; 

2. Displaying such vehicle for sale; 

3. Washing, greasing, or repairing such vehicle, except as may be necessitated by emergency; 

4. Displaying advertising upon such vehicle; or 

5. Storage, junk or dead storage.  

 It is violation of this section when any of the previous activities occur for any period of more 

than forty-eight (48) hours, except that this subsection shall be subject to the limits elsewhere 

prescribed in the motor vehicle code of the city, or as may be prescribed by the Oregon State Motor 

Vehicle Code. 

 The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

B. Parking time limit.  

1. It is unlawful for any person to park or stop any vehicle for a longer period of time than that 

designated by official signs, parking meters, or other markings placed by or under authority 

of the city of Sherwood. Such parking time limit shall include the aggregate of time of all 

stopping or standing of the same vehicle in the same lot or on the same side of the street 

within a space of three hundred (300) lineal feet measured along the curb line and between 
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intersections; and the parking, standing or stopping of any vehicle within such expanse shall 

not exceed the designated time limit during any twenty-four-hour period. 

2. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

C. No Parking Zone.   

1. It is unlawful for a vehicle operator to park a vehicle in violation of the City’s “No Parking” 

restrictions, regardless of whether such restrictions are permanent or temporary.  

Temporary parking restrictions shall be approved by the city manager and notice shall be 

provided to the public at the location where a restriction is to be imposed not less than 

thirty-six (36) hours prior to the restriction. The owner of a vehicle parked in violation of this 

section shall be liable for the cost of towing and storage of the vehicle. 

2. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 
10.08.030 - Parking restrictions on certain types of vehicles. 

 
No person shall, at any time, park or leave standing a motor truck, truck tractor, truck trailer, semi-

trailer, bus trailer, commercial bus, commercial bus trailer, trailer as defined in this chapter, whether 

attended or unattended, on any improved public highway, public street, or other public way within the 

corporate limits of the city for a period greater than thirty (30) minutes, between the hours of 12:01 a.m. 

and six a.m. Motor homes, travel trailers connected to a motor vehicle and campers mounted on a motor 

vehicle may be parked on the street for up to forty-eight (48) hours if the public street or public way meets 

the criteria listed below: 

A. Roadways less than thirty-two (32) feet in width posted no parking on one side - recreational 

parking is allowed on the non posted side. Parked motor homes, travel trailers and campers shall 

not block adjacent properties' driveway ingress/egress. 

B. Roadways over thirty-two (32) feet in width with parking allowed on either side - RV's must stagger 

their parking so no two motor homes, travel trailers or campers are parked directly across the 

street from one another. 

The parking of motor homes, travel trailers or campers is prohibited on roadways less than thirty-two 

(32) feet in width with parking allowed on both sides and prohibited outright on roadways less than twenty 

eight (28) feet in width. 

The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 

 
10.08.040 - Vehicles to be removed from fire scenes. 

 
Whenever the owner or driver of a vehicle discovers that such vehicle is parked immediately in front 

of, or close to a building to which the fire department has been summoned, he or she shall immediately 

remove such vehicle from the area unless otherwise directed by police or fire officers.   
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10.08.050 - Method of parking. 

 
A. No person having control or charge of a motor vehicle shall allow it to stand on any street 

unattended without first fully setting its parking brakes, stopping its motor, and removing the 

ignition key; and, when standing upon an precipitous grade, the front wheels of the vehicle shall 

be angled into the curb. 

B. No person shall stand or park a vehicle in a street other than parallel with the edge of the 

roadway, headed in the direction of lawful traffic movement, and with the curbside wheels of the 

vehicle within twelve (12) inches of the edge of the curb, except where the street is marked or 

signed for angle parking. 

C. Where parking space markings are placed on a street, no person shall stand or park a vehicle 

other than at the indicated direction and within a single marked space. 

D. The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 
 
10.08.070 - Parking prohibited on certain streets. 

 
The city may establish residential parking districts (districts) to protect specified residential areas from the 

effects of spillover parking arising as a result of adjacent commercial, employment or mixed-use or other uses 

that generate a high demand for parking. Parking by those without a permit may be prohibited, within the 

following guidelines: 

A. A request for creation of a district shall be initially directed to the city manager, who shall make 

and then forward a written recommendation to the city council for its review. 

B. When evaluating a district's possible designation or any attribute thereof the city manager may, in 

assessing whether the general welfare of the city is enhanced or promoting thereby, consider the 

following factors: 

1. The residential nature within the district; 

2. The volume of traffic and available parking; 

3. The surface width of streets within the proposed district; 

4. The relationship between the need for parking space by residents of the proposed district 

and the need and use of parking space by the public at large; and 

5. The hours of day or night when use of parking within the proposed district is 

necessary or most convenient. 

C. Any district established by council after review of the city manager's written recommendation 

shall be done by resolution, clearly defining the boundaries thereof and the hours within which 

non-permitted parking is to be prohibited. 

D. The city manager shall cause city approved signs to be installed and thereafter maintained in the 

Ordinance 2025-001, EXH 1 
April 1, 2025, Page 8 of 10
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district identifying any parking restrictions for non-residents and the exception thereto applicable 

for the district's permit holders. 

E. The city manager shall establish and enforce procedures and standards concerning the terms, 

issuance, denial and revocation of both permanent and temporary permits for use within districts 

created within the city. Residents of a district may apply for permit(s) from the city manager. 

  
10.08.080 - Disabled persons parking. 

The city manager is directed to establish by proper signing and designation, reserved street parking space or 

spaces, as needed for disabled persons, which parking shall be subject to the rules and regulations of the Oregon 

Revised Statutes for disabled persons parking. 

 
10.08.090 - Repeat violation procedures. 

 
Any violation of the provisions of this chapter shall be subject to the remedies listed below: 

 
A. Long-term violation 

1. First violation - The first violation occurs when the vehicle is ticketed for violating any 

Sherwood Municipal parking codes or State statutes. The officer shall affix a request to 

move the vehicle, which is posted on the vehicle itself.  

2. Second violation - If vehicle is not relocated within twenty-four (24) hours after the first 

citation, a second ticket is issued.  The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in 

the City’s fee schedule. The officer shall affix a notice on the vehicle indicating that if the 

vehicle is not moved within seventy-two (72) hours, the vehicle will be towed.  The notice 

shall comply with the requirements of SMC 8.04.060. 

3. Third violation - If the vehicle is not relocated within seventy-two (72) hours following the 

notice required in section 2 above, a third ticket is issued. The civil penalty associated with 

this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule.  The vehicle may be immediately towed. 

Notice after removal shall be provided pursuant to Sherwood Municipal Code Section  

8.04.070. Notice shall also state that further violations at this location may result in immediate 

towing if the vehicle is subsequently parked in the same lot, same location, or within three 

hundred (300) lineal feet of the original location as measured along the curb in either 

direction. 

4. Fourth and subsequent violations - If the same vehicle is parked in the same lot, or within a 

three hundred (300) lineal feet measured of the original location, as measured along the curb in 

either direction, and said fourth or subsequent violation is within 365 days of the third or 

subsequent violation, the vehicle will be ticketed and subject to immediate towing. Ticket for 

fourth and subsequent violations is issued. The civil penalty associated with this violation is 

listed in the City’s fee schedule.. Notice after removal shall be provided as required in 

subsection 3 above. If a vehicle is immediately towed under this subsection, the city will provide 

Ordinance 2025-001, EXH 1 
April 1, 2025, Page 9 of 10
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notice pursuant to SMC 8.04.070, 

B.  Reoccurring Offenses 

A vehicle is subject to immediate tow for reoccurring offenses if: 

1. The vehicle has outstanding parking violations that are due and remain unpaid. 

2. The involved vehicle is illegally parked; and 

3. At least one of the previous citations informed the driver that the vehicle would be immediately towed 

for reoccurring offenses.   

If a vehicle is towed under this subsection, the city will provide notice pursuant to SMC 8.04.070. 

The civil penalty associated with this violation is listed in the City’s fee schedule. 

 
 
 
 
 

Ordinance 2025-001, EXH 1 
April 1, 2025, Page 10 of 10

40



 

Resolution 2025-019, Staff Report 
April 1, 2025 
Page 1 of 1, with Exhibit 1 (1 pg) 

Council Meeting Date: April 1, 2025 
 

Agenda Item: Public Hearing  
 
TO:  Sherwood City Council 
 
FROM: Sebastian Tapia, Interim City Attorney  
 
SUBJECT: Resolution 2025-019, Amending Section 3 of the City’s Schedule of Fees for Parking 

Violations and Police Services and Establishing an Effective Date 
 
 
Issue:  
Shall the City Council approve Resolution 2025-019, updating the FY2024-25 fee schedule for parking 
violation fees?  
 
Background:  
An ordinance, also presently before City Council, amends various code sections pertaining to parking and 
towing.  If approved, the City’s fee schedule will need to be updated accordingly.    
 
The needed changes have been identified in a track change version, marked as Exhibit 1 to this staff 
report. 
 
Financial Impacts: 
The updated schedule of fees will add three new fees related to prolonged parking violations and one new 
fee related to repeat parking violations. The fees for public records are also updated to reflect current 
practice. The proposed changes will have no significant impact on the City’s revenue, expenditures, or 
overall budget.  
 
Recommendation: 
Staff respectfully recommends holding a public hearing, considering adoption of Resolution 2025-019, 
Amending Section 3 of the City’s Schedule of Fees for Parking Violations and Police Services and 
establishing an effective date. 
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SECTION 3 
POLICE 

A. Police Reports
Copies of report Staff hourly rate$20 per report 
Audio recordings Staff hourly rate$25 per disc 
Police Video Staff hourly rate, plus 

$10 16GB of data 
$20 16‐64GB of data 
$30 64‐128GB of data 

B. Vehicle Impound
Whereas, state law and Sherwood municipal codes, chapters 8.04 and 10.08 authorize police officers to as defined in SMC 8.04.060, that authorizes police officers to 
impound an abandoned vehicle or a vehicle that is disabled, discarded, or hazardously located.vehicles under specific circumstances. 

Police impounded vehicle fees $125 per vehicle 

C. Parking Violation Fees
Abandoned Vehicle $50 
Stored Vehicle $50 
Hazardous Vehicle $250 
Prohibited Display $50 
Parking time limit $50 
No parking (anytime) zone $20$100 
Parking restrictions on certain types of vehicles $100 
Method of parking $50 
Long-term violation per SMC 10.08.090(A)(2) $250 
Long-term violation per SMC 10.08.090(A)(3) $500 
Long-term violation per SMC 10.08.090(A)(4) $500 
Reoccurring offenses per SMC 10.08.090(B) $500 
Obstructing streets or sidewalks $20 
Double parking $20 
Blocking driveway $20 
Parking in bus zone $20 
Parking in loading zone $20 
Parking on wrong side of street $20 
Parking along yellow curb or in crosswalk $20 
Parking over space line $20 
Parking over time limit $20 

Resolution 2025-019, Exhibit to Staff Report 
April 1, 2025, Page 1 of 2
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D. Miscellaneous Police Fees  

 

Axon Photo Retrieval Staff hourly rate$15  

Copies of digital photographs/photo files Staff hourly rate $25 per disc 
Fingerprinting* $28.61 per card 
Records/Background checks* $17.16 per request 

 
 
 
 
 

 
* Indicates fees that are subject to Resolution 2017‐008 ‐ Providing Automatic Annual Inflation‐Based Adjustments. 

Resolution 2025-019, Exhibit to Staff Report 
April 1, 2025, Page 2 of 2

43



DRAFT 

Resolution 2025-019 
April 1, 2025 
Page 1 of 1, with Exhibit A (1 pg) 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
RESOLUTION 2025-019 

 
AMENDING SECTION 3 OF THE CITY’S SCHEDULE OF FEES FOR PARKING VIOLATIONS AND 

POLICE SERVICES AND ESTABLISHING AN EFFECTIVE DATE 
 
WHEREAS, the Sherwood Municipal Code authorizes certain administrative fees and charges to be 
established by Resolution of the City Council; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City Council previously approved the FY2024-25 fee schedule by passing Resolution 
2024-047; and 
 
WHEREAS, Staff has proposed various amendments to Section 3 of the fee schedule concerning 
parking violations consistent with Ordinance 2025-001; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City has met the requirement for providing an opportunity for public comment prior to the 
adoption of this fee resolution as required by ORS 294.160. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY OF SHERWOOD RESOLVES AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1. Adoption: The City of Sherwood’s FY2024-25 Rates and Fees Schedule, Section 3, 

attached hereto as Exhibit A, is hereby approved and adopted, and the master fee 
schedule will be updated to reflect this amendment  

 
Section 2. Effective Date: This Resolution shall become effective May 1, 2025. 
 
Duly passed by the City Council this 1st day of April 2025. 
 
 
              
        Tim Rosener, Mayor 
 
Attest: 
 
      
Sylvia Murphy, MMC, City Recorder 
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SECTION 3
POLICE

A. Police Reports
Copies of report Staff hourly rate 
Audio recordings Staff hourly rate
Police Video Staff hourly rate

B. Vehicle Impound Fee

Police impounded vehicle fees $125 per vehicle

C. Parking Violation Fees
$50 
$50 

$250 
$50 
$50 

$100 
$100 
$50 

$250 
$500 
$500 

Abandoned vehicle
Stored vehicle
Hazardous vehicle
Prohibited display
Parking time limit
No parking zone
Parking restriction on certain types of vehicles 
Method of parking
Long‐term violation per SMC 10.08.090(A)(2) 
Long‐term violation per SMC 10.08.090(A)(3) 
Long‐term violation per SMC 10.08.090(A)(4) 
Reoccurring offenses per SMC 10.08.090(B) $500 

D. Miscellaneous Police Fees
Axon Photo Retrieval Staff hourly rate
Copies of digital photographs/photo files Staff hourly rate
Fingerprinting* $28.61  per card
Records/Background checks* $17.16  per request

Whereas, state law and Sherwood municipal code chapters 8.04 and 10.08 authorize police officers to impound vehicles under specific circumstances.

* Indicates fees that are subject to Resolution 2017‐008 ‐ Providing Automatic Annual Inflation‐Based Adjustments.

Resolution 2025-019, EXH A 
April 1, 2025, Page 1 of 1
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Sherwood City Council Meeting 
 
Date:   April 1, 2025   
 
 
List of Meeting Attendees: Yes 
 
Request to Speak Forms: No 
 
Documents submitted at meeting: 
 
Work Session Topics: 
 
Tannery Site Cleanup Project Presentation (Exhibit A) 
Sherwood Chamber of Commerce 2025 Business Plan (Exhibit B) 
Housing Bill Updates - Handouts (Exhibit C) and PowerPoint Presentation (Exhibit D) 
 
Public Hearings: 
 
Ordinance 2025-001 PowerPoint Presentation (Exhibit E) 
Resolution 2025-019 PowerPoint Presentation (Exhibit F) 
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IGommunity I volvement

. Community I volvement Plan (ClP) approved by EPA

o CIP Priorities

1. Educate public about brownfield cleanup and redevelopment

2. Ensure public understands project objectives and steps involved in

cleanup

3. Focus on neighborhoods adjacent to project site

4. Gaining input from project partners and community leaders



Gommunity lnvolvement

Priority Actions throug h

1. Social Media

2. City website

3. Flyers

4. Work sessions

5. Direct Community Outreach Activities

6. Community Partner Engagement

Timeline
1. Gouncil Work session 1 April 2025

2. lnformational booth at Cruisin Sherwood

3. Future outreach activities:

1. Robin Hood Festival

2. Music on the Green

3. Movies in the Park

4. Community Services Fair (2026)
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Tannery Gleanup is One of Six Projects that Share
Nexus
. Tannerv Cleanuo (key to allowing

other projects to move forward)

Oregon Street lm provements

Reg ional Stormwater Facility

CWS Sanitary Sewer Line

Public Works Facility

lce Age Trail
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\\\ Six (6) Projects
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Gleanup Steps and Timeframe

DEQ Kick-off Meeting (Gomplete)

Gommunity lnvolvement Plan (Gomplete)

Sampling and Analysis Plan - PFAS (Complete)

Sampling (April 20251

Remedial Action Plan, Project Design, Permitting (May - December
2025)

Bidding Documents & Gontractor Selection (January - May 20261

Excavation and Removal of Soil and Hides (June - September 2026)

Site Restoration (October 2026 - June 20271

Community Outreach, DEQ and EPA Reporting (throughout project)

#
Orcgon

6
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Sherrnrood Area Chamber of Commerce

Supporting Business & Building Community

ooo

o1.o t, trLS r/ Qn cr'/

Wz:rioct/
A$enda ltern

fior,,

,-)b



e seek to connect, artner for rowth and be a cham ion for the business communi
reatin er Sherwooda stron

e market and advocate for our Members.



The Chamber: Who Are We

2025 Sherwood Ghamber of Gommerce Executive Gommittee

President CEO & ExecutiYe Director
Treassaer

christoJler Mccoilom Fotrah Burke llof' Fo$or

salal credir union Metropolltan

Land Group

2O25 Sherwood Ghamber of Cornme.ce Board tembers and Staff
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Soard Mcmbaa

!at.! Xo.at
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Rebuilding

Gold Standard

Sustain
Grow

Current Sherwood Chamber Lifecycle



Consistent & smooth networking,

marketing, communications &

events!

Continue to operationally uplift &

modernize the Chamber.

Partner with the City on Economic

Development & enrichment.



a

I

a

a

Uplifted social media & marketing: 400% more
engagement than previous year

2 networking events per month with growing
attendance. Avg 30 business owners to as many
as 50+

20 new Members since new Executive Director
start

Operational uplift:
Reducing monthly expenses.
o Phone
o Printer
o Lease (daily rentals)
o Documentation of processes
o Migrated all documents to the cloud

2 new committees created for the Chamber
o Membership
o Events

a



Achieuements

Award luncheon success

I listened to our Members & the community and
improved all levels

Transparent & inclusive nominee selection &
award wins

Daytime event more inclusive for busy
schedules

Lunch time gave more economical price

Nominees attended for free

Still fun formal award ceremony where all felt
celebrated

a

a

o

a

a



2025 Roadmap
Networking

YMCA - Rebekah Lodge - 503 Uncorked - Perlo - Green Ridge Solar -

Sherwood Police - Elevate Stren$h & Fitness - Little Wishes

Quarterly Multi Chamber Networkings

January June 0ctober
Directory of Sherwood

Strategic Planning 2026

Awards Iuncheon Launch sherwoodchamber.com

Cruisin Sponsor & Vendor forms Cruisin'

April July

Ribbon Guttings

Ascend Beauty

Walmart

Springs

Studson

The Hot Spot

Launch new Cruisin'site off
sherwoodchamber.com

Golf Tournament

Directory of Sherwood
Cruisin registration begins - SEPA submitted



Sherwood Chomber of Commerce Jorn Abour Us Find A Business City o{ Sherwocd Visit Events
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Fntef a titie or oa$te a link

Calendar ol Events

Golf Tournament

Networking

Cruisin'

Events

Tualatin Valley Website

* Add e card

Dining

Activities

VisitCity of Sherwood

City of Sherwood Website

Community

Economic Development

Libary

* Add a card {J

Best of the Best Awards 2025

* Add a card

Find A Eusiness

6

Directory

Chamber Statl

* Md a card

Board of Directors

Contact Us

About Us

g

Mission

Become A Member

* Add a card

Resources

Benefits

Advocacy

Join

New Website



I
I
fI0ther Chamber lnuolve t Points

o Shenrvood Visitor Center: Greet visitors, take phone calls,
& maintain travel materials

a Farrah has been visiting all Washington County Chambers & beyond to research best
practices for our Chamber future

o

O

Shenruood directory of business creation

Connecting the High School to professionals in the community & job shadows

o Main St Association & Robin Hood

. Revitalization of Old Town

o

o

a

City Council Meetings

Connecting new businesses to location opportunities

Connecting new businesses to city processes



Expenses
Events

Chamber Rent & Facilities
Supplies
Payroll

Employee lnsurance & Payroll Taxes

$28,190Profit

53,000
35,500

4,660
65,000
11 ,650

169,810

77,000
86,000
35,000

198,000

lncome
Membership
Event lncome
Grants (New in 2024)

25K from City of
Sherwood

Chamber Finances

2024

10K from Explore
Tualatin Valley

"All Chambers in
Tualatin Valley
receive

W/O City of Shenruood
grant money, ending
balance = 93,190



w Western Association
of Chamber Executives

(lrtote: to request an individualized CEO salary memo, please email your request to nick.ortiz@calchamber,com

with your f of members and total annual income. lt may take up to 5 working days to receive a response.f

April2,2023

TO: Jane Smith - Anytown Chamber of Commerce

FROM: Nick Ortiz, President/CEO

RE: CEO SAIARY & BENEFITS INFO

ln reviewing our 2023 W.A.C.E. salary survey results, we had 12 chambers of comparable size to
yours respond. The number of members ranged from 450-600 members, on average these

chambers had 512 members. Gross income ranged from $375,000 (4S5 members) - 5750,000

(600 members), average income was 5579,395.

The salary range for the chief executives at these chambers is 575,000 - S156,300. The average

salary is 590,525.

lnformation regarding Chamber CEO Salaries in the Western States. (This survey included
Washington County CEOs) Our goal being to get our CEO to the minimum of the salary

range (75K) by end of year.



I 1. TLT Grant funding for 2025

CEP Funding for Cruisin'
(Application to be submitted)

City representation on our
Board of Directors

ur Asks

3

2



Fall 2025 -2026

More diversified Membership into industrial & larger businesses

Tualatin Titanium Membership offer

Ambassadors

lncrease our volunteer base

Membership Software

Give Members easier access to payments and reminders

Board Recruitment for 2026

2 board members terms are up

Alternate Revenue Sources

Most other Chambers have an alternate revenue source beyond Member lncome & Events



Thank you for your time!



Brlt Short Descrlptlon Long Descrlption lmpact on ExistlngClty Umlts lmpact on SheMood West lmpact on Budget and Staffing Blll Status

sB 49-1
Requires Ghanges to zoningand land use regulations for houslng, requires

:ities to adopt state model codes lor certaln houslng types

y'Vould remove minimumdensitiesin land use regulations, require citiesto adopt modelcodesformiddle housang, ADUs, and otherhousing

lypes.

Woutd eliminate requirement for ceftain Statewide Planning Goals to be met when increasing density or upzoning {lnfrastructure,

Iransportation, etc.).

Requires cities to subsidize housing devetopments as part of an lncLusionary Zoning p.ogram.

SheMood coutd see upzoning and increased density

without adequate transportation and public

intrastruct0re.

New housingcould be built undermodelcodes

instead of Sheruood's IesidentiaI design standards

Model codes woutd likety be Iequired to be applied in

SheMood West. unclear what impact adopting a

Master Ptan would have on mandatory comptiance.

Sheruood woutd be required to subsidize housing

devetopments il an lnclusionary Zoning program was

adopted. Otherchanges proposed in the bitLwoutd

have [imated impact.

Hearing scheduted in Senate Committee on Housing

and Development (4/2/25)

sB 974-2

Eliminates design standards, parking requirements, and landscaping

requlrementsfordevetopmenlsover20uhits. Putstimelimllson
englneering revlew, Allows cost recovery for detayed engineering permlts.

Requires cities to waive standards retated to building aesthetics and orientalion, parking, and landscaping for 20 or more units.

Specific timetines lor local governments to process final engineering ptans tor residential devetopments in a UGB (14 day completeness, 90'

day permit issuance, recovery ot engineeringand attorneyfees il de{ays}

l'4akes aLL "urban housing appLications" a limited land use decision. Delinition of urban housing application incLudes: quasi-judicial comp

plan amendments, variances, PLJDs, tand partitions and subdivisions, preliminary enginee.ing plans.

Takes effect in 91 days after end of legislataon session.

)esign standards for residentiat and mixed-use

Juildings woutd not be apptied lor devetopments of 20

lr more units. This inctudes Otd Town, Langer PuD,

Itc. Would atso remove parking and tandscaping

'equiremenls for deveLopments with 20 or more units.

/1,/aiverof standards lor devetopments over20 units

ruould likelV appty in Sheruood West. Unclearwhat

mpactadoptingaMasterPlanwould haveon

randatory comptiance.

Signilrcant impact on SheMood's engineering

depaftment as preliminary and final engineering review

is subject to strict review timetines. Increased lees

woutd tikeLy be required to pay fol additionat stalf or

consultants to meet timeline.

Hearing scheduled in Senate Committee on Housang

and Development (4/7/25)

sB 6-1
Requires middte and slngte-famlty housing bultdlng pelmlt apptications to

be issued within 45 days

RequiresbuiLdingdepartmentstoissuepermitslormiddteandsinglefamityresidenceswithin45daysofacompteleapplication.

Requires partner agencies and iurisdictions to complete their reviewwithin 10 days of a compLete apptication

lf the building depanment or partner agency faits to decide on the application within the time frame, the permit is automaticalty issued

Resadential permits coutd be automaiicalty issued for

'esidences which don't meet requirements for public

nlrastructure or building code standards

?esidentiat pe.mits could be automaticalty issued for

'esidences which don't meet requirements for public

nf rastructure or buiLding code standards

)otentiat for significant tiability for cities with buitding

rograms. Permits wouLd be automaticatty issued if

:he department does not act on an apptication within

:he timef rame atlowed.

)ermils could be issued for homes lhat do not meet

rinimum salety requirements. The biLt does not

rddress if contractor is stilt.equired to buitd to code, il

nspectors can lail based on non-comptiance, and/or

ilho is responsibtefordamages ifa unsafe home is

!old and occupied.

l,/ork Session scheduLed in Senale Committee on

lousing and DeveLopmeft l4ll l25l

H82738-2
covernor Kotek's Housing Blll. Proposes changes to middle housing

regulations, procedures, and lnlrastructure requiremenls lor cilies.

Changes detinition ol cottage cluster to include attached units in subgrouping of up to iour.

Cities cannot require existing units to be modified to meet siting and design standards for middle housing. SheMood curently requires

conformance to residential design standards when the project adds 5070 or more of area to a buitding etevation facing the street.

Cities cannot require a Transportation lmpact Analysis or require olf-site improvements for middle housing developments 12 units and under

Altows additionat middte housing units on a site when alfordabitity or accessibte ownership requirements are met

Voids CC&Rs lhat prohibil middte housrng.

Prohibits cities lrom adopting tand use regutations that decrease the overat[ allowable or required density, or that timit housing types that

wouLd reduceallowedor required den5ity. Example regutations inctude density, ftoorarea ratio, buildingheight, lotsize, setbacks, etc.

Attows submission of apptications for a middte housing land division to be at the same time as the submission of building permits.

Provides for new Land use teview deadtines for affordable housing (100 days) and expedited Land divisions {63 days).

Removes abiLity for public to appeal expedated tand divisions.

Directs LCDC to undertake ruLe making that prohibit or restrict siting and design standards that prevent or discourage middte housing

SheMood would be prohibited lrom updating zoning

and development standards that decrease atlowable

or required density {i.e. increase to minimum lot sizes,

ncreases to setbacks, decreases in buiLding height,

etc.)

As padofa redevelopment projects, up to 12 unils of

middle housingcan be constructed without a

Transportation lmpact Analysis and wilhout olf -site

improvements

Existing siting and design standards (i.e. residential

design standards) could be impacted il determined to
prevent or discourage middle housing

Cottage cluster zones coutd now inctude attached

cottage ctusters.

Could achieve increase density lor middte housing

lhat meets affordability requirements. Unclear how

this would be apptied in a Master Planned Community

New LCDC rutes could reskict certain siting and

design standards for middte housing, ancluding {or

middte housing in Master Planned Communities

Expedited review timetines woutd tikety result in

ncreased fees forthose types of appLications to

ensufe compliance

[Vork session scheduled in House Committee on

Higher Education and Workforce Devetopment

l4t8t25l

Hg22sA

Governor Kotek's OR Homes Blll, Would devetop pre-approved bulldlng
ptans and land use regulations lorautomatic approvatat the tocaI level

for housing devetopments up to 12 unlts.

)rovides LCDC the authority to adopt rules requiring Local governments to approve specified residentiat developments on quatifying tots or

laacets, notwithstanding existing comprehensive ptans or tand use legutations.

ipecific standards for minimum lloor area ratios and dwelting units per acle are outlined for each housingtype. LCDC may set conditions

'etated to permit costs, impact analyses on pubtic utilities or transportation, design standards, and land use limitations.

Ihe Depaftment of Consumer and Business Seruices (DCBS) may estabLish processes for applicants to receive buitding consiruction plan

lpprovals, potentiaLty utiLizing typical drawings and specifications created by the deparlment.

SheMoodcoutdsee newhousingconstluctionof up

to 12 units that does not meet the City's residentiat

design standards, tree code, elc.

The state coutd atso place timits on infraskucture

analysrs and requirements lor housingthat is

const.ucted pursuant to the bill

Regutations would tikety an SheMood West. unciear

how regulations would be appLied as part of f.4aster

Planned Community.

LCDC could timit permit fees and anfrastructure

requirements lor housing that is ploposed pursuant to

this biLt

Work session scheduled in House Committee on

Housing and Hometessness {4/7/25)

HB 3031 Woutd estabtlsh a Houslng lntrastructute Financlhg Program
Fundingfoltransponation,water,wastewater,andstormwaterfor[ocatjurisdictions.RequiredtoseruedevelopmentsollTunitsormore
Der acre and meet alfordability requirements. 25% of funds to support jurisdictions with (ess than 30,000 residents.

Coutd providelundinglorhighdensityand mixed'use

devetopments that achieve 17 units per acre

Could p.ovide funding for high density and mixed-use

deveLopments that achieve 17 units per acre

Limited impact on staffing. cou{d provide lunding for

infiastructure and decrease need for SDCs or other Referred to Ways and 14eans. No meetings scheduled.
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sB 974-2
Eliminates design standards, parking requirements, and landscaping

requirements for developments over 20 units. Puts time limits on

engineering review. Allows cost recovery for delayed engineering

permits.

Long Description

Requires cities to waive standards related to building aesthetics and orientation, parking, and

landscapingfor 2O or more units.

Specific timelines for local governments to process final engineering plans for residential
developments in a UGB (14 day completeness, 90-day permit issuance, recovery of engineering
and attorney fees if delays)

Makes all "urban housing applications" a limited land use decision. Definition of urban housing

application includes: quasi-judicial comp plan amendments, variances, PUDs, land partitions

and subdivisions, preliminary engineering plans.

Takes effect in 9L days after end of legislation session

lmpact on Existing City Limits

Design standards for residential and mixed-use buildings would not be applied for
developments of 20 or more units. This includes Old Town, Langer PUD, etc. Would also remove
parking and landscaping requirements for developments with 20 or more units.

lmpact on Sherwood West

Waiver of standards for developments over 20 units would likely apply in Sherwood West.

Unclear what impact adopting a Master Plan would have on mandatory compliance.

lmpact on Staffing and Budget

Significant impact on Sherwood's engineering department as preliminary and final engineering
review is subject to strict review timelines. lncreased fees would likely be required to pay for
additional staff or consultants to meet timeline.

Bill Status

Hearing scheduled in Senate Committee on Housing and Development (4/7/25ll



sB 5-1
Requires middle and single-family housing building permit
applications to be issued within 45 days

Long Description
Requires building departments to issue permits for middle and single family residences within
45 days of a complete application.

Requires partner agencies and jurisdictions to complete their review within L0 days of a

complete application.

lf the building department or partner agency fails to decide on the application within the time
frame, the permit is automatically issued

lmpact on Existing City Limits
Residential permits could be automatically issued for residences which don't meet
requirements for public infrastructure or building code standards

lmpact on Sherwood West

Residential permits could be automatically issued for residences which don't meet
requirements for public infrastructure or building code standards

lmpact on Staffing and Budget

Potential for significant liability for cities with building programs. Permits would be

automatically issued if the department does not act on an application within the timeframe
allowed.

Permits could be issued for homes that do not meet minimum safety requirements. The bill

does not address if contractor is still required to build to code, if inspectors can fail based on

non-compliance, and/or who is responsible for damages if a unsafe home is sold and occupied

Bill Status

Work Session scheduled in Senate Committee on Housing and Development (4/7/251



HB 2t38-2
Governor Kotek's Housing Bill. Proposes changes to middle housing

regulations, procedures, and infrastructure requirements for cities.

Long Description

Changes definition of cottage cluster to include attached units in subgrouping of up to four

Cities cannot require existing units to be modified to meet siting and design standards for
middle housing. Sherwood currently requires conformance to residential design standards

when the project adds 50% or more of area to a building elevation facing the street.

Cities cannot require a Transportation lmpact Analysis or require off-site improvements for
middle housing developments L2 units and under

Allows additional middle housing units on a site when affordability or accessible ownership

requirements are met

Allows submission of applications for a middle housing land division to be at the same time as

the submission of building permits.

Directs LCDC to undertake rule making that prohibit or restrict siting and design standards that
prevent or discourage middle housing and permissible discretionary criteria applied by local

governments in evaluating housing

lmpact on Existing City Limits

Sherwood would be prohibited from updating zoning and development standards that decrease

allowable or required density (i.e. increase to minimum lot sizes, increases to setbacks,

decreases in building height, etc.)

As part of a redevelopment projects, up to 12 units of middle housing can be constructed

without a Transportation lmpact Analysis and without off-site improvements

Existing siting and design standards (i.e. residential design standards) could be impacted if
determined to prevent or discourage middle housing

lmpact on Sherwood West

Cottage cluster zones could now include attached cottage clusters.

Could achieve increase density for middle housing that meets affordability requirements.

Unclear how this would be applied in a Master Planned Community



New LCDC rules could restrict certain siting and design standards for middle housing, including

for middle housing in Master Planned Communities

lmpact on Staffing and Budget

Expedited review timelines would likely result in increased fees for those types of applications
to ensure compliance

BillStatus
Work session scheduled in House Committee on Higher Education and Workforce Development

14/8/2s)

HB 2258



Governor Kotek's OR Homes Bill. Would develop pre-approved

building plans and land use regulations for automatic approval at the
local level for housing developments up to L2 units.

Long Description

Provides LCDC the authority to adopt rules requiring local governments to approve specified

residential developments on qualifying lots or parcels, notwithstanding existing comprehensive

plans or land use regulations.

Specific standards for minimum floor area ratios and dwelling units per acre are outlined for
each housing type. LCDC may set conditions related to permit costs, impact analyses on public

utilities or transportation, design standards, and land use limitations.

The Department of Consumer and Business Services (DCBS) may establish processes for
applicants to receive building construction plan approvals, potentially utilizing typical drawings

and specifications created by the department.

lmpact on Existing City Limits

Sherwood could see new housing construction of up to 12 units that does not meet the City's

residential design standards, tree code, etc.

The state could also place limits on infrastructure analysis and requirements for housing that is

constructed pursuant to the bill

lmpact on Sherwood West

Regulations would likely in Sherwood West. Unclear how regulations would be applied as part

of Master Planned Community.

lmpact on Staffing and Budget

LCDC could limit permit fees and infrastructure requirements for housing that is proposed

pursuant to this bill

BillStatus
Work session scheduled in House Committee on Housing and Homelessness (4/7/25l'

HB 3031



Would establish a Housing lnfrastructure Financing Program

Long Description
Funding for transportation, water, wastewater, and stormwater for local jurisdictions. Required

to serve developments of 17 units or more per acre and meet affordability requirem ents.25%
of funds to support jurisdictions with less than 30,000 residents.

lmpact on Existing City Limits

Could provide funding for high density and mixed-use developments that achieve 17 units per

acre

lmpact on Sherwood West

Could provide funding for high density and mixed-use developments that achieve 17 units per

acre

lmpact on Staffing and Budget

Limited impact on staffing. Could provide funding for infrastructure and decrease need for SDCs

or other fees

Bill Status
Referred to Ways and Means. No meetings scheduled.
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BACKGROUND

Purpose of Work Session
. lnform Sherwood City Council and residents of proposed legislation
. Discuss impacts to existing city limits and Sherwood West
. Determine next steps

2025 Legislative Ca lendar Housing Bills

SB 974
SB6
HB 2138
HB 2258
HB 3031

. January21

. March 28

. April9

. May 23

. June 29

Bills are being amended frequently, presentation prepared on March 3A

Focus on most impactful bills

Session Starts
Work Session deadline
First Chamber deadline
Second Chamber deadline
Session Ends

a

a

a



2025 FIOUSING BILLS

Senate Bll974-2

Requires cities to waive standards related to building design and orientation, parking, and landscaping

for 20 or more units*

Specific timelines for cities to process final engineering plans for housing developments (14 day

completeness, 90-day permit issuance, recovery of engineering and attorney fees if delays)

Makes all "urban housing applications" a limited land use decision. Definition of urban housing

application includes: quasi-judicial comp plan amendments, variances, PUDs, land partitions and

subdivisions, preliminary engineering plans*

Takes effect in 91 days after end of legislation session

a

a

a

*lmplications for Master Planning unclear

lmpact

Yes

Yes

Yes

Planning Area

Existing City Limits

Sherwood West

Staffing and Budget



2025 HOUSING BILLS

senate Blll6-1

Requires building departments to issue permits for middle- and single-family residences within 45 days

of a eornplete application

Requil.es partner agencies and jurisdictions to complete their review within 10 days of a complete
application

lf the building department or partner agency fails to decide on the application within the time frame,
the permit is automatically issued. Fotential for stgnificant li.ability for cities

a

I

a



2025 HOUSING BILLS

House Bill 2138-2

Changes definition of cottage cluster to include attached units in subgrouping of up to four*

Cities cannot require a Transportation lmpact Analysis or require off-site improvements for middle

housing developments l-2 units and under

Allows additional middle housing units on a site when affordability or accessible ownership
requirements are metx

Directs LCDC to undertake rule making that prohibit or
restrict siting and design standards that prevent or
discourage middle housing and permissible discretionary
criteria applied by local governments in evaluating housing

*lmplications for Master Planning unclear

a

a

lmpact

Yes

Yes

Yes

Planning Area

Existing City Limits

Sherwood West

Staffing and Budget



20:25 HOUSING BILLS

House Bill 225S

. Allows LCDC to adopt rules requiring local governments to approve specified residential developments
on qualifying lots or parcelq notwithstanding existing comprehensive plans or land use regulations (i.e.

design standards, tree code, parking requirements)*

LCDC may set conditions related to permit costs, impact analyses on public utiJities or transportation,
design standar:ds, and land use limitations*

*lmplieatians far Master Planntng unclear

a



zfi 5 HOUSING BITIS

l.{ouse 8ill3031

. Funding for transBoftgtion, Watef, wastewater, and storrnwater for lrocaljuris.dietions.

. Re,suired'to serve devef optn,entg of 17 units sr more per acre and me,et affordability requineme,nts,

t 75Va of funds to support jurisdictions with less than 30,000 residents.



DISCUSSION AND NEXT STEPS

Discussion
. lmpacts on existing city limits
. lmpacts on Sherwood West zones (i,e. cottage cluster) and Master Planning
. lmpacts on budget and staffing

Next Steps
. Staffto continue monitoring legislation
. Work with League of Oregon Cities to advocate for Sherwood
. Work with Metro Mayors' Consortium to advocate for Sherwood and region
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City of Sfrerwood

ProposedAmendments to
S freru) oods Municipa I Codes
Concerning ParQing and
Toaning of Motor Vefrictes.

O OV Sebastian Tapia, Interim City Attorney

O.f. ot Z-02-1
Date
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Vefricte Retease and Hearing Process

City's notice requirement s
(amendeO

Must include current location
date/time of tovu violated
ordinance, storage location,
towing/storage charges, lien
information, sale possibility, hearing
rights, and request timeframe.

If owner information is unavailable,
the city must make reasonable
effortsto provide notice, includin g
posting in the area where the
vehicle was located and at least one
public location.

D r izt er's Re te ase Re quirement s
(amendeO

A removed vehicle may be held until

a person entitled to lawful

possession complies with release

conditions. The person must submit
proof of ownership or right to
possess the vehicle and sign a

receipt acknowledging their right to
a hearing.

Hearing Process (amende0

Interested parties may request a

hearing within five business days to
contest removal validity. The

municipal court must hold a hearing

within three business days of the

request. If removal is found invalid,

the vehicle must be immediately

released without charge.

6 Made with Gamma



Parding Restrictions

frtr $ F$
Time and Location (amende0

Unlawful to park beyond designated

time limits shown on official signs.

Time limits include aggregate time

within 3oo linear feet on the same side

of street during or in the same lot
within a z4-hour period.

Fee Scfredute (adde0

All civil violation fees are relocated to
the City's Fee Schedule

Pro fri 6ited Practice s (adde O

No parding in no-parEing zones,

whether permanent or temporary.

Immediate tow autfrorized
. when two or more municipal

iudgments are due and unpaid or
. when a parking violation lasts for

96 hours or longer

g Made with Gamma



Resolution 2025-019
Amend Fee Schedule Police
Servic€s, Parking Fees

Presented to Sherwood City Council April 1, 2025
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Summary of changes

. Coordinated with changes proposed
in Ordinance 2025-0A1

. Each violation now has an associated
fee

. Assigned administrative fees for
long-term offenders

. Assigned administrative fees for
repeat offenders

. Updated fees for public records
requests

2



B. vehlch hpound Fe.

Wheteas, stdte low ond SheNood municipol cade chapterc 8.U and 10.08 authoilze police officets to impou0d vehi(les undet specilic circumttonces.

Polkeimpoundedvehiclefees 5125 pervehicle

C, Pa*lnB Violatlon fee
Abandoned vehi(le

Stored vehicle

Haza(dous vehicle

Prohibited display

Parking time limit
No parking zone

Parking re5triction on certain types of vehirler
Method of parking

Long-term violatior per SMC 1O.08.090(AX2)

Long"teiln violation per SMC 10.08.09qAX3)

Long-term violation per SMc 10.08.090(4)(4)

Reoccurring offenses per SMc 10.08.090(8)

D. Mhccllan€out Polh. fc.t

9s0

5so

5250

5so

$so

s1o0

s10o

5s0

s250

ssoo

ss00

$s00

Staff hourly rate

Staif hourly rate

528.61 per card

517.16 per request

StJff hourly rJte

Staff hourly rate

Statf hourly rate

sEcnoN 3

POIICE

Axon Photo Retrieval

Copies of digital photographVphoto files

Fingerprinting*

Rsords/gackground checks*

Roeluton 2025-019 EXh A
ADril 1 2025, Paqs 1 of 1

A Pollco R€portr
Copies of report

Audio recordings

Polke video
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1. CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Rosener called the meeting to order at 5:30 pm

2. COUNCIL PRESENT: Mayor Tim Rosener, Council President Kim Young, Councilors Taylor Giles, Renee

Brouse, Keith Mays, Doug Scott and Dan Standke.

3. STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Craig Sheldon, Assistant City Manager Kristen Switzer, lnterim City

Attorney Sebastian Tapia, lT Director Brad Crawford, lT Manager Richard McCord, Police Chief Ty Hanlon,

Community Development Director Eric Rutledge, Economic Development Manager Erik Adair, HR Director

Lydia McEvoy, lnterim Public Works Director Rich Sattler, City Engineer Jason Waters, Finance Director

David Bodway, and City Recorder Sylvia Murphy.

4. TOPIGS:

A. Tannery Site Cleanup Project Update

City Engineer Jason Waters presented a PowerPoint presentation (see record, Exhibit A) and stated in
addition to providing the Councilwith an update, the meeting also served as a public meeting for community

involvement planning. Jason stated that several projects were included in the cleanup project, to include

information on a sewer project, a regional storm facility street improvement and site preparation. He stated

staff were working with the EPA (Environmental Protection Agency) to see if the city could include some of

the other projects with the cleanup. John Kuiper with WSP Consulting referred to page one of the exhibit and

identified the locations of the wastewater lagoons, wetlands and Rock Creek. He showed the location of the

former Frontier Leather Tannery site and the split hide landfill. He stated that the cleanup included metals,

hides contaminated with chromium and lead that were buried on site and stated there were wastewater

treatment lagoons that have contaminated sediments. He stated at the site outside of the berms there were

breaches that made it into the Rock Creek floodplain. He said there are approximately 30,000 cubic yards of

contaminated hides, soil, and sediment that needed to be hauled away. John confirmed the treatment

lagoons were created by Frontier Leather and were not city facilities. Councilor Mays asked if the lead was

from the lead recycling battery plant and John stated that was not an issue and this was chromium and hides

and they were not a human health risk they were eco risks. John explained community involvement and

stated that part of what needs to be done is part of the EPA grant and having a community involvement plan

and that is what has perpetrated this and stated the EPA approved the community involvement plan. He

explained the CIP priorities on page 2. He stated the community involvement plan was available on

SharePoint and explained Priority Actions through social media, the city's website, flyers, work sessions,

direct community activities, and community partner engagement. He explained the timeline on page 3. Mayor

Rosener asked regarding the future public works facility and the city's public outreach efforts, and if this

City Council Minutes
April 1,2O25
Page '1 of 10



information would be included. John confirmed. John explained the information on page 4 and stated that

the tannery cleanup was one of six projects in the area that shared a nexus and said cleanup of the tannery

is key to allowing the other projects to move forward. City Engineer Waters reminded that the city received

an EPA grant in 2017 lhat had community involvement and visioning and said this project included visioning

for the public works facility. He stated the listed projects overlapped with the cleanup site therefore you

couldn't complete them without the cleanup. Mr. Waters referred to the project list on page 4 and explained

their disposition. He stated that staff was hoping to complete the Oregon Street lmprovements, the Regional

Stormwater Facility and the CWS (Clean Water Services) Sewer line project with the cleanup project. Mr.

Waters referred to the map on page 5 and identified the site for the future public works facility, Oregon Street

improvement location and the locations of the swales for storm treatment, a potential regional facility that

could be a natural stream or have the look of a natural facility and not a fenced swale. He identified the

current location of the CWS Sanitary Sewer line and the relocation area and said staff would be looking at

an access road over the line and potentially a trail. Councilor Mays asked regarding the depth of the line and

Mr. Waters replied deep but accessible and indicated 1-2 manholes could be 25 feet deep and the others

around 10 feet deep. Councilor Mays asked regarding powerlines and Mr. Waters confirmed the location of

an overhead powerline and indicated other lines would be underground and said staff was working with PGE

and considering the environmentally sensitive areas. Councilor Giles asked regarding a path and connectivity

and Mr. Waters said there were challenges but it was being investigated. John addressed Cleanup Steps

and Timeframe on page 6 and said they have met with DEQ and the EPA and everyone is on the same page.

He said the community involvement plan was complete and this was part of that process. He stated they

were required to put together a Sampling and an Analysis Plan for PFAS and said sampling will be provided

by the end of this month. He stated they were getting an archeology firm under contract as required to allow

for monitoring and this should happen by the end of the month. He explained next steps of getting a remedial

action plan together, project design, and various permits and following this work would be bid documents

and contractor selection shortly after 2026. He said they hoped to be doing the excavation of the

contaminated media by summer of 2026 and stated that dumping drier soil was a cost savings. He stated

the next steps were site restoration, planning and community outreach. Mr. Waters added that they are

working very closely with the Rock Creek Phase B Team and they will be participating in meetings with CWS.

Mr. Waters spoke of overlapping projects to allow for efficiencies. John referred to page 7 and stated the

green areas on the map were areas that will be excavated and said after soil sampling is done, the map will

be refined. He said the green areas are the upland areas with mostly hides and the blue areas on the map

identify the contaminated sediment areas. Mr. Waters added that it will be an irritative process with permitting

and said DSL (Department of State Lands) will have a lot of say about the mitigation and the final look. He

said staff will be coming back to the council on a quarterly basis with updates on the project. Councilor Giles

asked regarding the site of the future public works facility and Mr. Waters said the site is about 10 acres, and

said that DSL could identify a different developable site. Council President Young commented regarding

conversations in past years about a partial or full cleanup and Mr. Waters replied a full cleanup will be done

as the grant amount of $5 million allowed for it. City Manager Sheldon commented regarding the sewer line

and having four years with the grant and potentially having to dig twice. Councilor Standke asked where the

dirt was going, and Mr. Waters replied to the Hillsboro landfill and possibly other landfills. John added unless

we find surprises in the soil, it will go to the Hillsboro landfill. Mayor Rosener thanked the presenters and

addressed the next agenda item.

B. Sherwood Chamber of Commerce - 2025 Business Plan

Farrah Burke Sherwood Chamber CEO/Executive Director and Chamber Board Member Martin Rakers

presented a PowerPoint presentation (see record, Exhibit B). Ms. Burke recapped what the Chamber does
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and briefly identified the Board members. She explained the work that is being done of rebuilding and visiting

neighboring chambers, looking at best practices and reenvisioning the chamber concept. She stated she

feels Sherwood's chamber has a solid foundation with the community. She recapped 2025 Goals of

consistent and smooth networking, marketing, communications and events, continuing to operationally uplift

and modernize the chamber and partner with the city on economic development. She highlighted

achievements that included more engagement in marketing efforts, conducting two networking events per

month that indicates growth in attendance, and an increase in membership which was now 167 members.

She commented regarding the chamber's current efforts of operational uplift and reducing monthly expenses,

looking at daily office space rentals and looking at a move to the downtown area, cloud based management

of documents and they will be launching a new website soon and said they have created two new committees

for membership and events. She recapped the success of award luncheons, which was a change from the

previous evening galas. She stated she received a lot of feedback from their membership which helped

determine the changes. She recapped the 2025 Roadmap and upcoming events to include the launch of a

new Cruisin' site, the launch of a new Chamber website, the Gold Tournament and the annual Chamber

Directory. She stated she was scheduling and planning for the calendar year events, ribbon cuttings and

reopening's. She informed of two upcoming new businesses, Studson and The Hot Spot. She recapped their

work on the new Chamber website and recapped Chamber involvement points to include the Shenruood

Visitors Center and the benefits of the Center; visiting Chambers within the Washington County area and

beyond to research best practices; working on the Chamber Directory; connecting the High School to

community professionals and job shadowing to include bringing professionals into the High School;

connecting with Shenryood Main Street Association and the Robin Hood Festival Association working towards

improvements; revitalization of Old Town; attending Shenivood City Council meetings; connecting new

businesses to location opportunities and connecting them to City processes. She recapped their finances for

2024 and spoke of opportunities for other revenue and stated many Chambers have alternative revenue

streams that are not based on membership or events and said they are working on figuring this out. She

provided examples of having multiple magazines and not just a directory, conducting travel trips, conducting

Leadership Universities and said some Chambers were subsidized by their city. Council asked if the

membership was tiered based on company size and Farrah confirmed and provided an example of the City

of Tualatin's tiered membership and explained an opportunity with Shenrvood for an automatic membership

for a certain fee. Brief discussion occurred regarding the values of Chamber membership. Farrah spoke on

the multi-chamber events which occur quarterly. Farrah recapped Chamber CEO salary and benefit

information and their goalto reach an annual salary of $75,000 by 2025 year's end. She recapped their ask

of TLT (Transient Lodging Tax) fundingfor2025; CEP (Community Enhancement Program) Grant application

for Cruisin'; and city representation on their Board as they believe the city's input would be valuable. She

recapped Fall 2025-2026 to include more diversified membership, having Ambassadors; membership

software; Board recruitment for 2026; and alternate revenue sources. Council members expressed their

appreciation for the information and transparency. Councilor Giles commented regarding additional signage

during Cruisin' promoting local businesses and Farrah confirmed that conversations were being had and

shared other ideas they were exploring and discussion occurred. Council comments were received regarding

economic development and the opportunity to work with the city's Economic Development Manager. The

Council thanked the Chamber for their presentation and Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item.

C. Housing Bill Updates

Mayor Rosener commented regarding the long session currently occurring in Salem and said the legislature

was very busy working on about 5000 bills and commented regarding the city's preemption and local control

of housing and land use. He stated the city is paying close attention to these and partnering with the League
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of Oregon Cities and metropolitan mayors on the issues. He stated Community Development Director Eric

Rutledge was doing an amazing job gathering information and helping with analyzing the bills, gathering

feedback and getting back to the city's lobbyist, the LOC and the MMC. Community Development Director

Eric Rutledge provided the council with materials (see record, Exhibit C) and presented a PowerPoint (see

record, Exhibit D). Eric recapped the purpose of the work session was to inform the council and the residents

of what's happening, discuss the impacts to existing city limits and neighborhoods and the city's planning

areas, mainly Shenruood West, and discuss next steps and any actions the city can take. Eric stated the

legislature was about halfway through the session and said there was a deadline and explained the 2025

Legislative Calendar with the session ending on June 29,2025. Eric stated he would recap five bills today

and said four will go in the direction of less local and being a rule in nature and the other was more of a tool.

Eric stated the bills he will speak on will be the most impactful and there are others that staff will continue to

track. Eric added that bills were changing quickly and today's presentation reflected the most current. Eric

stated he is presenting information with staff's read of the bills and said we are not the authors. Eric

addressed Senate Bil 974 and said there was an LOC meeting and the Home Builder's Association of

Oregon was pushing for this bill and said it as a concern for us. He said it would require cities to waive

standards for building design and orientation parking and landscaping for any housing development with 20

or more units. He said this is not density, it's units, and rolling back the standards that we have adopted.

Comments were received regarding the 20 units and Eric stated any property of significant size or a

multifamily property is going to reach 20 units very quickly. Council comments were received that it's unusual

to get less than 20 units and this would include setbacks, and design standard materials. Eric confirmed

there was another billthat impacted setbacks and said this one is building design and orientation, and Mayor

Rosener added it included parking and parking landscaping. Eric continued and said the billwould set limits

for the first time on the amount of time engineering has for their plan review. He explained that it would

require quickly going through planning and getting land use review and then concurrently going through

building and engineering review. He said currently there are no limits on engineering review, and this would

set very quick limits. He explained the impacts to the city on page 3 of exhibit D as impacts to the city limits,

impacts to Sheruvood West and impacts to staffing and budget. He stated the engineering department will be

looking at increased fees to make sure we get through these. Comments were received with an example of
prior development and the developers approach and the potential for staff denial. Discussion followed

reflecting on prior development and the tools staff has today within the city's fee schedule to charge for

services. Eric stated the other concerning part of this bill is that it changed the definition for housing

applications under the land use system and made anything related to housing, most applications related to

housing and urban housing applications, a limited land use decision. He explained that means that there are

limits on public input, public notice, the number of hearings that can be held, etc., it's basically an expedited

land use review. Eric added that limited land use is typically a staff decision and not a hearings officer

decision. He stated he was concerned that it would redefine PUDs (Planned Unit Developments) as a limited

land use decision and stated his understanding is that a limited land use decision can only have one public

hearing and that included in a potential appeal. He said it's not wise to have your hearing not be the appeal,

we would want that to go before the Council, therefore the PUDs would have to be approved by staff with

one public hearing. He stated this is a limited land use decision and there are some current applications that

are limited land use decisions. Eric further clarified that some comprehensive plan amendments would also

be a limited land use decision. Councilor Mays stated the nature of a PUD is that you get to write your own

rules and commented regarding the state changing the standards. Eric confirmed this would bring PUDs into

the limited land use decision process. Eric stated with all the reduced timeline provisions that are in multiple

bills, we would either need to increase our fees, increase staff to be able to meet the deadlines or we use

the staffing we have and be pressured, and it would fall to the consultants to get it right so that we can

approve. Council discussion followed with the effects of this including bypassing the planning commission as
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a decision will be appealed to the Council. Councilor Scott added that this will significantly decrease public

input of the entire process and comments were received regarding decreasing the need for the planning

commission. Eric added that many state bills since 2019 have been going in this direction with less discretion

by the city and less public involvement. Mayor Rosener added that the impacts on master planning are

unclear and said there is nothing here that exempts master planning. He said that once a bill gets to DLCD

they will write regulations that will probably address that, and we will have no idea of what those would look

like. Eric added that this concerns him as the implementor as it takes effect 91 days after the legislative

session ends and there will be no time to do a legislative amendment for us to adopt the changes. Council

members expressed concern, and Eric stated the bill is still alive and suggested we lean on our lobbyist.

Mayor Rosener added that the city has come out against this as has the MMC. Council discussion followed.

Eric addressed Senate Bill 6-1 and said the "dash 1" is an amendment and said this bill is going afterthe
building program, and not planning or land use, and would require building departments to issue permits for

middle-family and single-family residents within 45 days of a completed application. He stated Shenruood's

building department is on average at about 21 days to issue a permit. He stated it would require partner

agencies, if they are commenting, to complete their reviewwithin 10 days, and said the really concerning

part is, if the building department or partnering agency fail to make decision within that timeframe the permit

is automatically approved. He added that in the dash 1 amendment there was nothing that would clarify or

demonstrate where responsibility laid, with the jurisdiction or with the builder. Council comments were

received regarding concerns over the application not meeting the code. Eric added concerns with who has

the liability, the builder, the city? He further expressed the worst-case scenario of the homeowner acquiring

a loan for the home that now doesn't meet code. Councilor Young asked regarding the inspection process

and capturing code issues through inspections. Eric stated if the plan is approved without meeting the code

and the inspector catches that, that it continued to occupancy without meeting the code. Council discussion

followed. Eric addressed House Bill 2138-2 and said this is the middle-housing billthat was last updated this

afternoon and said it has been significantly scaled down since its release. He said the list is non inclusive

and the bill would change the definition of a cottage cluster to include attached units, and currently cottage

clusters are only detached. Eric said it would allow row-homes but would still require them to be small units.

He added that they could be one and one-half stories. Eric added that it would not allow cities to require

transportation impact analysis or offsite improvements for middle-housing developments under 12 units. He

said that would apply to infill and redevelopment only. He said it would allow additional housing units on a

site where affordability or accessible ownership requirements are met. He said our code currently states we

are to have density limits on a site, but if the builder is able to deliver an affordable unit at a certain metric or

an accessible unit, meaning ground-floor ADA, then those would be bonuses that are not part of that. Eric

added that the bill is catered towards middle housing. He said another concern is that the bill would direct

LCDC to undertake rule making that prohibits or restricts siting and design standards that prevent or

discourage middle housing. Eric reminded the council of the city's middle housing regulations and

"reasonable" siting and design standards and said this would give LCDC the authority to say something is

not "reasonable". Eric added that there is also a provision that directs LCDC to review what is permissible

discretionary criteria, which would play into the PUDs. Eric stated that currently, a developer can do a clear

and objective path, meaning that our code is clear and objective or they can do the discretionary path, which

is the PUDs. He said this would allow LCDC to determine what type of discretionary authority a city would

have. Mayor Rosener commented regarding the improvements to this bill since its inception and said he still

does not like it but does give credit for working with cities on the refinement. He said he believes they are

trying to fix the problems that came from the variance bills from last year. Eric added, and HB 2001. Eric

addressed House Bil 2258 and said this is also a governor sponsored bill and said this would allow the state

to approve building plans, actual construction plans, and for those constructions plans on a specific lot, under

what circumstances they can be built. Basically, they are trying to get preapproved plans and preapproved
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sites. Eric confirmed this was for all types of homes. Eric stated this would supersede our design standards,

parking standards, tree removal, etc., it would supersede basically everything. Eric provided an example of

something being approved and said once approved it could be reproduced repeatedly, and the city would

have to approve. Mayor Rosener provided an example of a developer getting eight designs approved and

developing only those eight designs on a 200 acre site and the city would have little to no control. Council

discussion followed regarding designs and size of homes and Eric replied he thought it was for lots that were

up to 20,000 square feet. Mayor Rosener referred to conversations regarding "innovation zones" and

discussion followed regarding affordability. Councilor Brouse asked for clarification on

"LCDC may set conditions related to permit costs, impact analyses on public utilities or transportation, design

standards and land use limitations". Eric stated that LCDC can set how much the city can charge to permit a

home, and they can dictate what we can study in terms of the impact of that home on the public infrastructure,

and the design standards and other general land use. Eric added that this bill is interesting, and it could be

fairly minimal but he doesn't know how much it is used and the impact. He said it could have a significant

impact and provided the example of a developer platting a subdivision and creating lots that a home can go

on, in theory they replicate and our ability to bring in our own code and fees, we would not be able to. Council

comments were received regarding not knowing the impact on the city's utilities. Eric said we have a lot of

questions and asked at what point does this bill supersede our authority, is it only at the building permit phase

or at the land use phase. Eric stated worst case scenario, this would be applied at the land use phase, and

LCDC conditions related to permit costs, impacts on public facilities etc., applies at that stage. He said this

is most concerning and he does not know if this is the intent, but it's something the city needs to pay attention

too. Mayor Rosener added that the way it is written, LCDC can pretty much do what they want in terms of

impact analysis. Discussion followed. Eric addressed House Bill 3031 and said this is for funding of

infrastructure for housing, and it funds transportation, water, wastewater storm, and said there is a density

requirement. He said any of the funding he's seen in the last two years, there's always been a density

requirement and it's usually 17 units per acre. He said for Shenruood, that would make only our high-density

zone eligible. He said we are at 16lo 24 units per acre for high density, and meet affordability requirements.

Discussion occurred regarding affordability and Eric stated it's usually 120o/o of median family income for the

region. Council asked if this was a grant or application process and Eric stated it was a competitive program.

Mayor Rosner added that it would be a competitive program run by Business Oregon and they are allocating

$100 million from lottery funds. Eric concluded and said that 25o/o of funds were to support jurisdictions with

less than 30,000 residents. Discussion occurred regarding the 25o/o and not knowing specifically what the

parameters were. Council discussion occurred regarding the legislation that the state has passed and is

proposing and concerns with not allowing time to identify the impacts. Councilor Mays commented regarding

the impact to housing within the last ten years being short term rentals, such as Air BnB's and asked if Salem

has done anything to try and understand the number of units within the state and their locations. Council

discussion followed. Council President Young asked regarding the effects of this and Sherwood West and

Mayor Rosener replied it's a discussion we need to have. Eric stated in terms of the impact he believes the

city is taking the right approach of assuming there is not going to be a carve out for master planning for

Shenruood West. He said Sherwood West is going to be a new growth area and generally speaking if there

are exceptions, it will apply to existing and any new development. He said the master planning is an

interesting question and with 8H2001 middle housing and our approach in Sherwood West is going to be

very specific to some rule making that occurred after these bills are passed. He stated he recently spoke with

the city's land use attorney and said there is not a guarantee that there will be rule making for all of these

and said usually it's stated in the legislation that LCDC shall implement or undertake rule making that does

these things. He said for many of these bills that language is not there. Councilor Scott asked regarding the

appeal for Sherwood West and Eric stated we should hear back this month from DLCD on their position on

Metro's decision. Discussion followed. Mayor Rosener suggested having another work session to receive an
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update and a subsequent meeting after the legislative session closes. Councilor Scott asked if the city had

anything scheduled for Shenrvood West planning before the bills were determined. Eric replied that staff was

working on an IGA with Metro and an RFP for a consultant and our next step on Shenruood West was to
implement an IGA with Metro for a grant to go out for an RFP. Councilor Scott asked regarding the timing of

this work and suggested to not do anything until the bills are determined, followed by a Council meeting and

then determining next steps. Eric added he thinks in regard to the industrial lands, it will need to move quickly

after we figure out where this is, we can still do that.

5. ADJOURN

Mayor Rosener adjourned the work session at 7:08 pm and convened the regular session

REGULAR SESSION

1. CALL TO ORDER: Mayor Rosener called the meeting to order al7'.12 pm

2. COUNCIL PRESENT: Mayor Tim Rosener, Council President Kim Young, Councilors Taylor Giles, Renee

Brouse, Keith Mays, Doug Scott and Dan Standke.

3. STAFF PRESENT: City Manager Craig Sheldon, Assistant City Manager Kristen Switzer, lnterim City

Attorney Sebastian Tapia, lT Director Brad Crawford, lT Manager Richard McCord, Police Chief Ty Hanlon,

Community Development Director Eric Rutledge, Economic Development Manager Erik Adair, HR Director

Lydia McEvoy, lnterim Public Works Director Rich Sattler, Finance Director David Bodway, and City Recorder

Sylvia Murphy.

Mayor Rosener addressed approval of the agenda and asked for a motion.

4. APPROVAL OF AGENDA:

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR RENEE BROUSE TO ADOPT THE AGENDA, SECONDED BY COUNCIL
PRESIDENT KIM YOUNG. MOTION PASSED 7:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED lN FAVOR.

Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item and asked for a motion

5. CONSENTAGENDA

A. Approval of March 18,2025, City Gouncil Meeting Minutes
B. Resolution 2025-018, Authorizing the Gity Manager to execute a construction contract for the Edy

Road Grind and lnlay Project

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR RENEE BROUSE TO ADOPT THE CONSENT AGENDA, SECONDED BY
COUNCIL PRESIDENT KIM YOUNG. MOTION PASSED 7:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED lN

FAVOR.

Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item
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6. CITIZEN COMMENTS

Sherwood resident Nancy Taylor came fonruard and commented regarding Clean Water Services (CWS) and

their recent news coverage regarding their expenditures. She asked if the Council was sending a letter or

planned on meeting with CWS to ask them to conduct an audit and look at their rates. She referenced another
printed article and suggested the Council read it as well. Mayor Rosener commented regarding conversations

and an upcoming leadership meeting in Washington County as follow up to the CWS news.

Sherwood resident Sean Garland came fonruard and requested the Council put forward a proclamation

proclaiming June as Pride Month. He provided the Council with a list of neighboring and regional cities that

have proclaimed June as Pride month and urged the Council to do so. He stated the lack of a statement was

a statement within itself.

Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item

7. PRESENTATIONS

A. Arbor Day Proclamation

Mayor Rosener read the proclamation proclaiming April 25, 2025 as Arbor Day. Sherwood Volunteer

Coordinator Tammy Steffens came forward and stated the city will be partnering with a Sheruvood elementary

school to planttrees, approximately 100trees in a local swale. She stated the city also partnerswithAKS

Surveying and Forestry. She informed the Council as soon as a planting location was determined she would

let them know so that they can attend.

Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item, and the City Recorder read the public hearing statement.

8. PUBLIC HEARING

A. Ordinance 2025-001, Amending Sherwood Municipal Godes 8.04 and 10.08 and removing 9.60

regarding Ticketing and Towing Vehicles

lnterim City Attorney Sebastian Tapia recapped the staff report and provided a presentation (see record,

Exhibit E), and stated that the ordinance was a comprehensive review of the city's current municipal code,

specific to parking and towing, and some strategic changes and updates based on changes in law. Mr. Tapia

stated staff provided previous information and this presentation was only highlights of the public hearing

update that he previously provided. He stated one of the features of the changes is a requirement that

notifications to the registered owner, the driver of the vehicle, will get information of the vehicle's current

location and the date and time of the potential tow. He stated another change was the city is responsible for
making reasonable efforts to identify the owner of the vehicle. Mr. Tapia explained the driver's release

requirements and hearings process on page two of the exhibit. Mr. Tapia explained Parking Restrictions on

page three of the exhibit to include time and location. He referred to the Fee Schedule and said language

was removed from the Municipal Code and now resides in the Fee Schedule. He explained prohibited

practices and no parking in no-parking zones and explained when an immediate tow would be authorized.

Mayor Rosener informed the public that the Council had previously received the information resulting in a

brief presentation. Mayor Rosener asked for council questions, and none were received. Mayor Rosener

City Council Minutes
April 1,2025
Page 8 of 10



opened the public hearing to receive testimony, none were received and he closed the hearing. With no

further Council discussion, Mayor Rosener asked for a motion.

MOTION: FROM COUNCIL PRESIDENT KIM YOUNG TO READ CAPTION AND ADOPT ORDINANCE

2025.001 AMENDING SHERWOOD MUNICIPAL CODES 8.04 AND 10.08 AND REMOVING 9.60

REGARDING TICKETING AND TOWING VEHICLES, SECONDED BY GOUNCILOR RENEE BROUSE.

MOTION PASSED 7:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED lN FAVOR.

Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item

B. Resolution 2025-019 Amending section 3 of the City's Schedule of Fees for Parking Violations and

Police Services and establishing an effective date

lnterim City Attorney Tapia presented a PowerPoint (see record, Exhibit F) and stated he previously provided

the amendments in track changes and the presentation showed the final fees if the Council were to adopt.

Mr. Tapia recapped a summary of the amendments on page two of the presentation.

Council President Young and Councilor Giles asked for clarification regarding the language of "staff hourly

rate" and processing a records request. Mr. Tapia and the City Recorder provided an explanation of the city's

policy and processes. Mayor Rosener asked for other Council questions, with none received, he opened the

public hearing. No public comments were received, and Mayor Rosener closed the public hearing and the

following motion was stated.

MOTION: FROM COUNCILOR KEITH MAYS TO APPROVE RESOLUTION 2025-019, SECONDED BY

COUNCILOR RENEE BROUSE. MOTION PASSED 7:0, ALL PRESENT MEMBERS VOTED lN FAVOR.

Mayor Rosener addressed the next agenda item

9. CITY MANAGER REPORT

City Manager Sheldon reported on the pedestrian bridge project. He thanked the HR Director for scheduling

staff training, a management training course that had not been done in nearly ten years. Council asked

questions regarding the type of training and Councilor Giles expressed support for future leadership training.

Councilor Standke asked regarding beaver dam removal at Stella Olsen Park. lnterim Public Works Director

Rich Sattler provided an explanation. Councilor Brouse asked regarding a leaning tree near a residential

area and Mr. Sattler provided information on the removal of the tree. Council President Young commented

regarding park restroom vandalization. Councilor Mays praised staff and the contractors for their work on the

pedestrian bridge project.

1 O. COUNCIL ANNOUNCEMENTS

Councilor Giles reported that there was not a recent planning commission meeting. Councilor Brouse wished

her daughter a happy birthday. Councilor Mays commented on project management and the Willamette

Supply Group and expressed dissatisfaction with their project managers. Councilor Scott wished his wife a

happy birthday and reported on an upcoming Parks and Recreation Advisory Board meeting and reported

on the Boards prior topic discussions. Councilor Standke reported on the Library Advisory Board meeting

and an upcoming library open house celebrating Library Week. He reported the time for the next regular
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Library Board meeting has changed due to the State of the City address scheduled on the same day. He

reported on the Sherwood School District Board meeting and their district transfers and stated there was a

vacant position on the board. He reported on a recent ride-along he did with the Shenvood Police department.

Council President Young reported on the recent work session and presentation from the Shenivood Chamber

of Commerce and informed of upcoming chamber events. Mayor Rosener reported on an upcoming trip to

Washington DC with City Manager Sheldon to try and secure funding for the city's sewer system. He reported

on the upcoming State of the City address scheduled forApril 16 and praised staff for their work on the

pedestrian bridge project. Councilor Standke reminded of the upcoming Trash Palooza event.

1 1. ADJOURN

Mayor Rosener adjourned the meeting at 7:50 pm

Attest:

Murphy, M Tim Rosen ayor
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