
CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT COMMITTEE (CIC) 
GRIEVANCE APPLICATION 

File Number:___________________________ 

Applicant(s): 

Applicant(s) Signature: __________________________________________________Date:_______________________ 

Applicant(s) Name Printed: __________________________________________________________________________ 

Mailing Address: ___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Phone: ___________________________________  Email: _________________________________________________ 

Representative(s): 

Representative(s) Signature: _________________________________________________Date:____________________ 

Representative (s) Name Printed: _____________________________________________________________________ 

Mailing Address: ___________________________________________________________________________________ 

Phone: __________________________________________  Email: __________________________________________ 
All signatures represented certify the information submitted is correct. 

Neighborhood Association Involvement 
Identify if the grievance is being filed on behalf of a neighborhood association or group. 

 No
 Yes     Identify Group: ________________________________________________________________

Party Being Grieved 
The task of the Grievance Committee is to study any grievances by those whom consider themselves adversely affected 
by the CIC or a neighborhood association.  Please indicate specifically all individuals or groups the grievance is being 
filed against.   

 The Citizen Involvement Committee
 Neighborhood Association: _____________________________________

Person(s)/Group(s): _______________________________________________________________________ 

Person(s)/Group(s): _______________________________________________________________________ 

Person(s)/Group(s): ________________________________________________________________________ 

PO Box 3040   | Oregon City OR 97045  
Ph (503) 722-3789 | Fax (503) 722-3880 

Citizen Involvement Committee 

/s/ Mark J. Matheson 11 - 8 - 2017

Mark J. Matheson

855 Molalla Ave Oregon City Or. 97045

503.953.0250 mark.matheson@drteamsint.com

X

X
X

Karen Morey
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Reason for the Grievance 
Identify the reason the Grievance is being filed. Please attach additional pages, if needed. 
 
 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

See attached file sent on 11-8-2016
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Request to Recuse CIC Members 
Any member who is a party to, or is directly impacted by, the grievance or the recommendation, must recuse 
themselves from being chosen for this committee. Please identify specific CIC members whom are requested to be 
recused. 
 
CIC Member: ______________________________________ 

Reason for Recusal: _______________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
CIC Member: ______________________________________ 

Reason for Recusal: _______________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

CIC Member: ______________________________________ 

Reason for Recusal: _______________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
CIC Member: ______________________________________ 

Reason for Recusal: _______________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

Evidence to Support the Grievance 
Any member who is a party to, or is directly impacted by, the grievance or the recommendation, must recuse 
themselves from being chosen for this committee. Please identify specific CIC members whom are requested to be 
recused. Please attach additional pages, if needed. 
 
Evidence: _____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Identify how this supports the grievance: _____________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

See attached files sent on 11-8-2017

Self-explanatory 
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Evidence: _____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Identify how this supports the grievance: _____________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Evidence: _____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Identify how this supports the grievance: _____________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Evidence: _____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Identify how this supports the grievance: _____________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

Evidence: _____________________________________________________________________________________ 

Identify how this supports the grievance: _____________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________ 

                 _______________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
Submittal Requirements: 
The following information is required to be submitted: 

� Completed grievance application form. 
� Supplemental information supporting the grievance. 
� If filed on behalf of a group, documentation showing the group supports the filing of the grievance. 

Applications will not be processed until complete. 
 

 
Grievance Process: 
Chapter 2.30.060.C.1  
Once a grievance request is filed, five (5) members from the Citizen Involvement Committee will be chosen at random to 
staff the Grievance Committee (GC).  Chapter 2.30.060.C.1 of the Oregon City Municipal Code directs the GC to 
recommend the parties seek to reconcile their differences through mediation prior to further review of the Grievance. If 
mediation fails, the GC and CIC are authorized to conduct meetings and hearings as may be necessary.  
 
In response to a request of either party to continue to process the grievance, the Grievance Committee will proceed as 
identified in Chapter 2.30.060 of the Oregon City Municipal Code. The grievance and all supporting materials and 
evidence submitted may be inspected at no charge and copies may be obtained at reasonable cost at the Planning 
Division office. Any interested party may testify at the hearing(s) or submit written comments to the Community 
Development Director on the grievance at or prior to the hearing until the Grievance Committee closes the record. The 
committee is to report its progress to the CIC at each CIC meeting. 
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Grievance Committee Meetings 
Until a recommendation of the Grievance Committee is made, the Grievance Committee will convene monthly, on the 
first Monday of each month (unless cancelled) at 5pm at City Hall in Commission Chambers. A majority of the committee 
members will constitute a quorum. The meeting will be open to the public and video recorded. At each meeting, the 
Grievance Committee Chair will follow Oregon City public meetings procedures and call for any ex-parte contacts, 
conflicts of interest or bias from the Grievance Committee. Testimony will be heard in the following order at each 
meeting while the record is open: 

• The person / group whom submitted the grievance shall be allotted a maximum of 15 minutes to identify and
explain the grievance and provide any other information. 

• The person / group named in the grievance shall be allotted a maximum of 15 minutes to speak about the
grievance. 

• Any member of the public in favor of the grievance shall be allotted a maximum of 3 minutes to speak about the
grievance. 

• Any member of the public in opposition of the grievance shall be allotted a maximum of 3 minutes to speak
about the grievance. 

• The person or group whom submitted the grievance will be allotted a maximum of 15 minutes for rebuttal.
• The person / group named in the grievance shall be allotted a maximum of 15 minutes for rebuttal.

The Grievance Committee is permitted to ask questions of those testifying once they have completed their testimony. 
The questions do not count against the time of the person testifying. 

Grievance Committee Recommendation 
After the testimony has concluded the Grievance Committee will close the hearing and deliberate on the matter. 
Committee action will be determined by a majority vote of those present and voting. Once a recommendation is made, 
the Grievance Committee shall write report identifying each grievance, a recommendation for each grievance and 
findings of why that recommendation is being made. The Grievance Committee will vote on a final report before 
submitting the recommendation to the CIC. 

CIC Final Recommendation  
The CIC will hear the recommendation and vote on a final decision. The CIC process will be limited to the information 
contained within the record from the Grievance Committee process. No new information may be submitted.  
The CIC will conduct hearings and accept testimony in the same process as identified above for the Grievance 
Committee. The CIC will provide a written decision with each grievance, a decision for each grievance and findings of 
why that decision is being made. This may include accepting the Grievance Committee recommendation or amending 
the recommendation as necessary. The CIC will vote on the final recommendation. The CIC decision will be mailed 
and/or emailed to all parties who have submitted a legible address. The CIC decision is final unless called up for review 
by the City Commission. The CIC decision may not be appealed to the City Commission. 



Complaint overview against Karin Morey 

Karin Morey replied incoherently to a post about the City of Oregon City settling an unlawful termination suit 
on the private social network gives cause for a supervisory review of her comments and to clarify what she 
meant by the following statements 

1. Spell my name right

2. Nextdoor is not approved as an official means of communication for any committee of the City.

3. This is a forum for citizens of Oregon City to share information and events as individuals

4. It is NOT a forum to post bias and grind your personal axe.

5. Take your diatribes elsewhere

6. Respect differing opinions and allow civil discourse of local issues without posting non-related links.

7. If you don't get your way, so sad

8. Most of us haven't at sometime in life

9. get on with it

10. pull up our britches and move forward

I am using a standard 4-part assessment tool to delineate the issue, provide information, recommendations 
and the benefits for doing so. 

Situation

By reviewing the item labeled Exhibit A in this document, we can only assume Karin Morey comments were 
directed towards me and not the post, or anything related to the City paying $658,000 for a wrongful 
termination case. It compelled her to inform people of a City policy guide that does not exist, and ironically 
reminding them of their constitutional rights. The fact that I initially made a minor mistake spelling her name 
in the first line in my post (Exhibit B) it does not explain the intensity of her remaining comments. It is the 
focus of why I am asking her peers to review the incident.   

In general Karin Morey spoke with some authority about officials protocols, as well as assuming a position as 
the content monitor for the City. Once she felt the obvious was corrected and defined the rules she attempted 
to infer there was vengeance within my comments without any content specificity, or what post triggered the 
reaction. This would be defined as the shiny objects to change the focus. 

Without a discussion, she tried to order me to take my comments somewhere else and added more restrictions 
on posting comments on everyone's behalf. In my view it would have helped if she clarified why she had the 
impression how I was not getting my way, and quantify the reference of being sad. The comment could have 
been taken as snarky, or about something serious. But at the end of the day it is another shiny object to 
change the focus and adds nothing of value other than trying to inflame someone to react. 

She felt embolden and secure enough from having to follow the same rules of conduct, hers or any other and 
launched into another round of publicly treating people like children and that she knows best. As narcissistic 
as the statements might have been, they trailed into incoherent references. Nonetheless the comment referring 
to that someone had their pants down makes no sense, but affirms there is undisclosed internal campaigning 
to block individuals from due process. Her reference to someone having problems getting over something, and 
without saying what it was underscores an underlying personal issue she may have. The moving forward 
comment would make more sense if we knew what we were moving forward from and underscores the fact 
that her point of view is what matters. 



Conflict 

The issue at hand goes to an equal application of City of Oregon City policies in concert with the State of 

Oregon revised statues, ethical code of conduct for officials, and legal proceedings. The public comment by 

Karin Morey in principle constitutes as sexual harassment and/or cyber bullying, which are both regulated 

actions and subject to being reviewed by her peers and oversight agencies. 

Karin Morey mocked the idea in the past that her longtime residency in Clackamas County, and the fact she was 

supervising parole officer for Clackamas County had any influence over the community. It was well document 

during the grievance proceedings, (Exhibit E) and other instances were Karin Morey inserted herself into 

conversations that brought attention to an individual and not the issue at hand. No one has to go any further than 

watching the CIC meeting from October 6, 2017 where Karin Morey could not help from inserting herself into a 

conversation. The video should show that while I was correcting the record, she was bombastically opposing 

my statements with body gestures and bursts of information that she had privilege to and I didn't.  

More specifically her visual discontent came while I was correcting Betty Mumm's testimony that characterized 

a group decision when in fact the decision was made unilaterally. What was clear was the issue did not involve 

her or her neighborhood and she was interfering with my obligation as the Vice Chair of the Barclay Hills 

Neighborhood Association. My role on the CIC does not takes precedence over my obligation to represent the 

truth or the members of the association. In less than a year I have personally noted 3 instances where Karin 

Morey position in the community, and as the Vice Chair of the Community Involvement Committee has 

adversely influenced an official outcome. 

The first (Exhibit C) is an audio file that can be presented where Karin Morey interrupted a Barclay Hills 

Neighborhood Association meeting interfering with its elections. More specifically, in the midst of a question to 

Betty Mumm during her election bid for the Chair position. Karin Morin shouted that the elections were not a 

debate when Mumm's conflict of interest created by being Dan Holladay's girlfriend and employer came into 

question. The outgoing Chair failed to monitor the meeting. The BHNA minutes (Exhibit D) of the meeting 

shows Dan Holladay moving the nomination forward after Thomas Batty the husband of Shelley Batty 

submitted Betty Mumm name as Chair. It needs to be noted that Thomas Batty and Shelley Batty were 

appointed to a number of City committees by Dan Holladay, and were actively promoting the Oregon City Trail 

Alliance and had applied for a grant from the City. 

Dan Holladay quickly moved to close the nominations  and Mike Acosta seconded the motion. It should be 

noted that Dan Holladay recommended Mike Acosta for a position on the Urban Renewal District without 

extending the courtesy to anyone else over the private social network. BHNA members can confirm that the 

meeting was high jacked, and Karin Morey commented with jubilation at the following CIC meeting on 

December 12, 2016 that there was more of them at the meeting than BHNA members.  

The second, (Exhibit E) will show that Karin Morey may see herself as trivial in the community as she stated 

in the grievance Miranda Sierra submitted to the CIC. Anyone reviewing the transcripts, audio/visuals files and 

documents can physically see her discontent towards people who don't share her personal point of view. It is 

reasonable to believe her previous position as a supervising parole officer with Clackamas County is 

contributing to a overly zealot approach and the entitlement to determine the constitutional rights of others.  

 

 

 



My observation from the grievance proceedings as the Vice Chair of Barclay Hills Neighborhood Association 

was that Ms. Sierra was justified in her concerns, and brought the issue to the appropriate oversight panel for a 

review. It was immediately met with distain by Karin Morey, the Vice Chair of the CIC, who also represents her 

neighborhood on the committee. More specifically she immediately emailed that she was not going to 

participate, which could not help from tainting the proceedings and influenced the grievance committee. What a 

review will not show is the fact that at the neighborhood meetings I attended during the proceedings, which 

included the Barclay Hills Neighborhood Association meetings, none of the CIC members notified their 

members of the grievance, as they were instructed to do as part of grievance process. Ultimately the collective 

actions of the CIC representatives robbed Ms. Sierra of due process.   

The grievance committee made only a cursorily reference to the social information portals the City identifies as 

important enough to include in the Community Involvement Committee and Neighborhood Association Public 

Involvement Plan. Ms. Sierra took the time to assemble a body of information for the grievance committee, but 

the Chair of the Grievance Committee kept the proceedings to the complaints relevance as it pertains to the 

Community Involvement Committee.  Their only non-binding conclusion was the compliant did not meet the 

level of concern to develop any recommendations, but an odd reference towards paying a salary to the Mayor. 

From my perspective the others principals in the grievance proceedings adhered to the formality of the 

proceedings. However Karin Morey had no hesitation vocalizing her anger to other CIC and NA members to the 

point that a couple of people came to her personal defense, It left the panel with the impression of a personal 

vengeance being waged against her. In fact the grievance was never personal in nature. It merely came down to 

her comments on the private social network and she happens to be the Vice Chair. It did influence Betty Mumm 

and Jesse Buss to provide opposing testimony. More to the point Betty Mumm was influenced enough to 

discriminately ignore Ms. Sierra's complaint as Chair of BHNA, and then turned around and spent the energy to 

testified against her. 

It takes an indescribable level of naiveté to believe that Karin Morey did not influence the proceedings from its 

intended purpose. Which among other things highlighted policy issues in a civil manner. It was seen as a 

vehicle for personally attacking the Chair and Vice Chair of the CIC. As strange as it may sound, the set of 

individuals, Betty Mumm, Karin Morey, Shelley Batty and a few others are at the center of this issue and were 

involved in high jacking the BHNA elections and influencing both proceedings to favor their positions. What 

was deplorable to watch was Betty Mumm and Shelley Batty keeping their own members from reviewing the 

material and participating in the process, and arrogantly being on record undermining a members complaint. 

For the record, at the October 6, 2017 CIC meeting, the lack of policy, whether intentional or not triggered the 

Chair of the grievance committee to share that he initiated an internal association working group to resolve the 

problems that are highlighted in Ms. Sierra grievance. The comment on record was it seems we're going down 

that road again, contradicts the idea of an isolated incident or misunderstanding between individuals.  

The CIC panel should ignore the dated contribution William Gifford submitted on October 6, 2017 as helpful 

and stay vested in the current CIC and NA public involvement plan. Mr. Gifford's very dated information is 

emblematic of trying to put new wine in an old wine sack and another shiny object to change the subject. 

The third, (Exhibit B ) is a screen shot from the same private social network that triggered the reaction 

(Exhibit A) from  Karen Morey. The reply to Ms. Sierra (Exhibit F) speaks for themselves. Even though the 

comments are taken as childish outburst it contradicts the notion that Karin Morey could be confused as the 

victim of cyber bullying, or reluctant to post on the private social network, as per her statement during the 

grievance proceedings. Her prior claim of being stifled raised the concern to prompt a local attorney Jesse Buss 

to support the notion, and ironically citing constitutional infringements in the same private social network. 

Again, her comments speaks for themselves, but I believe she needs to clarify her statements to the community 

in the same way she voiced her discontent. 



The conflict is often times the cyber bully's defense is claiming it as a response to being bullied, and it is 

unlikely that spelling Karin Morey wrong by a misplaced "e" in her first name triggered what followed 

(Exhibits A and E). 

After reading her reaction to a fairly inert post about a very serious issue impacting Oregon City a reasonable 

persons might believe; 1) that Karin Morey had the authority to give a true policy interpretation on the behalf of 

the City of Oregon City; 2) that Karin Morey had the authority to interpret private social network as it relates to 

the City of Oregon City, committees and associations; 3) that the information that Karin Morey is publically 

announcing is accurate and truthful; 4) that making derogatory posts is acceptable behavior for a person 

representing a neighborhood association, regardless if a title is used in her post or not.  

The conflict is that all 4 illustrates a counterproductive territorial tendency and a pattern consistently used by 

the same set handful of people influencing City policy, and inaccurately presents information to the public as 

official.  

For one, and by default the private social network requires a government agency to authorize its uses before 

they provide online services on the behalf of  the community.  Ms. Sierra highlighted this fact in her grievance 

package  and identified Oregon City Police Department as the only official signatory. It is reasonable to believe 

the authorized contact person the private social network has on file is Chris Wadsworth from OCPD, and 

coincidently has publicly boasted being childhood friends with Karin Morey.  

Karen Morey's line of thinking is not an uncommon notion among non technical people. As wrong as it might 

be social platforms do not operate using cookie cutter policies. However her response to Ms. Sierra (Exhibit F) 

is fundamentally inaccurate, but it is publicly framed as an absolute fact. Karin Morey emphasizes the words 

official and membership as to imply a proclamation from the City as a qualifier. It thoroughly ignores the 

private social network using the word in the context of a noun or pronoun. From the social private network 

perspective any official working for the City who authorizes to sign off satisfies the requirements and would be 

officially sanctioned by the local agency. It should be noted that all inquiries into discovering the list of people 

associated with the City that have administrative rights over users have gone unanswered. 

In addition her interpretation excludes the fact that departments and groups associated with the City require the 

same type of authorization. It only cements the idea the private social network is an official public information 

outlet for the City. The private social network, unlike Twitter and Facebook uses an official delineated digital 

map of the Oregon City neighborhoods in their authenticated protocols. This emphasizes the differences 

between social sites, and non-technologist should refrain from talking about things they don't understand as fact. 

Karin Morey objections stems from her own misunderstanding and responding autocratically as a defense 

reaction that insights a combative interaction.  

In general, and based on the surface of Karen Morey response she is obviously accustom to defining rules for 

others. The indicator from my observations is supported by the pattern of prefacing her statements with This is, 

It is not, and Take your diatribes without needing to quantifying the references. The remaining statements 

Karen Morey makes refers to a bias of some sort, and grinding personal axes. The conflict is the inflammatory 

insinuations and careless inhabitations as if she were protected from reprisal. A screen shot (Exhibit G) was 

taken 48 hours after Karin Morey policy interpretations. It exposes the fact that valid addresses can be excluded 

by a list of unknown members who have administrative rights to banish people for using the site. 

The last indexed issues Karen Morey publically posted (Exhibit A) requires an explanation. Generally 

speaking, it is a fairly crude outburst from an experienced professional who is trained in manipulating human 

behavior as a parole officer. As the Vice Chair of the CIC it is reasonable to ask her to publically clarify why 

she believes my post has anything to do with her response, and how I am not getting my way. If she can provide 

an explanation why there is some sort of lingering animosity, and what might help clarify the source of her 

frustration. As far as using someone's life that you don't know, then conjure a prospectus to publicly lead the 



idea of some sort of special privilege is extremely irresponsible. The get on with it comment, only deepens an 

underlying issue none of us might be aware of, and didn't clarify what it is. For the sake of humor and to 

underscore that I am not taking her response personally, it would be comical to know why she believes someone 

was spanked and had to pull up their britches? My direct response would assure the community that my britches 

are at the right level for moving around. 

Karin Morey posts cannot be mistaken as just an ordinary volunteer doing their best and made a mistake in 

responding in the manner she did. The "volunteer doing their best mantra" has been overplayed to explain away 

unprofessional behavior. Karin Morey is a highly trained and experienced professional which makes the idea of 

having a passive involvement and no influence ridicules. Having influence isn't regulated to influencing a 

collective of likeminded people. It includes controlling a topic, discriminately applying code of conduct as Vice 

Chair of the CIC, nonverbally showing her discontent while people are talking, and interfering in other 

neighborhoods internal affairs   

However, her public comments on a private social network cannot be ignored. Filing a complaint is predicated 

on explanation before making a determination of which course of action to take. As a reminder and because 

informality can be used to overlook serious implications, her comments were considered inappropriate when 

she was employed as a supervising parole officer, but they meet today's generic standard for filing a sexual 

harassment and cyber bullying complaints. 

Resolution 

Karin Morey reacting to a post that had very little to do with her dwindles to an attempt of cyber bullying, and 

harassment by any other name is still harassment. As a professional who has a documented skill set and knows 

the difference between conflict resolution and creating a hostile environment Karin Morey is obvious sense of 

entitlement can't be the focus of the compliant. It should only serve as a civilized catalysts for updating the 

mechanics for improving the City public electronic footprint into its community. Which ironically was an 

objective Ms. Sierra  had in mind when she spent the time developing the information for her grievance 

complaint, stemming from this type of bad behavior from the same set of people.  

Any resolution requires re-visiting using private social network. It should be followed by creating a standing 

subcommittee under the CIC to manage the discussion environment, but not the content. Their responsibilities 

would include a non-bias representation of city-wide issues, and adhering to individual constitutional rights 

granted under the first amendment. Assigning editorial responsibilities to qualified members could orchestrate 

open discussions and regulate the traffic without having to ban anyone from using the service.  

Benefits 

A simple exercise and application in democracy would reduce the need to revisit the same issue in the future, 

and the autonomy of a standing Issues Committee significantly minimizes the temptation of the circumstances 

resurfacing. As beneficial as it might be for officials and others to use social media it is recklessly to take for 

granted that ethical, political and legal regulation will always lag behind technology advancements. It has to be 

said that the US Supreme Court recently citing Donald Trump blocking Twitter followers was unconstitutional, 

which only leads people to believe that banning someone from a private social network used by an agency is 

also unconstitutional. Therefore the obvious benefit to avoid banning anyone from a private social network is 

avoiding being sued in federal court again. 
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Exhibit B 



 

 

Audio file - available upon court order 

 

Minutes from Barclay Hills Neighborhood Association 

 

Grievance Complaint Package - 3.27.2017 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit C 

Exhibit D 

Exhibit E 

Exhibit F 

Exhibit G 



November 11, 2017 

 

From: Mark J. Matheson, Candidate for Mayor Of Oregon City 

Vice Chair /  CIC member for Barclay Hills Neighborhood Association    

855 Molalla Ave. 

Oregon City, Oregon 97045 

 

Reply to: mark.matheson@drteamsint.com 

 
To: Director Laura Terway, AICP 

Community Development Director 

221 Molalla Ave 

Oregon City, Oregon 97045 

Re: Karin Morey / Compliant - Cyber Bullying and Harassment  
 
Dear Ms. Terway, 

Karin Morey has left me little choice then to filing a complaint and I have attached the documents to this email. The 
current lawsuit of $7.2 million against the City, Tony Konkol III and Dan Holladay should be considered before deciding on 
the course to take. Dismissing Karin Morey from her position on the CIC and strongly suggesting to the Chair of her 
association that she be restricted from having any administrative duties until she had been cleared of any impropriety  

Best Regards, 
 
 
/s/ Mark J. Matheson, Candidate for Mayor Of Oregon City 

Vice Chair / CIC member for Barclay Hills Neighborhood Association 

 

















































































 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit D 

 

 

 



Barclay Hills Neighborhood Association  

Meeting Minutes 

November 15, 2016 – 7PM 

 

  

 

Call to Order – 7:05 PM 

Opening Introductions 

Presentation on charges on our Utility Bill – Finance Director Wyatt Parno and Marci Berreth Customer 
Service Supervisor 

The city utility is bill is broken out per function and according to who handles pieces of the 
function.  Water Treatment is South Fork Treatment, Water distribution is administrative 
overhead and the actual pipes that bring the water to our homes. 

Storm water management the street drains and pipes. 

Pavement maintenance is just that.  100% goes directly into maintenance on Oregon City 
Streets.   

C-SAF fee, a temporary fee to build a new police station.  It will go away as soon as the new 
police station is paid for. 

Wastewater collection covers the sewer pipes that take waste to the treatment plant.   

Wastewater Treatment is Water Environment Services (Clackamas County).   

Review and approval of minutes Dan moved to approve, Janice second, approved by voice vote. 

Election of Officers 

 Nominations for Chair, Thom nominated Betty, Dan Seconded.  

            
 Betty gave her background as a previous city commissioner and as one of the people who 
reinstituted the neighborhood associations.  She planned the first picnic and helped plan the second.  
She has served as treasurer and has attended every general and steering committee as meeting since 
she has been on the board.  

Moved by Dan to close and seconded by Mike Acosta  

Approve 7, Nay 1 

 Nominations for Secretary, Dan nominated Shelley Batty, Janice Seconded.  

Approve 9, Nay 1 



 

Police Liaison Report –  

Brandt provide the stats for the period and the new maps of where calls are made in the neighborhood.   

Standing Committee Reports 

• CIC – Mark reported on the meeting.  He was unhappy that the Molalla corridor project is 
working on 213 to Beavercreek and not doing additional work on the Barclay Hills section of the 
street.  

• There were no other city committee reports. 

New Business 

Ideas from the body regarding future speakers. 

 How do we get sidewalks fixed?   

 Who do you want to come speak at meetings? 

 Hedges and other obstructions to site lines being addressed so we can safely enter and exit 
neighborhood streets. 

 Barclay Hills Estates were promised a secondary exit from the community for over 25 years but 
it still hasn’t happened.  They are a death trap if a fire happens.   

 Lighting in the neighborhood is white, white and it is too bright.  Dan says the city is aware and 
is working on bringing in better quality and less harsh as the older bulbs are retired.   

 How do we make Stafford Park a dog park?  Parks and Rec Dept. would handle that.  Aaron 
should come to the NA steering to help set up a plan to make that happen.   

Adjourn 
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