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AGENDA DATE: May 2, 2007 
 
TO:   Board of County Commissioners 
 
FROM:  Lane County Legislative Committee 
   Bill Dwyer 
                                 Pete Sorenson 
 
PRESENTED BY: Anthony S. Bieda, IGR Manager 
 
AGENDA TITLE: Report by Legislative Committee 
   1) Review of Recommendations on Legislative Bills 
 
DISCUSSION: The Board will review recommendations from its Legislative   
   Committee about three pieces of legislation of interest to the county 
   that are pending before the Oregon Legislature. 
 
ISSUE:  The following are recommendations on pending legislation from the 
   Legislative Committee, adopted at its meeting of April 19, 2007. 
 
 
 
SB 946        Requires certain employers to allow eligible employees to take 
unpaid leave to obtain services or treatment relating to domestic violence, sexual 
assault or stalking. Allows employer to limit amount of leave if leave creates undue 
hardship to employer's business. Creates cause of action for refusal to grant leave. 
Declares emergency, effective on passage. 
   
Analysis:         This bill would amend ORS 659A (Unlawful Discrimination in 
Employment, Public Accommodations and Real Property Transactions; Administrative 
and Civil Enforcement) and allows unpaid or paid leave to an employee who is the 
victim of domestic violence, sexual assault or stalking, or who is the parent or guardian 
of a minor child or dependant who is a the victim of domestic violence, sexual assault or 
stalking.  It defines employee as one who worked an average of more than 25 hours per 
week for a covered employer (Lane County) for at least 180 days immediately before 
the date of the leave. The bill is a positive change for victims.  However, it presents 
three problems for employers: 

• Does not put a maximum on the amount of leave allowed. 
• Does not appear to allow the leave time taken to deal with legal action to be 

tracked concurrently with other family leave benefits. 
• Defines sufficient certification for the leave as “documentation from an attorney, 

law enforcement officer, health care professional, licensed mental health 
professional or counselor, member of the clergy of victim services provider”.  



However, many health care professionals, mental health professionals and 
counselors are prepared to certify whatever their clients claim.     

 
The open ended time frame, coupled with the broad definition of certification, may lead 
to abuse and confusion, the bill needs to be amended to be suitable for Lane County’s 
interests. 
 
Recommended Position: Support with amendments 
 
 
 
HB 2867 Modifies definition of 'dental hygiene.' Modifies educational 
requirements for obtaining permit as limited access permit dental hygienist. Authorizes 
permit holder to assess need for and to apply dental sealants. Declares emergency, 
effective on passage. 
 
Analysis: Although dental caries is largely preventable, it remains the most 
common chronic disease of children in Lane County. Fewer than one in five Oregon 
Health Plan (Medicaid) covered children receive at least one preventive dental service 
in a year. Very young children are the least likely to receive appropriate dental care.  
 
Community Health Centers of Lane County (CHCLC) has a preventive dentistry 
program employing Limited Access Dental Hygienists (LAP) who are licensed to 
perform dental hygiene services without the supervision of a dentist. CHCLC has served 
about 3,600 children annually with dental hygiene examinations, fluoride varnishing and 
some with child prophylaxis (cleanings).  
 
HB 2867 amends the requirements to obtain a Limited Access Permit (LAP) Hygienists; 
it requires 2500 hours of clinical practice before a dental hygienist may apply for his/her 
LAP permit, a reduction of 2500 hours from current law.  The bill also clarifies that LAP’s 
may perform sealants. 
 
Recommended Position: Support 
 
 
 
HB 3337 Establishes schedule for review of buildable lands supply for local 
governments within metropolitan planning organization. Requires cities with population 
of 50,000 or more within Lane County to demonstrate, separately from another city with 
population of 50,000 or more within Lane County, that urban growth boundary contains 
sufficient buildable lands 
  
Analysis:  Statewide Planning Program currently requires buildable lands analysis at 
time of next periodic review (probably sometime around 2014) or if UGB expansion 
proposed.  Since the City of Springfield is currently conducting a buildable lands 
analysis because they anticipate needing a UGB expansion, the City of Eugene has 



elected not to conduct a buildable lands analysis.  Since the two cities share a common 
UGB, Eugene’s unwillingness to conduct the study potentially thwarts Springfield’s 
interest in exploring the expansion of the UGB.  Springfield contends it will be unable to 
proceed with an UGB expansion because Eugene will not have completed the requisite 
buildable lands analysis.  
 
However, giving Springfield authority to unilaterally expand its UGB may impose 
additional burdens on the metropolitan public infrastructure, including access to water, 
wastewater discharge and treatment, and surface transportation. The purpose of 
regional planning will potentially be compromised if one major partner in the metro area 
pursues growth strategies independent of the other partners. 
  
Recommended Position: Oppose 
 
 
 


