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AGENDA ---
State Sanitary Authority Meeting 

10:00 a.m., February 29, 1968 

Room 36, State Office Building, Portland 

A. Minutes of previous meetings 

(1) 122nd meeting, December 28, 1967 

(2) 123rd meeting, January 19, 1968 

B. Project plans for January 1968 

c. North Portland Rendering Plants 

D. E'ederal and state grants for municipal sewage treatment works 
projects (confirmation) 

E. Tax Credit Applications 

(1) T-6 General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, Woodburn 

(2) T-7 General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, Woodburn 

( 3) T-14 Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield 

(4) T-15 Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield 

(5) T-16 Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield 

F • VVaste Disc11ctL'0~ Pe.c-rnl t.:.s 

/ 

(1) Temporary Permits for applications received since the January 19 
meeting 

(2) Regular Permits 

(a) Dammasch State Hospital 
(b) Port of Tillamook Bay 
(c ) Silverton 
(d) Birds Eye Division, General Foods Corporation 
( e) Coos Head Timber Company 
(f) Crown Zellerbach,' Wauna 
(g) Georgia-Pacific Corp., Toledo 
(h) I;ternational Paper Co., Gardiner 
( i) Menasha Corp., North Bend 
(j) Tektronix, Beaverton (Industrial) 

G. Houseboats 

H. Package sewa;ie treatment plant policy 

I. Proposed inspection trips to aluminum mills 



MINUTES OF THE 124th MEETING 

of the 

Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

February 29, 1968 

The 124th meeting of the Oregon State Sanitary Authority was called 

to order by the Chairman at 10:05 a.m., February 29, 1968, in Room 36, 

State Office Building, Portland, Oregon. Members present were John D. 

Mosser, Chairman; B.A. McPhillips, Edward C. Harms, Jr., Herman P. 

Meierj.urgen and Storrs Waterman. 

Pc.rticipating staff members present were: Kenneth H. Spies, Secretary; 

Arnold Silver, Legal Counsel; Ely J. Weathersbee, Deputy State Sanitary 

Engineer; Harold M. Patterson, Assistant Chief Engineer; Fred N. Bolton, 

Portland District Engineer; Edgar R. Lynd, Supervisor, Municipal Waste 

Treatment Program; Lloyd 0. Cox, Supervisor, Industrial Waste Control 

Program; Harold L. Sawyer, Supervisor, Waste Discharge Permit Program; 

and E.A. Schmidt, Assistant Portland District Engineer. 

MINUTES 

It was MOVED by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. McPhillips, and 

carried, that the minutes of the December 28, 1967, and January 19, 1968, 

meetings be approved as prepc.red. 

PROJECT PLANS 

It was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. Waterman, and carried 

that the actions taken by the staff on the following 13 sets of project 

plans for water pollution control and 2 projects for air quality control 

for the month of January 1968, be approved: 

Water Pollution Control 

~ 
1/4/68 
1/5/68 
1/10/68 
1/11/68 
1/11/68 
1/11/68 
1/16/68 
1/16/68 
1/17/68 

Location 

Gresham 
Mill City 
Oak Lodge S.D. 
Mt. Hood Meadows 
West Slope 
Roseburg 
Moro 
Forest Grove 
Yachats 

Project 

Tiara Subd., Phase II 
Septic tank & drainfield 
Sewer Main B-1 
Sewerage system 
Lats. PG-1-1-2 & PG-2 
Comprehensive sewerage plan 
Report on Sewage Disposal 
Forest Meade Subd. 
Report-Sewage Collection and 

Treatment 

il.f.!.i.'2.'2. 
Prov .. app" 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Approved 
Approved 
Prov. app. 

Approved 



Water Pollution Control 

Date 

1/17/68 
1/22/68 

1/26/68 
1/29/68 

Location 

Wasco 
Hines 

Junction City 
Diamond Lake 

Air Quality Control 

Date 

1/8/68. 

1/19/68 

~tion 

Hillsboro 

Portland 
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continued 

Project 

Report-Sewage Treatment 
Sewer laterals-Tennyson Avenue 

and King Street 
Pump Station Improvements 
Sewerage system 

Project 

Walter L. Henry Elementary 
School - Incinerator 

Colwnbia Steel Casting Co. 
Tax Relief Application 
$61, 715.48 

NORTH PORTLAND RENDERING PLANTS 

Action ----
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 

Action 

Co11d. app .. 

Approved 

The public hearing in this matter having been held by the Authority on 

January 19, 1968, and having been continued until this meeting, and in the 

meantime a draft order having been prepared and forwarded to the seven 

companies involved, the hearing was continued on this date and the Chairman 

called on Mr. Patterson for staff reports pertaining to the individual 

companies .. 

(1) Portland Rendering Company 

Mr. Patterson read a staff report dated February 29, 1963, of U,e 

Portland Rendering Company which has been made a part of the Authority's 

permanent files in this matter. He stated that Section (b) was included 

in the staff's recommendations because the company does bring in material 

from outside the metropolitan area and it should not be stored for any 

long periods of time during the hot weather. 

The Chairman asked if the use of the boiler as an afterburner was 

going to be satisfactory, to which Mr. Patterson stated that at the present 

time the staff had concluded that it would be satisfactory. He stated that 

this would not be true in a normal plant but Portland Rendering Company is 

essentially two plants operated on a continuous basis with the boiler 

capacity designed in relation to plant production needs. He stated further 

that the staff had collected gases out of the stack on top of the building, 

had run some dilution tests on them and based on these tests it appears 

that it is working satisfactorily. 
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( 2) Wilbur-Ellis Company 

Mr. Patterson read a staff report dated February 28, 1968, of the 

Wilbur-Ellis Company which has been made a part of the Authority's permanent 

files in this matter. He stated that Section (b) was put in the staff's 

recommendations because during the bot summer months the raw products might 

deteriorate and cause an odor problem which is not'. occurring at the present 

time. 

The Chairman asked what, if any, provisions were contemplated for 

mor1i taring. 

Mr. Patterson stated that he would assume the staff would have to make 

the initial measurements. 

The Chairman said that a time schedule ought to be submitted so that 

the Authority could follow through and not have to wait until complaints 

are received. 

Mr. Kokko of Wilbur-Ellis Company explained that their op€lrations are 

different from the rendering plants, because they merely dry blood which 

they obtain from the adjacent slaughter houses. He gave a brief description 

of the process that they use for this purpose. 

(3) Western States Rendering Company 

Mr. Patterson read a staff report dated February 29, 1968, on Western 

States Rendering Company which has been made a part of the Authority's 

permanent files in this matter. 

The Chairman asked if the company had any feeling that there would be 

any problem and if they would be able to meet the June deadline. 

Mr. Patterson said he had called the engineering firm that had submitted 

the original plans and was assured that they would be able to submit the 

necessary information in 7 to .10 days. 

(4) Pacific Meat Company 

Mr. Patterson read a staff report dated February 29, 1968, on Pacific 

Meat Company which has been made a part of the Authority• s permanent files 

in this matter. 

The Chairman asked if the company had retained an engineering f 4_rm to 

design the required facilities and if the company had agreed that the time 

schedule could be met. 

Mr. Howard Nelson, representing Pacific Meat Company, was present and 

replied that it could be met. 
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(5,6,7) Associated Meat Company, Kenton Packing Company, and Brander Meat Co. 

Mr. Patterson read staff reports dated February 29, 1968, on Associated 

Meat Company, Kenton Packing Co., and Brander Meat Co., which have been made 

a part of the Authority's permanent files in this matter. 

Mr. Patterson stated that the staff had initially recommended that gases 

from the percolating pans and presses be collected at these plants, but the 

companies have retained Tom Metz of the Metz Engineering Company and his 

conclusion is that such facilities are not warranted at the present time. 

The Chairman asked that if it develops that he is wrong and that to 

control the odors the gases from the percolating pans and press will have 

to be collected, what kind of a time schedule would be involved if we wait 

until late May or June to find this out. 

Mr. Metz stated that it would not be much of a problem, probably an 

additional week or so. 

The Chairman stated that he recognized the fact that we are largely 

concerned with the general public but he also inquired about the people 

who have to work under these conditions. 

Mr. Patterson stated that it depended upon the method of accomplish­

ment. He said that most of the plants were old and have a great many 

windows and doors and the only way of effective control would be to hood 

the various areaso 

After much discussion in regard to storage and refrigeration, it was 

decided that a general regulation should be adopted. Mr. Patterson sub­

mitted a proposed draft and requested to proceed with the holding of a 

public hearing and adoption of a regulation of the Authority which could 

be enforced both by the Authority and the regions of the state and would 

present a uniform policy and require afterburners on all reduction 

facilities. It was decided that housekeeping measurE'!'lshould also be in­

cluded· in the regulation, as well as a requirement for the reporting of 

any breakdowns. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Mosser, seconded by Mr. Harms and carried that 

(1) steps including the holding of a public hearing be taken for the 

adoption of a regulation pertaining to the reduction of animal matter and 

embodying the concepts contained in the draft prepared by the staff, pl.us 
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provisions for reporting breakdowns or special situations and for compliance 

with necessary monitoring requirements; (2) an order for the specific plants 

in the North Portland area be entered and contain the special provisions 

proposed by the staff with an effective date of June 1, 1968 for completion 

of any additional construction and earlier dates for submission of plans 

in those cases in which plans are required but not yet complete; and (3) the 

companies be required to report to the staff immediately upon completion of 

the installation so that an initial monitoring program by either the staff 

or company can be established for evaluation. a·s soon as hot weather arrives .. 

FEDERAL AND S'fATE GRANTS FOR SEWAGE TREATMENT WORKS 

The Secretary referred to his memorandum of February 9, 1968, entitled 

"Federal Grants for Sewage Treatment Works Projects 11 1.;,1hich had beer1 sent 

on that date to the members of the Authority and which has since been made 

a part of the Authority's permanent files in this matter. He reported that 

followir1g their review of that n1e1norandum, the Authority members had 1::,y 

telephone on February 13 voted to issue priority certificates for Dallas 

(#231) and Albany (#215) making them eligible for 50% federal and 25% state 

grants, and to approve an increase in the federal grant from 30~b to 50% for 

the Multnomah County project (#193) which had previously been issued a priority 

certificate~ The latter project therefore was also eligible for a 25% 

state grant which likewise had been approved by telephone. 

He informed the members that on March 1 the Emergency Board would be 

considering the request of the Authority for the transfer of $1, 567, 11,1 from 

the State Emergency Fund (Section 1, Chapter 15, Oregon Laws 1967, special 

session) to the Sewage Treatment Works Construction Account in accordance 

with the provisions of Chapter 423, Oregon Laws 1967. This transfer ;1ill 

provide funds for 25% state grants for the following 11 projects: Albany 

(#215), Dallas (#231), Gladstone (#189), Halfway (#171), Lincoln City (#185), 

Monroe ( #201) , Multnomah County ( #193) , Oakridge ( #208), Portland (#211), 

Port of Tillamook Bay (#227), and Twin Rocks Sanitary District (#247). 

The Secretary asked that the vote taken by telephone on February 13, 

1968, be confirmed and that in addition approval be given to include the 

state grant for the Lincoln City project as this had been inadvertently 

omitted from the February 9 memorandum and had not been included in the 

action taken at the previous board meeting on January 19, 1968. 
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It was MOVED by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 

that the action taken by telephone on February 13 be confirmed, and also 

be expanded to include the state grant for Lincoln City, thereby approving 

increased or initial federal and 25% state grants for Multnomah County 

(#193), Dallas (#231), Albany (#215) and Lincoln City (#185). 

Following the adoption .of the above motion the Chairman conm1ented that 

a controversy had recently developed between members of the Colu,mbia Region 

Association of Governments (CRAG) concerning the proposal of Multnomah 

County for financing its project. He said that unless they cooperate fully 

with each other, it might be necessary in the future for the Authority to 

refuse to approve grants to the metropolitan area. 

TAX CREDIT APPLICATIONS 

Mr. Harold Sawyer presented memorandum reports dated February 29, 1968, 

regarding the following five tax credit applications (said reports have 

been made a part of the Authority's permanent files in this matter), and 

after reviewing the same the members took the actions as indicated below 

regarding them: 

(1) T-6 General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, Woodburn 

It was MOVED by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. McPhillips, and carried 

that the General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, Woodburn, Oregon, 

be issued a Pollution Control Facility Ta,'<: Certificate in the amount of 

$159,890.ll. 

(2) T-7 General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, Woodburn 

It was MOVED by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. Harms, and carried 

that the General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, Woodburn, Oregon 

be issued a Pollution Control Facility Tax Certificate in the amount of 

$2,348.43. 

(3) T-14 Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield 

It was MOVED by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 

that the Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield, be issued a Pollution Control 

l!"acility Tax Certificate in the amount of $8, 581. 

(4) T-15 Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield 

It was MOVED by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. ~lcPhillips and carried 

that the Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield, be issued a Pollution Control 

Facility Tax Certificate in the amount of $35,020. 



- 7 -

(5) T-lG Weyerhaeuser Company, Springfield 

It was MOVED by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. McPhillips and 

carried that the Weyer~aeuser Company, Springfield, be issued a Pollution 

Control Facility Tax Certificate in the amount of $10,812. 

WASTE DISCHARGE PERMITS 

(1) Temporary Permits for applications received since the January 19 meeting: 

A memorandum report dated February 29, 1968, regarding the subject 

"Applications Received Since Last Meeting" and regarding "Tempoc:-a2'.'.'y Permits" 

was presented by Mr. Sawyer. He stated that since the last meeting on 

January 19, 1968, 72 permit applications had been received, that one of 

these applications was for a proposed new cannery and that action on it 

will be delayed until additional requested information is received. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried that 

temporary permits be issued the 71 applicants listed by Mr. Sawyer and 

according to the recommendations of the staff contained in Mr. Sawyer's 

memorandum report. (Exhibit A attached hereto and by this reference 

incorporated herein.) 

(2) Regular Permits 

(a) Dammasch State Hospital, Wilsonville 

A memorandum report was given by Mr. E.R. Lynd on the Recommended 

Waste Discharge Permit Conditions for Darmnasch State Hospital. 

(Exhibit B attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein. ) 

It was MOVED by Mr. Waterman, seconded by Mr. Harms and carried 

that the recorrunended waste discharge conditions be adopted, and that 

Dammasch Hospital be issued a permit in accordance with the recom­

mendations of the staff. (See Exhibit B). 

(b) Port of Tillamook Bay 

A memorandum report was given by Mr. E.R. Lynd on the Recommended 

Waste Discharge Permit Conditions for Port of Tillamook Bay. 

(Exhibit C attached hereto and by this reference incorporated herein.) 

It was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. Meierjurgen and 

carried that the recommended waste discharge conditions be adopted, 

and that the Port of Tillamook Bay be issued a permit in accordance 

with the recommendations of the staff. (See Exhibit C). 
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(c) Silverton 

A mernorandwn report contair1ing the recornn1ended waste discharge 

permit conditions for the city of Silverton was given by Mr. Fred 

Bolton, District Sanitary Engineer. (Exhibit D attached hereto and 

by this reference incorporated herein. ) This report has been made 

a part of the Authority's permanent files in this matter. 

Mr. Bolton explained that this was a reconsideration of \\1aste 

discharge conditions which i,,1ere discussed at the last ineeting of 

·the Authority. 

Mr. McPhillips asked if plans had been drawn or are being c'rawn 

at the present time. 

Mr. Bolton said they were not, due to the fact the cannery did 

not know exactly what capacity would be required of the treatment 

plant. He called attention to item #7 in the report which calls 

for the permittee to effectively monitor the operation and efficiency 

of the plant and the quantity and quality of the effluent discharged, 

and requires that a permanent record of all such data shall be main­

tained at the plant. He also called attention to item #3 C which 

defines the BOD load limit for 1968 and which will require a curtail­

ment of past loads. 

Mr. Ken Brown, city attorney for the city of Silverton, said 

that the city officials and he had met with the Stayton Canning 

Company officials and that a basic agreement had been reached for 

limiting the load to the present sewage plant. He said the intent 

is that for 1968 the total waste load to the city of Silverton treat­

ment facility will be limited to the design capacity of the existing 

facility. He said further that the Canning Company realizes there 

is a problem and that they would cooperate in every way possible. 

He said the concern at this time is with this year's pack and the 

best way to control the situation is to control the pack itself. In 

the past there has been an overlap of the bear1 and corn canni11g and 

this will be eliminated this year. Al.so, it appears that a 20% 

reduction in the corn pack for the 1968 canning season is necessary. 

He went on to say that there will be improved plant operation for 

both the sewage plant and the cannery itself. 



- 9 w~ 

The Chairman asked what the city's present plans are for determin­

ing the size of expansion desirable. 

Mr. Jack Brown, Silverton City Manager, said their plans are to 

proceed with an increase of 100% compared to the 20% originally 

designed before the sale of the cannery came up. He said that property 
,--,. 

owners in the area had been tontacted in an attempt to obtain land 

for the lagoon and that this had been quite a problem. 

Mr. F.M. Smith, manager of Stayton Canning Co., said the cannery 

wants to cooperate in every way possible, and that they are in a 

position to curtail their operations this cannin.g season if necessary, 

because they have canneries in two other locations that can take some 

of the load. 

After some discussion, it was MOVED by Mr. Waterman, seconded by 

Mr. McPhillips and carried that inasmuch as the Canning Company has 

committed itself to limit production to present d.-,sign facilities, 

and both it and the City will be working together to1·1ard an expansion 

of the plant which will be adequate by 1969, the recommended v1aste 

discharge conditions be adopted and the city of Silverton b-e issued 

a permit in accordance with the reconunendationsof the staff (3ee 

Exhibit D). 

(d) Birds Eye Division, General Foods Corporation,Woodburn 

A memorandum report was given by Mr. Lloyd Cox covering recom­

mended waste discharge permit conditions for the General Foods 

Corporation, Birds Eye Division, fruit and vegetable processing plant 

located at Woodburn. (Exhibit E attached hereto and by this reference 

incorporated herein. ) 

It was MOVEq_ by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. McPhillips and carried 

that tl1e General Foods Corporatior1, Bi~ds Eye Di vision, be issued a 

discharge pennit in accordance with the recommendations of the staff .. 

(See Exhibit E). 

(e) Coos Head Timber Company 

A memorandum report was given by P..iro Lloyd Co:;.:- covering recon1-

mended waste discharge permit conditio11s for the Coos Head Tim}Jer 

Company pulp mill located near the mouth of Coos Bay. (Exhibit F 

attached hereto an.d by tI1is refereJ1ce incorporated herein .. ) 
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Mr. Wiley Smith of the Company was present and reported that 

because of poor market conditions the plant was shut down for 120 days 

in 1967. 

After considerable discussion, it was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded 

by Mr. McPhillips and carried that the Coos Head 'rimber Company be 

issued a discharge pennit in accordance with the reconunendations of 

the staff. (See Exhibit F). 

(f) Crown Zellerbach, Wauna 

A memorandwn report was given by Mro Lloyd Cox covering recommended 

waste discharge permit conditions for the Cro~n1 Zellerbach CorooratioD 

pulp mill located at Wauna. (Exhibit G attached hereto and by reference 

incorporated herein.) 

It was ~D by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. Harms, and carried 

that Crown Zellerbach Corporation, Wauna, be issued a discharge permit 

in accordance with the recommendations of the staff. (Exhibit G). 

The meeting was recessed for lunch at 11:55 a.m. and reconvened 

at 1:20 p.m. 

(g) Georgia-Pacific Corp., Toledo 

A memorandum report was given by Mr. Lloyd Cox covering recom­

mended waste discharge permit conditions for the Georgia-Pacific 

Corporation pulp mill located at Toledo. (Exhibit H attached hereto 

and by reference incorporated herein.) 

It was ~by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. McPhillips, and carried 

that Georgia-Pacific Corporation, Toledo, be issued a discharge permit 

in accordance with the recommendations of the staff. (See Exhibit H). 

(h) International Paper Company, Gardiner 

A memorandum report was given by Mr. Lloyd Cox covering recommended 

waste discharge permit conditions for the International Paper Company 

pulp mill located at Gardiner. (Exhibit I attached hereto and by 

reference incorporated hereino) 

It was MOVED by Mr. JVlcPhillips, seconded by JVJJC. JVleierjurgen, 

and carried that International Paper Company, Gardiner, be issued a 

discharge permit in accordance with the recommendations of the staff. 

(See Exhibit I) •. 
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(i) Menasha Corporation, North Bend 

A memorandum report was given by Mr. Lloyd Cox covering recommended 

waste discharge permit conditions for the Menasha Corporation pulp mill 

located near North Bend. (Exhibit J attached hereto and by reference 

incorporated herein.) 

Mr. Manders who was present from the company stated that the 

plant has been in operation since June of 1961. 

It was MOVED by Mr. M:::Phillips, seconded by Mr. Meierjurgen, and 

carried that the Menasha Corporation, North Bend, be issued a dis­

charge permit in accordance with the recommendations of the staff. 

(See Exhibit J). 

(j) Tektronix, Beaverton 

A memorandum report was given by Mr. Lloyd Cox covering recommended 

waste discharge permit conditions for Tektronix Corporation plant at 

Beaverton. (Exhibit K attached hereto and by reference incorporated 

herein.) 

It was MOVED by Mr. Meierjurgen, seconded by Mr. Harms and carried 

that Tektronix, Beaverton, be issued a discharge permit in accordance 

with the recommendations of"the staff. (See Exhibit K). 

HOUSEBOATS 

A staff report to the Sanitary Authority members regarding the status of 

compliance of the houseboat owners or residents with requirements of ORS 

449.150 was read by E.A. Schmidt and has been made a part of the Authority's 

permanent files in this matter. Mr. Schmidt commented that in connection 

with item (a) under Recommendations, consideration of "at least primary 

treatment" would include the acceptance of septic tank and chlorinators. 

Mr. Weathersbee stated it would require a two-compartment system - a septic 

tank with a chlorinator and a detention tank that would provide the necessary 

holding time to achieve the disinfection. 

Mr. Schmidt estimated that about two-thirds of the houseboat owners 

and operators had replied to the application for an extension of time which 

had been sent out by the Authority staff. He discussed briefly the plans 

of the various moorages shown on the maps attached to his report for comply­

ing with the deadline established previously by the Authority. 



It was pointed out that some houseboats on the Columbia River will 

be involved in the airport expar1sion project.. It invol_ves roughly the 

area from N.E. 47th to N.E. 112th. The owners in that area are requesting 

an extension of time until January. The Chairman asked if there would be 

any 1novement of houseboats to that area if an extension were granted. 

Mr. Fred Pearce, President of the Waterfront Owners and Operators 

Association, was present and said 11e did not think there would be .. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Mosser, seconded by Mr. McPhillips, and carried 

that on the Co1umbia River where sewers are immineht, applications be 

accepted which agree to provide primary treatment and chlorination by 

September 1, 1968, and full treatrnent as soon as sev1ers are in.stalled or 

by July 1, 1972, whichever occurs first. 

It was IV10VED by Mr.. lVIosser, seconded by JI.Ir.. Harms, and carried that 

for the houseboats located in the area that would be affected by the proposed 

extension of the airport if by May 20, 1968, the Port of Portland does 

determine to go ahead with an expansion of the air:port, and does commit 

itself to establish a new moorage location with adequate treatment 

facilities, the deadline be extended to January 1, 1969, or otherwise 

the September 1, 1968 deadline stands. 

Tl1e Chairma11 instructed the staff to check: the applications received 

and for those not replying by Monday, March 4, 1968, and with no indication 

of what their plans are, that enforcemer1t proceedings be instituted .. 

PROPOSED INSPECTION TRIPS TO ALUMWUM MILLS 

The Secretary said it might be advisable for the Board to visit the 

tv10 ex.isting alwninurn plants in Oregon located at Troutdale and 'I'he Dalles 

in order to observe the facilities fii~st l1and i,vhich tl1ey no''d hcve for 

controlling atmospt1eric emissions" He said t11e staff had cf1ecked \Vi th tl1e 

two mills and they are willing to have the Board visit them. 

It was decided to visit the two plants 011 l•'riday, J1·Iarch 220 The 

staff will complete the arrangements and provide transportation from the 

State Office Building. 

WIGWAM BURNERS 

Mr. Patterson stated that the dra:Ft of the sta:Ff report was completed 

and the meetings in Medford with the industry have been scheduled :For 

March 5 and 6. 
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He said the staff will conduct the meetings with some presentation 

by Dr. Boubel. All mill owners and operators of the burners in the area 

have been invited to attend. Invitations have gone out supplemented by 

special invitation from the Southern Oregon Pine Association to make sure 
' 

there is a good attendance. It is hoped there will be about 30 or 40 each 

day. After the meetings there will be follow~up surveys by the staff of 

all of the mills in that area. The staff will get data on each particular 

installation and will finish the Medford area before proceeding on to the 

next one. The staff will follow the surveys with an enforcement program, 

taking the worst violators first. 

The Chairman asked that the members of the Sanitary Authority be kept 

informed of these meetings so that anyone who may wish to attend can do so, 

ASPHALT PAVING PLANTS 

The Chairman asked if there were any problems with the proposed regu­

lations for asphalt paving plants or is everything going smoothly. 

Mr. Patterson said the staff had met with the Committee of Associated 

General Contractors and they asked that the staff draw up a report on 

suggested regulations, how to meet them, what the problems were, etc. This 

the staff did and 10 copies were sent to the Committee. He said the staff 

met with the Highway Department and they do not see any reason why they 

cannot meet the proposed regulations. 

The Chairman asked Mr. Patterson when he anticipated the regulations 

would be ready. 

Mr. Patterson said hopefully by the next meeting date. 

WESTERN KRAFT CORPORATION 

The Chairman asked how Western Kraft is coming along with its big 

smoke stack installation. 

Mr. Patterson said the Company is tieing in nine major sources, that 

all three of the power boilers, all three of the recovery furnaces and two 

of the three smelt dissolving tanks are already tied in, and that the ad­

ditional smelt dissolving tank is to be tied in within another week. 

The Chairman asked if any sort of a monitoring program is being set 

up to see how effective this might be. 

Mr. Patterson said not at the present time. 
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'l'he Chairman suggested that this should b<0 done. 

Mr. Patterson report<0d also that the oxidation tower has been installed 

and tests -show that it is appar<0ntly operating satisfactorily. 

WAH CHANG CORPORATION 

The Chairman asked if any problems were developing with Wah Chang 

Corporation. 

Mr. Weathersbee said responsibility for air pollution control in that 

area now belongs to the Mid-Willamette Regional Air Quality Control Authority, 

With regard to water pollution, he said the engineering report is due prior 

to July 1, mor:thly reports are corning .in as per permit conditions, the 

Company is monitoring all. the parameters and submitting data, conditions 

of the stream are being reported, bio-assays are being run, and conditions 

have not been bad due primarily to high water in the stream so far this 

season. After the February data are received, the staff will make another 

.inspect.ion and evaluate the Company's progress at this point. 

NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS 

The Chairman said that in view of the prospects that several large 

nuclear power plants will be built in Oregon within the next 20 years, it 

is important that consideration be given now to the problems of water 

pollution that might be caused by the operation of such facilities. 

Reference was made to a policy statement that had been released by 

the Secretary of the Department of Interior on February 8, 1968, reg2.rciing 

water quality degradation, copies of which had been mailed by the Secretary 

to the Authority members prior to this meeting. Consideration was also given 

to a statement made by the Pacific Northwest Pollution Control Council 

following a meeting on February 26 at Spokane and regarding the thermal 

pollution problems associated with nuclear power plants. 

It was pointed out that on June 1, 1967, comprehensive water quality 

standards were adopted by the Sanitary Authority for all public waters of 

the State and that one section of those standards specifies that nobvith­

standing the general and special water quality standards, the highest and 

best practicable treatment and/or control of wastes, activities and flows 

shall in every case be provided so as to maintain dissolved oxygen and 
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overall water quality at the highest possible levels and water temperatures, 

coliform b?cteria concentrations, dissolved chemical substances, toxic 

materials, radioactivity, turbidities, color, odor and other deleterious 

factors at the lowest possible levels. 

The Chairman said he had the impression from newspaper reports that 

some of the proponents of nuclear power plants are assuming that as long 

as the temperature is not raised more than 2°F. or above 68°F., they will 

not have to do anything about reducing their heat load. He said he thinks 

the standard requiring the highest and best practicable treatment should 

govern in such cases and that each installation should be required to 

provide treatment from the start. It was pointed out that if each instal­

lation is allowed to raise the temperature 2° and there are several plants 

on the same river, there will be a real problem. He said the time to stop 

is right now. He suggested that the Authority adopt a firm policy in this 

matter which could be compatible with the one stated by the Secretary of 

the Interior. 

The Secretary then pointed out that Mr. R.F. P.oston, Regional Director 

of the Federal Water Pollution Control Administration with offices in 

Portland, has taken a very determined stand and has already advised the 

power interests of the necessity to reduce or control the heat loads that 

will be produced by nuclear power plants. 

Mr. Weathersbee reminded the members that with once through cooling a 

1,000 megawatt plant will require 2,000 cfs and will raise the temperature 

of this amount of water l6°F. 

There was then considerable discussion of the matter by all members of 

the Authority. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Mosser, seconded by Mr. Harms and carried that it 

is the consensus of the Authority that we interpret regulation 11-010 (Oregon 

Administrative Rules, Chapter 334, Division 1, Subdivision 1) which requires 

the highest and best practicable treatment and control for the maintenance 

of the highest possible levels of water quality, to be applicable to nuclear: 

power plants, that we will certainly apply it to the Willamette River and 

intend to apply it and will seek cooperation of the state of Washington to 

apply similar standards to the Columbia River, that the power industry be 

so notified, and that if they wish and request a hearing in the matter, one 

will be held. 
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There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 3:00 p.m. 

The date for the next meeting is Friday, March 29, 1968. 

Respe tfully subrnitted, 

Kenneth H. Spies 
Secretary 



It was ~!2. by Mr. Mosser, seconded by Mr. Harms and carried that 

(1) steps including the holding of a public hearing be taken for the 

adoption of a regulation pertaining to the reduction of animal matter and 

embodying the concepts contained in the draft prepared by the staff, plus 

provisions for reporting breakdowns or special situations and for com-

pliance with necessary moni taring requirements; · ( 2) an order for the 

specific plants in the North Portland area be entered and contain the 

special provisions proposed by the staff with an effective date of 

June 1, 1968 for completion of any additional construction and earlier 

dates for submission of plans in those cases in whic.h plans are required 

but not yet complete; and (3) the companies be required to report to the 

staff immediately upon completion of the installation so that an initial 

monitoring program by either the staff or company can be established for 

evaluation as soon as hot weather arrives .. · 
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WPC 135 

During the month of January 1968 the following 13· sets of project 

plans were reviewed by tl1e ~ater Pollution Control Section and the 

actions taken·as indicated: 

Date· 

1/4/68 

1/5/68 

1/10/68 

1/11/68 

1/11/68 

1/11/68 

1/16/68 

1/16/68 

1/17/63 

1/17/63 

1/22/68 

1/26/68 

1/29/63 

Location 

Gresham 

Mill City 

Oak Lodge S.D. 

!'It. Hood i•fe aclo\vs 

1Ves·t Slope. 

J~osebt1rg 

Moro 

Forest· 

Yachats 

Wasco 

!lines 

G:rove 

Junction City 

Diamond Lake 

Project 

Tiara Subd;, Phase II 

Septic tank & drainfield. 

Sewer Main B-1 

Sewerage system 

Lats. PG-1-1-2 & PG-2 

Comprehensive sewerage plan 

Report on Sewage Disposal 

Forest Meade Subd. 

Report-Sewage Collection and 

Treatment 

Report-Sewage Treatment 

Sewer laterals-Tennyson Avenue 

and King Street 

Pump Station Improvements 

Sewerage system 

Action 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Approve cl 

Approved 

Prov. app. 

Approved 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 
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PROJECT PLANS AND REPOHTS 

The following project plans or reports were· received and processed by the 
Air Quality Control staff during the month of January, 1968: 

DATE LOCATION 

. 8 Hillsboro 

19 Portland 

PROJECT 
~-·----

Walter L. Henry Elementary 
School - Inci.nerator 

Columbia Steel Casting Co. 
Tax Relief Applicatiom 
$61,715.48 

ACTION 

Cond. Approval 

Approved 



S'l'AFF REPORT: 

TO . Members of Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

Mr. John D. Mosser, Chairman 
Mr. Storrs S. Waterman 
Mr. B. A. McPhillips 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

DATE February 29, 1968 

SUBJECT: Portland Rendering Company 

Mr. Herman P. Meierjurgen 
Mr. Edward C. Harms 

Portland Rendering Company has two 10,000 lb/hr continuous cookers in 

operation and has completed installation of facilities in accordance with 

revised plans. Letter reports have been filed with the staff. 

Housekeeping: The company has a washdown program which includes a twice daily 

frequency and oftener in special areas or as warranted. Storage containers 

are washed in special equipment. Solid wastes are transported to the municipal 

landfill cla_ily.. The pla..YJ.t }'l_as been impro\red in appearance both inside and 

v~t.side. 

It is concluded the housekeeping program meets the recommendations of the 

staff. 

Afterburner: Non-condensible gases are being collected and burned in the 

boilers at temperatures in excess of the 1200°F' required. :Elnission tests on 

the boiler stack have been completed by the staff. 

It is concluded that the non-condensible gases are being adequately 

destroyed in the boiler. 

Press Discharge and Condenser Fan: A larger fan was installed to draw vapors 

through condenser and create.a vacuum in the press area. 

It is concluded tha.t the vapors from the cooker and press area are being 

adequately collected. 
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Recommendations and Conclusions: 

With. completion of the new facilities and use of new operational 

procedures, it is concluded that the plant is capable of meeting minimum 

requirements; however, it is recommended that the order require: 

(a) Daily hot water or steam washdown of plant facilities 

with a detergent or equivalent additive to the wash waters. 

(b) Raw material storage outside the building shall be covered 

and restricted to the unloading time necessary, and during 

the months of May, June, July and August shall not be longer 

than 3 hours. 



STAFF REPORT: 

TO Members of Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

Mr. John D. Mosser, Chairman 
Mr. Storrs S. Waterman 
Mr. B. A. McPhillips 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

DATE February 28, 1968 

SUBJECT: Wilbur-Ellis Company 

Mr. Herman P. Meierjurgen 
Mr. Edward C. Harms 

The Wilbur-Ellis Company submitted plans covering their air pollution 

control facilities, and also progress reports including a field evaluation 

by Charlton Laboratories, Inc. Field surveys and emission tests were con­

ducted by the staff. 

Housekeeping: In general, the blood drying operation does not present a 

housekeeping problem since blood is transported in tanks and passed by pumps 

and pipes to storage and process containers. A general cleanup of the ex­

terior of the plant (not owned and for the most par't not used by Wilbur-Ellis) 

is being completed. Particulate emiosio11s are not considered a problem at 

this time. 

It is concluded that a daily washdown of facilities can and are being 

conducted. 

Additional Treatment: Raw blood is spray air dried and passes through a 

baghouse for collection. The exhaust gases amount to 11,00':J cfm and are 

alleged to be essentially odorless. Tests conducted by the staff confirmed 

what is considered at this time to be a minor malodorous emission. Control 

of malodorous emissions is accomplished by rigid control of raw products. 

It is concluded that further treatment of gaseous emissions is not 

necessary at this time; however, a further evaluation may be necessary 

during the hot summer months. 

Conclusions and Recommendations: 

1. It is concluded that the plant operations meet the minimum 

recommendations of the staff at the present time. 

2. It is recommended that the order require: 

(a) Housekeeping measures to include daily hot water or steam 

washdown with detergent .. or equivalent additive ·to wash 

waters of plant facilities. 
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(b) That if plant gaseous emissions exceed 100 odor units 

per scf during the summer months, the gaseous effluent 

shall be incinerated at a temperature of not less than 

1200°F for a period of not less than 0.3 seconds, or 

provide equally effective control. 
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STAFF REPORT: 

·TO Members of Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

Mr. John D. Mosser, Chairman 
Mr. Storrs S. Haterman 
Mr. B. A. McPhillips 

Hr. Herman P. Heierjurgen 
Mr. Ed1t1ard C. IIarrns 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

DATE February 29, 1968 

SUBJECT: Western States Rendering Company 

Mr. C. P. Pace of Western States Rendering Company submitted a drawing 

on February 19, 1968 showing the installation of an afterburner for control 

of odors. After a plant survey, it was determined that insufficient design 

information was included to complete staff action and Mr. C. P. Pace was 

so advised in a letter dated February 23, 1968. 

A conference with Hr. C. P. Pace of Western States Rendering Company 

aTtd Mr. E. O'Giblein of Wasteco on February 28, 1968 revealed that vfasteco 

will supply the additional information and plans. 

Conclusions and Recomrnendations: 

It is concluded that the plans are incomplete at this time; however, 

tha staff dces not feel that this is an obstQcle to ~eeting the June 1 

date. 

It is therefore recommended that the order require: 

(a) Submission of final plans and specifi.cations for review and 

apprmcal of the staff. before construction is initiated. 

(b) Housekeeping measures to include daily hot. water or steam 

washdown of plant facilities with a detergent or equivalent 

additive to wash waters. 

(c) Collection of gases and vapors from reduction facilities and 

incinerate at a temperature of not less than 1200°F for a 

period of not less than 0.3 second, or provide equally effec­

tive control. 



STAFF RJ-;;FORT: 

TO Members of Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

- Mr. John D. Mosser, Chairman 
Mr. Storrs S. Waterman 
Mr. B. A. McPhillips 

t1r. fiern1an P. t-'Ieier jurgen 
Mr. Edward C. Harms 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

DATE February 29, 1968 

·SUBJECT: Pacifi_c_.J::!ea.!_Q_o_mpany 

Pacific l·1eat Company sl1bmitted t1.-10 dra;.vings received on February 19, 

1968 showing alternative methods of installing afterburners for control of 

odors. Additional design information was requested in a letter dated 

February 23, 1968. 

On February28, a conference was held with Mr. H. Nelson and Mr. W. 

Parker of Pacific Meat Co. and later with Hr. E. O'Giblien of Wasteco. The 

staff is not sure that Wasteco has been retained by Pacific Heat Company; 

however, Wasteco has stated that the information requested could be provided 

\vithin about one week:. 

Conclusions and Recommendations: 

It is concluded that information is incomplete at this time; however, 

the staff is of the opinion that control facilities can be installed by 

June 1. 

It is therefore recommended that the order require: 

(a) Submission of fina_l plans ~'1.d specifications for review and of 

approval_of the staff before construction is initiated. 

(b) Housekeeping measures to include daily hot wa:ter or steam wash­

down of plant facilities with a detergent or equivalent additive to 

the wash waters. 

(c) Collection of gases and vapors from reduction facilities and incinerate 

at a temperature of not less than 1200° F for a period of not less 

than 0.3 second; or provide equally effective control. 



STAFF REPORT: 

TO Members of Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

Mr• John D. Mosser, Chairman 
Mr. Storrs S. Waterman 
Mr. B. A. McPhillips 

Mr. Herman P. Meierjurgen 
Mr. Edward C. Harms 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

DATE February 29, 1968 

SUBJECT: Associated Meat Company 

Associated Meat Company submitted a plan received on February 19, 1968 

showing the installation of an afterburner for control of odors. Additional 

design information was requested in a letter dated February 23, 1968. 

Flow diagram plans were received from Metz Engineering Company on 

February 28, 1968. The plans show the collected gases from the cooker 

passing through a condenser, hot well and.afterburner. They do not collect 

gases and vapors from the percolating pans. or presses. 

C0t1clusiono arid RecoinmeJiclaLlo11s ;· 

The staff concludes that the proposal will meet the minimum requirements 

for odor control to prevent an area problem; however, it is recommended that 

the orderrequire: 

(a) Submission of final plans and specifications for review and 

approval of the staff before construction is initiated. 

(b) Controi of percolating pan and press gases and vapors by 

passing them through the afterburner should the proposed 

methods prove ineffective. 

(c) Housekeeping measures to include daily hot water or steam 

washdown of plant facilities with a detergent or equal 

additive to wash waters. 

(d) Collection of gases and vapors from reduction facilities 

and incinerate at a temperature of not less than 1200°F for 

a period of not less than 0.3 second, or provide equally 

effective control. 



. STAFF REPORT: 

TO Members of Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

Mr. John D. Mosser, Chairman 
Mr. Storrs S. Waterman 
Mr. B. A. McPhillips 

Mr. Herman P •. Meierjurgen 
Mr. Edward C. Harms 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

DATE February 29, 1968 

SUBJECT: Kenton Pack.ing _Comp~ 

A letter from Tom Metz of Metz Engineering Company i;as received on 

February 19, 1968 advising the staff that preliminary engineering analyses 

and drawings had been completed and would soon be available. 

Flow diagram plans were .received from ~1Ietz Engineering Company on 

February 28, 1968. These plans show the collected gases from the cooker 

passing through a condenser, hot well and afterburner. They do not collect 

gas and vapors from the percolating pans or presses. 

Conclusions and Recommenda_tions: 

The staff concludes that the proposal will meet the minimum require­

ments for odor co11trol to preve~-t an area probJem; hot·Iever, it is recommended 

that the order require: 

(a) Submission of final plans and _specifications for review and 

approval of the staff before construction is initiated. 

(b) Control of percolating pan and press gases and vapors by 

passing them through the afterburner should the proposed 

methods prove ineffective. 

(c) Housekeeping measures to include daily hot water or steam 

washdown of plant facilities with a detergent or equal 

additive to wash waters. 

(d) Collection of gases and vapors from reduction facilities 

and incinerate at a temperature of not less than 1200°F 

for a period of not less than.0.3 second, or provide 

equally effective control. 



STAFF REPORT: 

.TO Members of Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

Mr. John D. Mosser, Chairman 
Mr. Storrs S. Waterman 
Mr. B. A. McPhillips 

Mr. Herman P. Meierjurgen 
Mr. Edward C. Harms 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

DATE February 29, 1968 

SUBJECT: Brander Meat Company 

Mr. Walter S. Steele of Brander Meat Company advised the staff on 

February 21, 1968 that Tom Metz of Metz Engineering Company has been 

employed to design and prepare plans for odor control facilities. 

Flo\.,r diagra1n plans 'dere received frorn Metz Engineering. on Fe br11ar~y 28, 

1968. These plans show the collected gases from the cooker pas.sing through 

a conde!lse·r, hot 1·1ell, and afterburner. They do not collect gases and/or 

vapors from the percolati!lg pans or presses. 

Co:nclv.cions and Rccon1monc:iu.tior..s: 

The staff concludes ·that the proposal will meet the minimum require-

ments for ·odor control to prevent an area problem; ho~1ever, it is recor.im-endad 

that the order require: 

(a) Submission of firL..<i.l plans and specifications for review and 

approval of the staff before construction is initiated. 

(b) Control of percolating .?all and press gases and vapors by 

passing them through the afterburner should the proposed methods 

prove ineffective. 

( c) Housekeeping measures to include daily hot 'dater or steam \vash·­

down of plant facilities with a detergent or equal additive to 

w·.2sh v1aters. 

(d) Collection uf gases and vapors from reduction facilities and 

incinerate at a temper.ature of not less than 1200° F for a 

period ·of not less than 0.3 second or provide equally effective 

co!ltrol. 



(PROPOSED-REGULATION) 

Reduct_ion of Animal Matter 

1. APPLICATION 

(a) This regulation shall apply to the areas of the state which are 

located within municipal boundaries.and within two miles of 

municipa_l boundaries. 

· (b) For the purpose of this regulation, "reduction" is defined as 

any heated process, including rendering, cooking, drying, dehy­

drating, digesti11g, evaporating and protein concentrating. 

(c) The provisions of this regulation shall not apply to any article, 

machine, equipment or other contrivance. used exclusively for the 

processing of food for human consumption. 

2. REDUCTION OF ANIMAL MATTER. A person shall not operate or use any 

article, machine, equipment or other contrivance for the reduc­

tion of animal matter unless all gases, vapors and gas-entrained 

effluents from such an article, machine, equipment or other 

contrivance are: 

(a) Incinerated at temperatures of not less than 1200 degrees 

Fahrenheit for a period of not less than 0.3 s·econds, or 

(b) Processed in such a manner determined by the Sanitary Authority 

staff to be equally, or more, effective for the purpose of air 

pollution control than (a) above. 

A person incinerating or processing gases, vapors or gas-entrained 

effluents pursuant to this regulation shall provide, properly in­

stall and maintain in calibration; in good working order and in 

operation, devices for i11dicating ternperature, pressure or other 

operating conditio~s. 



3. HOUSEKEEPING 

The plant prem.ise.s are to be k·3pt clean and free of accuraulated 

ra\'1 matei--ial, product, and waste materials.. r.1ethods used shall incl11de: 

(a) Washdown, at least once each working day, of equipment, facilities 

and building interiors with steam or hot 1'1at8r and detergent or 

equivalent additive. 

(b) Covered storage and daily disposal of solid waste in an approved 

incinerator, landfill or by contract with a company or municipal 

department providing such service. 

( c) Disposal of li\luid and liquid-borne waste in a sa_ni tary sewer or 

by equivalent means approved by the Sinitary Authority. 

(d) Storage of raw materials not immediately processed in covered 

if raw materials ar'e to be stored overnight, they shall be refriger­

ated until processed4 



MEMORANDUM 
Februa.ry 29, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROH: Harold L. SaW'_fer 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for Tax 
Relief Purposes, Noo T-6, submitted by General Foods Corporation, 
Birds Eye Division, \1Joodbtirn, Oregon 

Both Parts I and II of an 111\pplicatio11 for Certification of Pollution Control 
Facility for Tax Relief Purposes 11 \·Jere filed by 'General Foods Cor1)oration, Birds 
D.Je Division,. t.rJoodburn, Oregon, on January 2, 1963.. This application 11as been 
reviev:ed and its contents are sun.r::i.arized as follo<.:1s: 

1. General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, ov1ns and oDerates a fresh 
fruit and vegetable processing and freezing plant at the East End of 
Cleveland Street in Woodburn, Oregon, Marion County. 

2. The wastes produced at this plant include cooling water, fruit and vegetable 
washing waters, and the high BO'J waste water from blanching· and corn proces­
sing operations. 

3. Pollution coritrol facilities at this plant, 1,11hich are not claimed for 
certification, are: 

a. A waste water screening system for removal of solid material. 
b. 6.5 acres of treatment lagoon. 
c. A system to dispose of ~-1astes by irrigation on approxin1ately 

160 acres of land. 
d. r\ system to recycle sc!:'eened wastes for use as gutter \Vashdov.m 

water. 

4. The facility covered in this ap;>lication is an extended aeration \·Taste •.vater 
treatn1ent facility. This facil2.ty v1as installed i.'\lith the approval of the 
Oregon State Sanitary Authorit~{ to reduce the BOD in the low strer1gth \·Jaste 
waters prior to discharge to t}1e lagoon system.. Based on operating records 
for the period from September througl1 November of 1967 7 a BOD reduction of 
approximately 95% was obtained :Eor the 1.5 million gallons per day waste 
flow through this facility. The average effluent BOD is stated in the 
application to be 10 milligrams per liter (mg/ll. 

5. Construction of the facility \Vas start~d in _OctOber 1966 and completed in 
August 1967.. The facility \•Ja.s ;>laced _in operation imrnediately u~on com­
pletion (S/22/67). 

6. The facility claimed- consists of the folloi.11ing component.s: 

a. 2 aeration basins (85' x 170' .x 10' deep). 
b. 4 aerators mounted on steel platforQS in the aeration basins 

( 30-HP each) • 
c. 2 concrete settling be.sins with sludge collecting mechanism .. 
d. 2 self-prillling se1,1age l)l.Unps and associated :?iping for sludge 

reCircula tio-n. 
e.;. Influent piping modifications_ .. 

f. Laboratory testing equipment to perform tests required by the 
·oregon State Sanitary Authority. 
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7. The actual cost of this facility, as certified by an independent accounting 
firm, is stated to be $159,890.11. A copy of the cost breakdown and accoun­
tant's certification is attached. 

The findings·of the staff are as follows: 

1. An application has been filed by General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye 
Division, on the form provided by tli.e Sanitary Authority . 

. .?• The construction and installation of the facility v1as completed after 
January 1, 1967. 

3. The facility is designed for and is being operated during the processing 
season for the principal purpose of preventing, controlling, and reducing 
water pollution. Plans were approved by the Sanitar.r Authority on 11/7 /66. 

4. The construction and operation of this facility is necessary to satisfy the 
intents and purposes of ORS Chapter 449 and regulations thereunder. 

5. The actual cost of the facility is $159,890.11. 

It is, therefore, recor.rmended that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate," 
bearing the. actual cost figure of $159 ,890 .11, be issued ·to General Foocls 
Corporation, Birds Eye Division, ~lfoodburn, for the facilities clairaed in tax 
application !'Jo. T-6. 

Attachment 



\. 

EXHIBIT V 

EXTENDED AEMTI0:-1 FACILITY COSTS 

Vortai r Aerators. (11) 

Sludge Collecting Mechanism 

Recirculation Pumps 

Influent Piping 

Aeration Basins 

Settling Basins 

Testing Equipment 

Engineering Fees 

TOTAL 

COST 

$25,225.46 

8,265.04 

1,462. 78 

15,031.17 

54,673.112 

34. 317. 25 

1,434.33 

19 ,l180. 66 

$159,890.11 

NOTE: The above costs rep~esent amounts paid to outside vendors 

for materials and services used in this project and.payroll 

charges for company engineers and other employees directly . . . 

involved 1"ith the project. 

There has been no allocation of indirect expenses which may 

be attributable to general supervision, planning, or general 

overhead. 
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PRICE WATERHOUSE & Go. 

General Foods Corporation 
Birds Eye Division 
Woodburn, Oregon 

Dear Sirs: 

AM.ERIC.AN BANK BUILDING 

PORTLAND 97205 

December 29, 1967 

We have examined the accompanying statement prepared by 
General Foods Corporation-Birds Eye Division and summarizing its 
cost of the extended aeration facility (Exhibit V) - $159,890.11 
at August 31, 1967. 

Our examination consisted of tests of the cost records, 
inquiries of officials and accounting personnel of the Division 
and such other auditing procedures as we considered necessary in 
the circumstances. The principal tests included in our examination 
were directed to (1) vendors invoices and related documents. support­
ing direct material purchases and (2) payroll records for direct 
labor charges. 

In our opinion, the accompanying statement of extended 
aeration facility costs (Exhibit V) presents fairly costs which 
were incurred by General Foods Corporation-Birds Eye Division and 
are properly chargeable to this extended aeration project. 

Yours very truly, 



MEMORANDUM 
February 29, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Harold L. Sawyer 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for Tax 
Relief Purposes, ?-Joo T-7, submi tt_ed by General Foods Corporation, Birds 
Eye Division, ~Joodburn, Oregon 

Both-Parts I and II of an "Application for Certification of Pollution Control 
Facility for Tax Relief Purposes" v1ere filed by General Foocls Cbrporation, Birds 
Eye Division, Woodburn, Oregon, on January 2, 1968. This application has been 
revie1rved and its contents are S1:1fnmarized as follotl/s: 

1. General FOods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, o\vns and operates a fresh 
fruit and vegetable processing and freezing plant at the East Znd of 
Cleveland Street in Woodburn, Oregon, Marion County. 

2. The wastes produced at this plant include cooling water, fruit and vege­
table washing waters, and the high BOD waste water from blanching and 
corn processing operations. 

3. PollutiOn control facilities at t1i.i~ plant, \·Jhich are not claimed for 
certification, are: 

a. A waste water screening system for removal of solid material. 
b. 6.5 acres'of treatment lagoon. 
c. A system to dispose of wastes by irrigation on approximately 

90 acres of land. 
d. System to recycle scree11ed v1astes for use as gutter washdovn1 

water. 
e. An extended aeration system for treatment of low BOD waste 

waters. 

4. The facility covered in this application is a portion of the land and 
irrigation equipment installed for disposal of waste water at the Woodburn 
plant. General Foods irrigates several tracts of land in the process of dis­
posing of wastes. Only 1 tract is claimed in this application. This partic­
ular tract of land claimed had been leased by General Foods for some years 
for irrigation waste .disposal, using 2 power roll sprinkler systems. 2 
additional power roll systems were acquired September 9, 1966, to satisfy 
increased irrigation requirements. The tract of land claimed was then 
acquired by General Foods on October 20, 1966. Irrigation to this tract was 
discontinued November 23, 1966, and not resumed until June 1967. Additional 
piping from an adjacent tract to the one claimed and po111ering equipment for 
moving tr1e pot,·1er roll sprink:ler systems to make optimum use of the irrigation 
capacity of this tract were acquired and installed in June 1967. 

The applicant has stated ·in his application that he .is not certain 1,·1hether or 
not this tract of land qualifies for certification. (The applicant also has 
indicated that General Foods has already acquired so:-ae additional land and 
will acquire more land :for irrigation purpo.ses, \·;hich \Vill be developed in the 
future). 
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Although the land in question i·1as used 
1966, improve.ments \'lere made in 1967. 
June of 1967. 

for 9ollution control purposes during 
These improvem.ents ,,.,ere completed in 

6. The facility, as claimed in the application, consists of the following components: 

a. A tract Of land consisting of 69.6 acres. 
b. 2 power roll sprinkler irrigation units. 
c. 2 po\ver roll transroission units. 
d. A 480 ft. long, 8 in. diameter, underground pipeline 

extending under neighboring property to the tract of 
land in question. 

7. The actual cost of the facility, as certified by an independent accounting 
firm, is stated to be $93,811.12. A copy of the cos·t breakdo,.vn and accoun­
tant's- c.ertifica.tion is attached. 

The findings. of tl1e staff. are as follo\vs: 

1. An application has been filed by General.Foods Corporation, Birds Eye Division, 
on the form provided by the Sanitary Authority. 

2. Part of the facility claimed was in operation and used for irrigation 1.r-1aste 
disposal prior to January 1 7 1967.. &lsect. on information SUI)L)li.ed in the 
applicatio11, improvements consisti11g of th2 installation of a perman.ent unde.!:'­
ground pipeline to carry the i,vaste to the parcel of land and the purchase of 
2 po1,,vering units 1.r11ere completed after January 1, 1967. 

3. The facility 1,,vas designed for, has been operated for? and 1,,vill be operated 
during the processing season for the principal purpose of preventing, control­
ling, and reducing water pollution. 

4. The contint1ed operation of this facility is necessary to satisfy the intents 
and purposes of ORS Chapter 44~ and regulations thereunder. 

5. The actual cost o~ the facility- is as follo1t1s: 

Land and Power Roll Units 
Pipeline and Powering Units 

Total Cost 

$91,462.69 
2, 348.43 

$93,811.12 

82.sed on these findings, it is the opinion of ti1e staff that the facility as claimed 
in the application does not meet the essent.ial requirem~nts for certificatio!l since 

. it v.Jas an operating ur.:.it used for the purpose of preventiil.g ivc.ter pollution c!urir:g 
1965. It is 1 hot·.rever, the o~Jinion of the staff" that t·he i!rr?rover:1ents r..ac!e dtrring 
1967 (the installation of a perrnanent :buried pipeline to convey tvastes to this 
parcel of J.and and th'2 purci.1ase of poi·1er. units to allo'-1 movement of sprinklers for 
more effectiv~ use of land) are eligible for certificationo It is, therefore, 
recomm.:=nded that a 11Pollution Control Facility Certificc.te, 11 bearing the actual 
c_QS±. fj Q]JX..2-D.f.. $~zl.~..'.~-·-±?, be issued to General Foods Corporation, Birds Eye 
Division, for only the pipeline and po\-1ering units.clairned in -application No .. T-7,, 

Attachment 



EXHIBIT V 

LAND AND IRRIGATION EQUI PMEMT COSTS 

Tract C Land Purchase 

New P01·1er Ro 11 s (2) 

$86,517,73 

4,944,96 

Pipeline to Land 1,515.07 

Transmission Units for Existing Power Rolls 833,36 

TOTAL $93,811,12 

NOTE: The above costs represent amounts paid to outside vendors 

for materials and services used in this project and payrol 1 

charges for company engineers and other employees directly 

involved with the project. 

There has been no allocation of indirect expenses which may 

be attributable to general supervision, planning, or general 

overhead. 



PRICE WATERHOUSE & Co. 

General Foods Corporation 
Birds Eye Division 
Woodburn, Oregon 

Dear Sirs: 

AMERICAN BANK BUILDING 

PORTLAND 97205 

December 29, 1967 

We have examined the accompanying statement prepared by 
General Foods Corporation-Birds Eye Division and summarizing its 
cost of the land and irrigation equipment (Exhibit V) - $93,811.12 
at August 31, 1967. 

Our examination consisted of tests of the cost records, 
inquiries of officials and accounting personnel of the Division 
and such other auditing procedures as we considered necessary in 
the circumstances. The principal tests included in our examination 
were directed to (1) vendors invoices and related documents support­
ing direct material purchases and (2) payroll records for direct 
labor charges. · 

In our opinion, the accompanying statement of land and 
irrigation equipment (Exhibit V) presents fairly costs which were 
incurred by General Foods Corporation-Birds Eye Division and are 
properly chargeable to this land and irrigation project. 

Yours very truly, 



MEl10RANDUM 
February 29, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

. FROM: Harold L. Sawyer 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for 
Tax Relief Purposes, No. T-14, submitted by \'IE!""_i'erhaeuser Company, 
Paperboard and Packaging Group, Springfield, Oregon 

Both.Parts I and II of an "Application for Certification of Pollution Control 
-~acility for Tax Relief Purposes" 1,·1ere filed by the ~·Jeyer.."haeuser Company, 
Paperboard and Packaging Group, Springfield, Oregon, on Jant3ry 19, 1968D This 
application has been reviev-Jed and its contents are sll.fnr.1..arized as follo~'/S: 

1. t'leyerhaeuser Corapany,- Paperboard and Packaging Group:.,_, at.ms ·and operates a pulp 
and paperboard mill at 785 North 42nd Street, Spring£ield, Oregon, Lane County. 

2. The liquid wastes produced at this plant include coo-Jling water, condensates 
from cooking and evaporation, and excess paper mill t.:lhite v.rater. 

3. Numerous pollution control facilities have been in existence prior to January 1 i 
1967, and are E£!:. claimed for certification. Among these are: 

a. Two sedimentation ponds (one each for pulp and paper mill 
effluents) • · 

b. An extended aeration system for pulp and paper mill 1,,o1aste to 
provide a.BOD reduction adequate for protection of the receiv­
ing stream. 

c. An irrigation system for disposal of condensates or paper mill 
wastes as necessary to aug~ent extended aeration capacity during 
10111 water periods. 

4. The facility covered in this application is a 20-HP surface aerator installed 
in the existing extended aeration lagoon. The purpose of this aerator is to 
further reduce the BOD load discharged to the McKenzie River by adding additional 
oxygen to the wastes in the lagoon. The addition of this aerator is expected to 
remove an additional 960 lbs. of BOD daily from the raw mill effluent. The 
maximum average daily discharge of BOD is stated to be 4,100 lbs. The company 
indicates that benefits from this installation also apply to air quality con­
trol, since it allo1·1s for removal of 200 lbs. per day of sulphur compounds 
.from lime kiln emissfons. 

5. Installation of this facility was started in May of i967 and completed on 
June 30, 1967. 

6. The facility claimed consists of 1 20-HP aerator on a float with the requirec 
wiring. 

7. The actual cost of this facility, as certified by an independent public 
acco.untant, is stated.to be $8,581.-00. A copy of tr..e 9.Ccountant'.s certifica­
tion is attached. 
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The findings of the staff are as follows: 

· 1. An application has been filed by Weyerhaeuser Company_, Paperboard and 
Packaging Group, Springfield, on the form provided tr<1 the Sanitary Authority. 

2. The construction and installation of the facility was completed after January 1, 
1967. 

3. rhe facility is designed for and is being operated for the principal purpose 
of preventing, controlling, and reducing water pollution. 

4. The continued operation of this facility is necessary to satisfy the intents 
and purposes of ORS Chapter'449 and regulations thereunder. 

5. The actual cost of the facility is $8,581. 

It ;is, therefore, recomrriended that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate," 
bearing a total cost figure of $8,581, be issued to Weyerhaeuser Company, Paperboard 
and Packaging Group, Springfield, Oregon, for the facility claimed in tax applica­
tion No. T-14. 

Attachment 



'1V1LLIAM HAGGERTY, P.A. 
ARCHIE RUFF, P.A. 
EVERIT't HILL, C.P.A· 
BERNICE P-LATTE, C.P.A.. 
EDWARD C. STACK, C.P.A.. 

"rilet99e'ettf, . ~et/I & 'ri'dt 
PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

McKENZIE BUILDING 

444 NORTH A STREET 

SPRINGFIELD. OREGON 
97477 

January 18, 1968 

Weyerhaeuser Company 
Springfield Branch 
Paperboard and Packaging Group 
Springfield, Oregon 

Gentlemen: 

TELEPHONE 746-4466 

As independent public accountants selected to review the costs 
of a 20 H.P. areator in connection with your application for 
certification of pollution control facility to the Oregon State 
Sanitary Authority dated January II, 1968, we have examined the 
attached statements of costs shown as Exhibit C and identified 
on the company's records as work order numbers 66-2100 and 28-5300. 
Our examina~ion included tests of the accounting records, inquiries, 
and such other auditing procedures as we considered necessary in 
the circumstances. 

In our opinion, the attached Exhibit C consisting of four pages 
presents fairly the costs of the above named facility aggregating 
$8,581. 

Very truly yours, 



MEMORANDUl·l 
February 29, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

·FROM: Harold L. Sm'Yer 

SUBJSCT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for 
Tax Relief Purposes, No. T-15, submitted by Weyerhaeuser Company, 
Paperboard and Packaging Group, S;:·ring::'ield, Oregon 

Both Parts I and II of an "Application for Certific_atiOn 9f Pollution Control 
Faciiity for Tax Relief Purposes" were filed by the ~Jeyerhaeu.se~ Company, 
fiaperboard and Packaging Group, Springfield, Oregon, on January 24, 1968. This 
application has been revievJed and its contents are surnmarized as follol·-Ts: 

1. Weyerhaeuser Company, Paperlooard and Packaging Group, owns and operates a pulp 
and paperboard mill at 785 North 42nd Street, S~)ringfield, Oregon, Lune County. 

2. The liquid v1astes produced at this plant include cooling v.Jater, conde11sates 
from coo}cing and evaporation, and excess paper mill ••.Jhite v1ater .. 

3. Numerous pollution control facilities have been in exister1ce prior to Jai1uary 1, 
1967, and are~ claimed for certification. Among these are: 

a. Two sedimentation ponds (one each for pulp and paper mill 
effluents) • 

b. An ·extended aeration system for pulp and paper mill \·Tdste to 
provide a. 000 reduction adequate for protection of the recei,1-
ing strearu. 

c. An irrigation system for dispo?al of condensates or paper mill 
wastes as necessary to augment extended aeration capacity during 
lo\.,r 111ater periods .. 

4.. The facility covered in this aDvlication is a 75-HP aerator mou11ted on a 
floating platforin in the existing extended aeration basin. In the past, blo\·r 
and relief condensates r.·Jere used to scrub the lime kiln flue ga~es in a recovery 
process. During· this scrubbing some 1.tol2tile malodorous corrrpounds i;·1ere stripped 
from the condensat.es and discharged to the atmosphere. The addition of this 
aerator allo\·Js these condensates to be added to the aeration basin influent 
without appreciably affecting the net waste BOD dischc.rged to the McKenzie River. 
In the.process, about 200 lbs. per day of organic sulphur compounds are destroyed 
by this procedure. The BOD of the condensates is reduced more than 90"/, and the 
·organic sulphides are destroyed in the aeration system. The effluent is then 
discharged to the Mcl~nzie River. The net effect of_ this change ha·s. been to 
reduce the quantity of malodorous gases in the atmosphere. 

5. Work started on this project in November 1966 and was completed in June 1967. 

6.. The facil5_ty claimed consists of one 75-HP aerator, one spare aerator drive, 
and the \Vii'ing and installation materials. 

7. The actual cost of the facility, as certified by an in{lependent. public accoun­
tant, i:s stated to be $35,020. A copy of the i3.ccol1ntant's certification ·is 
attached. The company has included ~ note on the application forn indicating 
the total cost to loe $35,020, plus an audit fee of $130, for a .total of 
$35,150. 
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The findings of the staff- are as follolvs: 

1. An application has been filed by Weyerhaeuser Company on the forra provided by 
the Sanitary Authority. 

2. The construction and installation of the facility was completed after January 1, 
1967. 

3. The facility is designed for and is being operated for the principal purpose 
of preventing, controlling, and reducing air and v1ater pollution. 

4. The continued operation of the facility is necessary to satisfy the intents 
and purposes of ORS Chapter· 449 and regulations thereunder. 

5. The actual cost of the facility is $35,020. The audit fee of $130 is not 
considered to. be part of the cost of the facility. 

It is, therefore, reconunended that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate," 
bearing the actual cost figure of $35,020, be issued to Weyerhaeuser Corapany, 
Paperboard and Packaging Group, for the facif.ities claim.ed in tax application 
No. T-15. 



WILLIAM HAGGERTY, P.A. 
ARCHIE RUFF, P.A. 
EVERITT HILL. C.P.A. 
BERNICE PLATTE, c.P.A. 
EDWARD C, ST ACK, C.P.A. 

~~~· 'Ret{I & ~at 

Weyerhaeuser Company 
Springfield Branch 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

McKENZIE BUILDING 

444 NORTH A STREET 

SPRINGFIELD. OREGON 
97477 

January 22, 1968 

Paperboard and Packaging Group 
Springfield, Oregon 

Gent 1 emen: 

As independent public accountants selected to review the 
costs of a 75 HP aerator in connection with your application 
for certification of pollution contra~ faci lily to Oregon 
State Sanitary Authority dated January 22, 1968, we have 
examined the attached statements of costs shown as Exhibit E 
and identified on the company's records as work order numbers 
28-0410, 28-0420 and 28-0430. Our examinations included tests 
of the accounting records, inquiries, and such other auditing 
procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances. 

In our opinion, the attached Exhibit E consisting of 
eleven pages present fairly the cosi:s of the above named 
facility aggregating $35,020. 

Very truly yours, 

TELEPHONE 746-4466 



MEMORANDUM 
February 29, 1968 

TO: Me;nbers of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Harold L. Sawyer 

SUBJ'""'d:T: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for Tax 
Relief Purposes, No. T-16, submitted by :veyerhaeuser Company, Paperb6'1rd 
and Packaging Group, Springfield, Oregon 

Both Parts I and II of an "Application for Certification of Pollution Control 
Facility for Tax Relief Purposes" v1ere· filed by iJeyerhaeuser Cornpany, Paperboard 
and Packaging Group, Springfield, Oregon, on February 2, 1968. This application 
has been revie\·1ed and its contents are sum.Llarized as follov1s: 

1. Weyerhaeuser Company, Paperboard and Packaging Group, mms and operates a pulp 
and paperboard mill at 785 No 42nd Street, Springfield, Oregon, Lane County. 

2. The liquid wastes produced at this plant include cooling water, condensates from 
cooking and evaporation, and e...xcess paper rnill h1l1ite v..1ater. 

3. Numerous polllJ.tion control facilities ha·ve been in existence prior to January 1, 
1967, and are~ claimed for certification. Among these are: 

a. Two sedimentation ponds (one each for pulp and paper mill effluents). 
b. An extended aeration system for pulp and paper 'lnill wastes to provide 

a BOD reduction c.deqt1ate for protection of the receiving strear.i .. 
c. An irrigation systera for disposal of condensates or paper mill \-.Jastes 

as necessary to augment e."{tended aeration capacity during lov1 1,vater 
periodso 

4. The facility covered in this application is a stand-by pu.~p for the No. 1 paper 
machine effluent. The :Jurpose of tl1is pump is to prevent \·Tastes from flo•,11ing 
directly to the effluent line in cases of pwnp failure or abnormally high ~vaste 
flows. Since this is an emergency device, the pump will o.:ierate only as needed. 
The wastes handled by this pump are discharged to the settling pond. 

5. Installation of" this facility c{as started in January 1967 and completed in 
December 1967. 

6. The facility claimed consists of 1 50-HP 1800-RP!1 electric motor with pump and 
coupling and required piping. 

7 o Tl"1e actual cost of this facility, as certified by an independent pu~lic accoun­
tant, is stated to De $10, 812 o A copy of the accountant's certification is 
attached. The company has included a note on the application form indicating 
the total cost to be $10,812, plus an audit fee of $50, for a total of $10,862. 

The findings of the staff are as follows: 

1. An application has .. been filed Dy ~Veyerhaeuser Cornpany on the for:n provided by 
the Sanitary .Z\uthorit~/ • 

2. The construction and installation of the :;:acility \!Jas completed aft~r Janua.ry 1, 
1967. 
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3. The facility is design~d for and is being operated for the prir1cipal purpose 
of prevei:iting, controlling, and reducing \,rater pollution. 

4. The facility is necessary to satisfy the intents and purposes of ORS Chapter 
L' .... 49 and regulations thereLinder .. 

5. The actual cost of the facility is $10,812. The audit fee of $50 is not con­
sidered to be a part of the cost of the facility. 

It is, therefore, recommended that a 11Pollution Control Pacility Certificate," 
bearing the actual cost figure of $10, 812 7 be issued to Lleyerhu .. 2user Com~)a!'~Y, 
F-aperboard and Packaging Group, for the facilities claimed ir1 tax c..pplicatio11 
No. T-16. 

Attachment 



WILLIAM HAGGERTY, P.A. 
ARCHIE RUFF, P.A. 
EVERITT HILL, C.P.A. 
BERNICE PLATTE, C.P.A. 
EDWARD C, STACI(, C.P.A. 

'W~e'Zfe/- i'<ull & ~at 

Weyerhaeuser Company 
Springfield Branch 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

McKENZIE BUILDING 

444 NORTH A STREET 
SPRINGFIELD. OREGON 

97477 

January 27, 1968 

Paperboard and Packaging Group 
Springfield, Oregon 

Gent 1 emen: 

As independent public accountants selected to review the 
costs of a machine room standby sump pump in connection with 

TELEPHONE 746.4466 

your application for certification of pollution control facility 
to Oregon State Sanitary Authority dated January 27, 1968, we 
have examined the attached statements of costs shown as Exhibit E 
and identified on the company's records as appropriation request 
number 67-3 and work order number 28-2400. Our examinations in­
cluded tests of the accounting records, inquiries, and such other 
auditing procedures as we con~idered necessary in the circumstances. 

In our opinion, the attached Exhibit E consisting of six 
pages present fairly the costs of the above named facility agg­
regating $10,812. 

Very truly yours, 



MEMORANDUM 
February 29, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Harold L. Sawyer 

SU.EJECT: Applications Received Since Last Meeting 

Since the last 
been received. 
Action on this 

meeting on January 19, 1968, 72 permit applications have 
One of these applications is for a proposed ne\·J cannery .. 

application will be delayed until requested additional 
information is received., 

71 of these applications are listed on the attached sheets along with 
the recommended expiration dates for Te1nporary Permits. The staff 
recommends that Temporary Permits be issued to these applicants. 

Attachment 



TEMPORARY PERMITS 
for 

Applications Received Since Last Meeting 

I. Domestic Waste Permits 

II. 

Recommendation: Temporary Permit to Expire on December 31, 1968 

Application 
Number 

521 
524 
537 
530 
528 
547 
541 
542 
536 
583 
548 
577 
566 
569 
527 
560 
553 
539 
535 
556 
533 
575 
526 
532 
582 
571 
544 
552 

Industrial Waste 
Recommendation: 

~ 

545 
574 

Applicant's Name 
Brownsville 
Burns 
Canby 
Carlton 
Central Linn School Dist. #552C 
Condon 
Coos Bay (Plant #1) 
Coos Bay (Plant #2) 
Drain 
Dufur 
Garibaldi 
Gilchrist 
Grants Pass 
Hillsboro Junior High School 
Hines 
Joseph 
Junction City 
Kernan Village Mobile Park, Portland 
Maupin 
Port Orford 
Prairie City 
Royal Motor Inn, Depoe Bay 
Siletz 
Three D Corporation, Astoria 
Vale 
Wallowa· 
Wedderburn Sanitary District 
Winston 

Permits 
Temp~=ary Pe£mit to Exoire on June 30, 196~ 

Hudson Bay Farm, Umapine 
Union Oil Company of c'alifornia, Portland (Asphalt Plant) 

Recommendation: Temporary Permit to Expire on ~mber 1, 1968 

534 Swift & Co., Portland 

Recommendation: Tempora~rmit to Expire on December 31, 1968 

564 Bethel-Danebo Sand & Gravel, Eugene 
546 Dayton Sand & Gravel, McMinnville 
520 Les' Poultry, McMinnville 
570 Portland Union Stock Yards 
562 Union Pacific Railroad, The Dalles 
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.•· 
III. Special Cateqories 

A. Cooliria ~'1aters 
R~commendc...~~~~.E.J:...!~.E~~<?_~~~~p-~cern.Oer 31 , 1968 --------
Application 

Number· 
---543--

568 
517 
522 
579 

App~l-;:ar:t' s l.f~me 
Burrill, Eugene F. LurrL':ler Co., \·fnite City 
Columbia Steel Casting, Portland 
Douglas Fir Plywood, Dillard 
Johnson Cement Products, North Bend 
Silver Falls Packing Co., Portland 

B. Fish Processinq ~·Jastes 
~~~c:tion: '~_!llYJ<_?rarv Permit t? ~-tz.ire_?.E_~~~er 31.LI.2.§§_ 

·----•• •- ••••• a -----

515 Pacific City Fish Cor:-tpany 

Co Fresh F'ruit Pack:i11q ~·Tastes 

ReComrctendation: Temoora!='Y Pe.E!!ll~~o Ex?ir~~~E.... 31, ~1:_963 
---525------ Southernores;;sa1e·s,-Medford---------·---

D. J_,oo Deck Drainuqe and Log Pond OverflovJ 
Rec9rrmendation: Ternpor_':1-EY Permi~ to Expi.i;e on DE;cember 3ll 19 ... ~.§_ 
--·-530----·- Bari;E,7-\illlaffiette Lumber~"Ei.i9ell2------·----

529 Bohemia Lun1ber, La.1ceside 
567 Double Dee Lumber, Central Point 
523 Douglas Fir Plywood Co., Coquille 
518 Douglas Fir Plywood, Dixonville 
561 Ellingson Lumber, Halfway 
573· Eugene Stud & Veneer, Eugene 
555 Georgia-Pacific Corp., Coos Bay 
558 Georgia-Pacific Corp., Coquille 
549 Miller, I.P. Lumber Co., Monroe 
557 Modoc Lumber Co., Klamath Falls 
538 Ochoco Lumber, Prineville 
565 Pedee Lumber Co., Dallas 
572 Al Pierce Lumber Co., Coos· Bay 
516 Riddle Veneer Co., Riddle 
513 Roseburg Lumber Co., Dillard 
514 Roseburg Lurober Co., Green District 
531 Seneca Sawmill co:, Eugene 
576 Southern Oregon PlY',<iood, Grants Pass 
540 Spaulding & Son, Inc., Grants Pass 
554 
563 
559 
581 
573 
550 
551 
519 

Sun Studs, Inc .. , Roseburg 
Superior Lumber Co., Glendale 
3-G Lumber Co. , Harlan 
U. s .. Plyv1ood-Champion Papers, Gold Beach 
U. S .. Plyi·1ood-Chara-pion Papers, Roseburg 
VJilson, Stev.s LumJ:>er Co. , I~ledford 

Vlilson, Steve- Lumber _Co., Trail Creek 
t'linchester PlY"vood Co., Winchester 



a. 

Name 

Dammasch State 
Hospital, Wilsonville 

SUMMAHY OF THE SIGNIFICANT F:ECOl"il'1ENDED PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Type 
of 

Waste 

Domestic 

Rec om. 
Expir. 

Date 

6/30/70 

Flow 

0.30 MGD 

.3urnm12r Li mi ta tions 
BOD I. Susp. Solids . 

63 lbs/day 63 lbs/day 

Special Requirements 

-- ----·- - --· ··-·--·-·--,.·--------·-- ---- ------ - ·----- -- ------ ····--·· ---1-··· ______ _,_ ···-----

b. Port of Tillamook Bay Domestic 12/31/69 0.56 MGD 
·I-·----·----·--,----·-----····-----------·-·--

c. Silverton Domestic 7/1/69 0.70 MGD 

·-- -. ._, _____ .. __ 

22 lbs/day 

500 lbs/day 
until 7/1/69 

22 lbs/day 
·-··· ---------·-··-·-·--- ------

500 lbs/day 
until 7/1/69 

Provide approved treatment facili­
ties before 7/1/69. (Max. BOD & S~ 
150 lbs/day each). 

------- - - - ---, --- I - --------------!-----------·--------------------
d. Birds Eye Division, I Cannery 12/31/70 250 lbs/day 

or 20 mg/l Gen. Foods, Woodburn 
------1 1-------1 \- I ---\------------------

e. Coos Head Timber, 
Coos Bay 

---------------·-··. - ---------.. ·---····---·---

f. Crown Zellerbach, 
Wauna 

g. Georgia-Pacific, 
rroledo 

Pulp Mill 16/30/69 

--- -------i------
Pulp & . 12/31/69 
Paper 

--------

Pulp & 15/30/69 
Paper 

- -1---------------

Provide flow measurement by 5/1/68, 
hydraulic barker solids removal by 
7/31/68, submit program by 10/1/68 
for providing primary treatment by 
7/31/69. 

····---- , ____________ .., ___ ---- •·-··-- -----------·-- ,_ ____ _ 

16, 000 lbs/da) 

--------1----- ---------\----------------- 1---- -------- ----------· - ---·-·--

1, 500 lbs/day 
to Yaquina 

(2,000 lbs/day 
winter) 

3,500 lbs/day 
to Yaquina 

C4,500 lbs/day 
winter) 

Submit program by 7/1/68 for pro­
viding primary treatment for 
Yaquina discharge by 5/1/69. 

--------·-· - . ------ -- ------ - I·----- - --·------- 1 - -- --- - -·- I .. --- ________ ,, _______ I ------------- -·---- I ··-··-----·--------·I - "' ···- ···-···-·--··-- ·-·-·---

h. International Paper, 
Gardiner 

i. Menasha- Corp. , 
North Bend 

,. 

j • Tektronix, Inc. , 
Beaverton 

---

Pulp & 
Paper 

2/28/69 

Paperboard! 12/30/68 
Mill 

Metal 
Plating 

3/31/69 I 0.40 MGD 
Cooling water 
excluded 

Install approved metering and 
sampling facilities and monitor 
wastes. 

No increase in production. Obtain 
approval prior to lagoon discharge. 
Submit program by 6/1/68 for pro­
viding lagoon seepage monitoring 
system by 11/1/68. 

Limit pH, cyanides, chrome, fluo­
ride, turbidity. Conduct bioassays 
inCrease monitoring frequency. 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

·Expiration Date: 

Dammasch State Hospital 

6/30/70 

Application No.: 12 
Date Received: 11/13/67 

Clackamas 
Willamette 
Corral Creek 
1.0 

County: 
PJ..ver Ba,sin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River )l"Jile: 

1. At all times, all waste treatment facilities and equipment shall be operated 
and maintained at maximum efficiency and in a manner \'>Jhich 1,-1ill minimize waste 
discharges. 

2. The average daily flow of sewage through the treatment facilities during any 
dry weather month shall not exceed the design flow of 0. 300 million gallons per 
day ()fiGD). 

3. During the period from June 1 to November 1, the quality of the sewage effluent 
discharged to the waters of Corral Creek shall be governed by the following: 

a. The monthly average quantity of 5-day 20° C. Biochemical Oxygen 
Demand (BOD) in the effluent dischcrged shell not exceed 63 
pounds per day (lbs/day) and the average effluent BOD concentra­
tion shall not exceed 25 milligrams per liter (mg/l). 

b. The monthly average quantity of Suspended Solids in the effluent 
discharged shall not exceed 63.lbs/day and the average effluent 
Suspended Solids concentration shall not exceed 25 mg/l. 

4. At all times, the liquid effluent from the treatment facility shall receive 
adequate disinfection prior to discharge from the controlled confinement of 
the treatment facility. The effectiveness of disinfection shall be equivalent 
to that obtained by adequately mixing sufficient chlorine with the effluent 
to provide a minimum residual of 0.5 mg/l after 60 minutes of contact time at 
the average design flow. 

5. All screenings, grit, and sludge shall be disposed of in a manner approved by 
the Sanitary Authority such that it does not reach any of the waters of the 
state or create a health hazard or nuisance condition. A permanent record 
shall be maintained which indicates the quantity, method, and location of 
disposal of all sludge. 

6. The permittee shall effectively monitor the operation a·nd efficiency of the 
treatment plant and the quantity and quality of the effluent discharged. A 
permanent record of all such data shall be maintained at the plant. Date 
collected and recorded shall include, but not necessarily be limited, to the 
following parameters and minimum frequencies: 

Parameter 
Flow 
pH (raw - final) 
Settleable solids 
Chlorine residual 
Pounds chlorine used 

Hinimum Frequency 
Daily 
3 times weekly 
2 times weekly 
Daily 
Daily 



-2-

7. Reports shall be submitted to the Sanitary Authority at the end of each calendar 
month on prescribed forms and shall contain the following: 

a. Routine monitoring data 
b. Sludge disposal information 
c. Bypassing information 
d. Maintenance shutdown information. 
e. Breakdown information 

8. The sewerage system (pipelines, conduits, pumping stations, forcemains and all 
other facilities used for collecting or conducting wastes to an ultimate point 
for treatment or disposal) shall be operated and maintained in a manner which 
will minimize waste discharges. 

9. This permit allows the construction of seHer extensions and connections thereto 
provided that plans and specifications are submitted to and approved by the 
Oregon State Board of Health and the Sanitary Authority as required by ORS 
449.245 and ORS 449.395. 

10. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this permit , due to breakdown of equipment or other ca use, the 
permittee shall immediately notify the Sanitary AuthoritT of the breakdown, 
its cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence,. A perrnane::nt record .. shall .be maintni.ned of a).l s1Jch occ11rrPnces .. 

11. Whenever a change in the waste to be discharged in excess of the conditions of 
this permit is anticipated, a new application shall be submitted together with 
the necessary reports, plans, and specifications for the proposed changes. No 
change shall be made until plans are approved and a new permit issued. 

12. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall be permitted access 
to the premises of all facilities owned and operated by the permittee at all 
reasonable times for the purpose of making inspections, surveys, collecting 
samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions related to 
this permit. 

13. This permit is subject to termination if the Sanitary Authority finds: 

a. That it was procured by misrepresentation of any material 
fact or by lack of full disclosure in the application 
submitted. 

b. That there has been a violation of any of the conditions 
contained herein. 

14. In the event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results 
in a dangerous degree of pollution, the Sanitary Authority may specify ad­
ditional conditions to this permit. 

15. This permit, or a photocopy thereof, shall be displayed at the treatment 
facility where it can be readily referred to by operating personnel. 



Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

Application No.: 
Date Received: 
County: 
River Basin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

m:co~rrqENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Port of Tillamook Bay 

12/31/69 

120 
11/29/67 
Tillamook 
North Coast 
Trask River 
5.2 

1. At all times, all waste treatment facilities and equipment shall be operated 
and maintained at maximum efficiency and in a manner \oJhich t-1ill minimize \•1aste 
discharges. 

2. The average daily flow of sewage through the treatment facilities during any 
dry weather month shall not exceed the design flow of 0.560 million gallons 
per day (MGD). 

3. During the period from June 1 to November 1, the quality of the sewage effluent 
discharged to the waters of the Trask River shall be governed by the following: 

a. The monthly average quantity of 5-day 20° c. Biochemical Oxygen 
Dem<:l.nd (BOD) in the effluent dische.rgecl shetlJ not exce9d 2? pou.nds 
per day (lbs/day) and the average effluent BOD concentration shall 
not exceed 20 milligrams per liter (mg/l). 

b. The monthly average quantity of Suspended Solids in the effluent 
discharged shall not exceed 22 lbs/day and the average effluent 
Suspended Solids concentration shall not exceed 20 mg/l. 

4. At all times, the liquid effluent from the treatment facility shall receive 
adequate disinfection prior to discharge from the controlled confinement of 
the treatment facility. The effectiveness of disinfection shall be equivalent 
to that obtained by adequately mixing sufficient chlorine with the effluent to 
provide a minimum residual of 0.5 mg/l after 60 minutes of contact time at the 
average design flow. 

5. The permittee shall effectively monitor the operation and efficiency of the 
treatment plant and the quantity and quality of the effluent discharged. A 
permanent record of all such data shall be maintained at the plant. Data 
collected and recorded shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, the 
following parameters and minimum frequencies: 

Parameter 
Flaw· 
Pounds chlorine 
Chlorine residual 
pH final 

Minimum Frequency 
Daily 
Daily 
Daily 
3 times week:ly 

6. Reports shall be submitted to the Sanitary Authority at the end of each calendar 
month on prescribed forms and shall contain the following: 
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6. a. Routine monitoring data 
b. "sludge disposal information 
c. Bypassing information 
d. Maintenance shutdoi;.1n information 
e. Breakdown information 

7. The sewerage system (pipelines, conduits, pumping stations, forcemains and 
all other facilities used for collectj_ng or conducting wastes to an ultimate 
point for treatment or disposal) shall be operated and maintained in a manner 
which will minimize vw·aste dischargeso 

8. This permit allows the construction of sewer extensions and connections thereto 
provided that plans and specifications are submitted to and approved by the 
Oregon State Board of Health and the Sanitary Authority as required by ORS 
449.245 and ORS 449.395. 

9. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this permit, due to breakdown of equipment or other cause, the 
permittee shall immediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown, 
its cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. A permanent record shall be maintained of all such occurrences. 

10. Whenever a change in the waste to be discharged in excess of the conditions of 
this permit is anticipated, a new application shall be submitted together with 
the necessary reports, plans, and specifications for the proposed changes. 
No change shall be made until plans are approved and a new permit issued. 

11. Authorized representaU.ves of the Sanitary Authority shall be permitted access 
to the premises of all facilities owned and operated by the permittee at all 
reasonable times for the purpose of making inspect.ions, surveys, collecting 
samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions related 
to this permit. 

12. This permit is subject to termination if the Sanitary Authority finds: 

a. That if was procured by misrepresentation of any material 
fact or by lack of full disclosure in the application 
submitted. 

b. That there has been a violation of any of the conditions 
contained herein. 

13. In the event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results 
in a dangerous degree of pollution, the Sanitary Authority may specify ad­
ditional conditions to this permit. 

14. This permit, or a photocopy thereof, shall be displayed at the Port office. 



RECO:·f>IENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PE!<>II'f CONDITIONS 

Applicant: City of Silverton 
Recownended Expiration Date: July 1, 1969 
Application No.: 136 
Date Received: November 29, 1967 
County: Marion 
River Basin: Uillamette 
Receiving Stream: Silver Creek 
River :.rile: 3.5 

1. The permittee shall proceed immediately to construct and 

place into operation before July 1, 1969, approved waste 

treatment facilities adequate to insure that during any dry 

weather month, the 5-day 20° centigrade biocl1emical 

oxygen deilland (BOD) in the effluent will not exceed an 

average of 20 milligrams per liter (mg/I) or 150 pounds 

per clay and suspended solids concentrations in the effluent 

will not exceed an average of 20 milligrams per liter 

(mg/l) witl1 the total quantity of suspended solids not to 

exceed 150 pounds per day. 

2, Construction of facilities sliall. be plarrncd and conducted 

in a manner such that all existing facilities can be 

operated at maximum efficiency during the construction period. 

Work requiring shutdown of existing facilities shall be 

scheduled and completed during the period from October 1 

to June 1, unless otherwise approved by the Sanitary 

Authority. The duration of all such shatdmms shall be 

kept as short as possible. 

3. The quantity and q11ality of liquid effluent discharged [rom 

the existi11g treat1rrent facility shall -be governed by t11e 

following: 
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2. 

A. All waste treatment facilities and equipment shall be 

operated and maintained at all times at maximum 

efficiency and in a manner which will minimize waste 

discharges. 

B. The average daily flow during any dry weather month 

shall not exceed the design flow of 700,000 gallons 

per clay. 

C. The average 5-clay 20° C. biochemical oxygen demand 

(BOD) concentration of the effluent discharged during 

any dry-weather month shall not exceed 100 milligrams 

per liter (mg/l) or SOD pounds per day. 

D. The average suspended solids concentration of the 

effluent discharged during any dry 1veather month shall 

not exceed 45 milligrams per liter (mg/I) or 250 lbs. 

per day. 

E. The liquid effluent from the treatment facility shall 

receive adequate disinfection prior to discharge from 

the controlled confinement of the treatment facility. 

The effectivemess of disinfection shall be equivalent 

to that obtained by adequately mixing sufficient 

chlorine with the effluent to provide a residual of 

O.S milligrams per liter (mg/I) after 60 minutes of 

contact time at the average design flow. 

4. All Ef'\'¥F.S~ screenings, grit and sludge shall be dispose d 

of in a 1nanner approved by the Sanitary Authority and tl1e 

Oregon State Board of Health such that it does not reach 

any of the waters of the st~te or create a health hazard or 
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3. 

nuisance condition. A permanent record shall be maintained 

which indicates tl1e quantity, method and location of 

disposal of all sludge. 

5. The sewerage system (pipelines, conduits, ·pumping stations, 

forccmains and all other facilities used for collecting 

or conducting wastes to an ultimate point for treatment 

or disposal) shall be operated and maintained in a manner 

whi.ch will minimize waste discharges. 

6. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply 

with any of the conditions of this permit, clue to breakdown 

of equipment or other cause, the permittee shall imnecliately 
Li" 

notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown, .~ cause 
. ~· 

and the steps taken to correct the problc1n and prevent its 

recurrence. A permanent record shall be maintained of all 

such occurrences. 

7. The permittee shall effectively monitor the operation and 

efficiency of the treatment plant and the quantity and 

quality of the effluent discharged. A per;;ianent record of 

all such data shall be maintained at the plant. Data 

collected and recorded shall include, but not necessarily 

be limitecl to, the following paraneters and minimum 

frequencies: 

Para11'eter 

Flow 
Pounds Chlorine used 
Chlorine Residual 
BOD (raw & final composite) 
S11s1Jended Solicls (rcl\lf C.1 fi11al 

composite) 
pH (raw and final) · 
IlOJJ (raw (j final composite) 

,v!iriimum Frequency 

Daily 
Daily 
Daily 
2 times weekly 
2 times He2kly 

3 times weekly 
Daily during canni11g seasor1 
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8. Reports shall be submitted to the Sanitary Authority at the 

end of each calendar month on prescribed forms an<l shall 

contain the following: 

A. Routine monitoring data 
B. Sluclge disposal information 
C. By-passing information 
D. Maintenance shutdown information 
E. Breakdown information 

9. This permit allows tl1e construction of sewer extensions 

and connections thereto provided that plans and specifications 

are submitted to and approved by the Oregon State Doard 

of Health and the Sanitary Authority as required by 

ORS 449.245 and ORS A49.395. 

10. Whenever a change in the 1~aste to be discharged in excess 

of tl1e conditions of this permit is anticipated, a new 

application shall be submitted together with the necessary 

plans and specifications for the proposed changes. No 

change ihall be made until plans are approved and a new 

pen1it issued. 

11. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall 

be permitted access to the prennses of all facilities 

owned and operated by the permittee at all reasonable 

times for tl1e purpose of making.inspections, surveys, 

collecting samples, obtaining·data and carrying out other 

necessary functions related to this perfilit. 
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12. This permit is subject to termination if the Sanitary 

Authority finds: 

A. That it was procured by misrepresentation of any 

material fact or by lack of full disclosure in the 

application submitted. 

B. That there has been a violation of any of the conditions 

contained herein. 

13. In the event that a cl1ange in the conditions of the 

receiving waters results in a dangerous degree of pollution, 

the Sanitary Autl1ority may specify additional conditions 

to this permit. 

14. This permit, or a photocopy thereof, sl1all be displayed at 

the treatment facility where it can be readily referred to 

by operating personnel. 



RECOMHENDED \'/ASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONl}ITIONS 

Applicant: General Foods Corp., Birds Eye Division 

Expiration Date: 12/31/70 

Application No.: 172 
Date Received: 11/30/67 

Marion 
Willamette 
Pudding River 
27.0 

County: 
River B:i.sin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

1. "l';Vastes" as used in this peF"mit refer to sanitary wastes~ industrial process 
waters, cooling waters, and other liquid waste discharges cited in the permit 
application subject to the limitations and provisions imposed by the conditions 
of this permit. 

2.. The 5-day, 20° c .. BOD of t·1a.stes discharged to the ril.•er shall not exceed 20 mg/l 
or 250 pounds per operating day. 

3. All plant processes and equipment and all waste treatment and control facilities 
shall be operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a 
manner \'Jhich I/Jill minimize \'Jaste discharges. 

'1. The compaii~{ shall effectively !n0!1itor all v1e.ste .prod_u.ction. and disposal an<l 
submit reports of daily data to the Sanitary Authority immediately following 
the end of each calendar·month of operation during the period November l to 
June 1 of each year and immediately following each week of operation during the 
low river flow months from June 1 to November l e3C~'l year. Daily data for each 
waste discharge shall be collected and submitted for the following parameters 
unless otherwise agreed to by the Sanitary Authority: 

a. Flot.•/ 
b. pH 
c. Suspended Solids 
d. BOD 
e. Temperature 
f. Qualitative production information (detailed quantitative pack 

data available upon request) 
g. General observations of outfall and river conditions (related 

to waste discharges) 
1. Discoloration 
2. Foam 
3. Odor 
4. Slime 
5. Deposits 
6. BOD (above and below outfall) 
7. Dissolved oxygen (above and below outfall) 
8. Temperature (above and below outfall) 

S. Sanitary t•1astes shall be proper;i..y disposed of by discharge to the city of 
~·/oodburn municipal sevJerage system. 
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6. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
above conditions of this permit, due to breakd0\·'1n of equipment or other cause, 
the perrnittee shall iliITTlediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown 
or cause and the steps taken to correct -!::he problem and prevent its rectrrrence. 

7. Authorized representatives of the Sani~ary Authority shall be permitted access 
to the plant premises at all reasonable times for the purposes of making in­
spections or surveys and for collecting samples or obtaining data and carrying 
out other necessary functions related to this perrilit .. 

8. VJhenever a change in the v1aste to be discharged in e:'{ce~s of the conditions of 
this permit is anticipated a new application shall be submitted together with 
plans and specifications for proposed changes. No change shall be made until 
plans are approved and a new permit issued. 

9. This permit is subject to termination if the Authority finds: 

a. That it ~Jas procured by misrepresentation of any material 
fact or by lack of full disclosure in the application. 

b. That there has been a violation of any of the conditions 
thereof. 

c. That a material cl1ange in quantity or strength of \·Jaste 
or type of waste disposal e.'<ists. 

10. In the event that a change in the conditions of t11e receiving waters results 
in a hazardous degree of pollution the Authority may specify additional con­
ditions to this permit. 



RECOrn4ENDE:D WASTE DISCHARGI': PERHIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: Coos Head Timber C_ompany, Pulp Di vision, Coos Bay 1 Oregori_ 

Expiration Date: 5/30/59 

Application No.: 349 
12/13/57 
Coos 

Date Received: 
County: 
River Basin: South Coast 

Coos Bay Receiving Stream! 
River Mile: 

1. "~·ifastes 11 as used in this permit refer to industrial i)roC.ess \,_raters, cooling 
waters, sanitary \·Jastes, and other liquid \11aste discharges as cited in the 
permit application subject to the limitations and provisions imposed by the 
conditions of this permit. 

2. An approved means of solids removal from the hydraFlic barker effluent shall be 
provided by July .31, 1968. 

3. A detailed program and time scl1edule sflall be subn1j_tted by not later than 
October 1, 1968, for providing by not later than July 31, 1969, extension of 
the main sewer outfall and primary sedimentation or equivalent control of 
Suspended Solids in the total mill discharges. 

4. Approved facilities for continuous flo\'1 rneasurement and integrated sarnpling 
shall be installed and placed in continuous operation on each unclean waste 
water outfall by not later than May 1, 1968. 

5. The ·company shall effectively monitor its waste discharges and sub1ni-t reports 
of average production and daily waste discharge data to the Sanitary Authority 
immediately folloviing the end of each calendar month. Data shall be collected 
daily for each unclean \Vaste water discharge for the follov1ing pararaeters, 
unless otherwise agreed to by the Sanitary Authority: 

a. Flow 
b. pH 
c. Temperature 
d. BOD 
e. Suspended Solids 
f. General observations of outfall conditions, i.e., 

1. Discoloration 
2. Foam 
3. Deposits 
4. Slime 

g. Flov1 and temperature characteristics of separate c·ooling water 
discharges-. 

6. All sanitary wastes must be disposed of by means of ap;:iroved and properly 
functioning septic tan}c and tile field syster,1s or by other approved means. 

7. All plant processes and equipment and all waste tre·3tlnent and control facilities 
shall be operated and maintained at all times at maximWTI efficiency and in a 
manner which \.Vill minimize 1,1aste discharges. 
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8. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall be perrrdtted access 
to the pJ.ant .Preinises at all reasonable. times for the pur:poses of making in­
spections or surveys c..nd for collecting sam1)les or oJJJtain~r1g data and carrying 
out other necessary functions related to this permit. 

9. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
above conditions of this permit, due· to breakdo1Nn of .equipment or other calJse, 
the permittee shall immediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the brealcdmm 
or cause and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recurrence .. 

10.. \·Jhenever a change in the \\laste to be discharged in excess of the conditions of 
this permit is anticipated a new application shall be submitted together with 
plans and specifications for proposed changes. No change shall be made until 
plans are approved and a new permit issued. 

11. This permit is subject to ternination if the Authority finds: 

a. That it t,.1as proctJ.red by misrepresentation of any material fact 
or by lack of full disclosure in the application. 

b. T11at there has been a violatior1 of any of the condit.ions thereof. 
c. That a material chan_ge in quantity or streng-th of i.,..1aste or type of 

v-1aste disposal exists D 

12. In the event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results 
in a hazardous degree of pollution, the Authority may specify additional con­
ditions to this permit. 



·Recommended Permit Provisions 2/29/68 to 12/31/69 (Two years) 

Crown Zellerbaci1 Corp., 1Vauna Division 

Receiving Waters-Columbia River 

1. "Wastes" as used in this permit refer to sanitary wastes, 

industrial process waters, cooling waters, and other liquid 

waste discharges cited in the permit application subject to 

the limitations and provisions imposed by the conditions of 

this permit. 

2. The average suspended solids in the wastes discharged for 

any reporting period shall not exceed 0.4 f/1000 gal. of 

effluent or 16,000 pounds per operating day. 

3. All plant processes and equipment and all waste treatment 

and control facilities sl1all be operated and maintained at 

all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner which will 

minimize waste discl1arges. 

4. The company shall effectively and continuously monitor all 

of its waste discharges and submit reports of daily data to 

the Sanitary Authority iMnediately following the end of each 

calendar-month of opeiation. Data shall be collected daily 

for the following parameters unless otherwise agreed to by 

the Sanitary Authority: 

a) Flow 

b) pll 

c) Temperature 

d) Turbidity 

e) Color 

f) BOD 

g) Suspended Solids 
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2. 

h) Conductivity 

i) Production 

j) General observations of outfall and river conditions 

(relative to waste discharges) i.e.: 

l) Discoloration 

2) Foa1n 

3) O<lor 

4) Slime 

5) Deposits 

k) Flow an<l temperature for separate, clean cooling 

water discharges. 

5. Sanitary Wastes shall be disposed of by means of a properly 

functioning secondary treatment plant with effective dis­

infection with chlorine or by other approved means. 

6. In the event the perr.1ittee is te:nporarily unable to comply 

with any of the above conditions of this permit, due to 

breakdown of equipment or other· cause, the pen1i ttee shall 

imnediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown, 

or cause and the steps taken to correct the prooler:, and 

prevent its recurrence. 

7. Authorize<l representatives of the Sanitary Authority ·shall 

be permitted access ·to the plant premises at all reasonable 

ti1aes for the ;:iurposes of making inspections or surveys and 

for collecting saiaples or obtaining data and carrying out 

other necess:i.ry functions related to this permit. 
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3. 

8. Whenever a change in the 1rns te to be dis charged in excess of 

the conditions of this permit is anticipated a new application 

shall be submitted together with plans and specifications for 

proposed changes. No change shall be made until plans are 

approved and a new permit issued. 

9. Tl1is permit is subject to termi11ation if the Authority finds: 

(1) That it was procured by misrepresentation of any material 

fact or by lack of full disclosure in the application; (2) 

That there has been a violation of any of the conditions 

thereof; (3) That a material change in quantity or strength 

of waste or type· of waste disposal exists. 

10. In tlie event that a change in the conditions of the receiving 

waters results in a hazardous degree of pollution the Autl1ority 

may specify additional conditions to this permit. 
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Recommended Permit Provisions 2/29/63 to 5/30/69 (15 months) 

Georgia Pacific Corporation Kraft Mill, 'foletlo 

Receiving Waters - Pacific Ocean and Yaquina Bay 

1. "Wastes" as used in this permit refer to sanitary wastes, 

industrial process waters, cooling waters, and other liquid 

waste discharges cited in the permit application subject 

to the limitations and provisions imposed by the conditions 

of this permit. 

2. Monthly average daily waste discharges to Yaquina Ilay shall 

not exceed the following: 

a) For the period June 1 to l~ovcmber I 
1500 lbs. of 5-<lay 20"C. BOD per operating day. 

3500 lbs. of suspended solids per operating day. 

b) For the period November 1 to June I 
2000 lbs. of 5-day 20° BOD per operating day. 

4500 lbs. of suspcadcd solids per operating day. 

3. All plant p~ocesses and equipment and all waste treatment 

and control facilities shall be operated and maintained at 

all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner which will 

minimize waste discharges and the pollutional effects thereof. 

4. The company shall effectively monitor all waste discl1arges 

and submit reports of daily data to the Sanitary Authority 

immediately following the end·of each calendar month of 

operation. Data shall be ·collected daily for each contami-

nated waste water discharge and daily data shall be submitted 

for the following parameters unless otherwise agreed to by 

the Sanitary Autl1ority: 

a) Flow 

b) pH 

(Outfalls 1 and 2) 

(Outfall 2 only) 

(1) Outfall to Pacific Oce~1 
l2) Outfall to Yaquina Bay 



c} 

d) 

e) 

f) 

2. 

Temperature (Outfall 2 only) 

Ttirbidity (Outfall 2 only) 

Color (Outfall 2 only) 

BOD (Outfalls 1 and 2) 

g) Suspended solids (Outfalls 1 and 2) 

h) General observations of outfall condLitions, i.e.: 

discoloration, foam, odor, slime, deposits. 

(Outfalls 1 and 2) 

i) Production 

5. Sewage wastes shall be disposed of by discharge to the city 

of Toledo municipal sewerage system. 

6. In the event the permittee is temporarily unahle to c01:1ply 

with any of the above conditions of this permit, clue to 

breakdown of equipment or other cause, the permittee shall 

immediately· notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown, 

or cause and tl1e steps taken to correct the problem and 

prevent its recurrence. 

7. A specific and detailed program and time-schedule shall be 

submitted by July 1, 1968, for providins by not later than 

;,lay 1, 1969, approved priElary sedimentation or equivalent 

control and coatinuous r;ietering and sampling for all unclean 

waste water dlscharges to Yaquina Bay. 

8. AuthorizeJ. representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall 

be permitteJ. access to the plant premises· at all reasonable 

times for the purposes of making inspections or surveys and 

for collecting samples or obtaining data and carrying out 

other necessary functions related to this permit. 



3. 

9. Whenever any inc re as e in strength or quantity of waste to 

be discharged is anticipated, a new application sl1all be 

submittetl together with plans and specifications for 

proposed changes. :\o cliange shall be made until plans arc 

approved and a new permit issued. 

10. This permit is subject to termination if the Authority finds: 

(1) That it was procured by misrepresentation of any material 

fact or by lack of full disclosure in the application; (2) 

That there has been a violation of any of the conditions 

thereof; (3) That a material change in quantity or strength 

of waste or type of waste disposal exists. 

11. In tl1e event that a cl1ange in the conditions of the receiving 

waters results in a hazardous degree of pollution the 

Auti1ority may specify additional conditions to this permit. 
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Recommended Permit Prcivisions 2/29/68 to 2/Zl/69 (One year) 

Interriational Paper Co. Kraft Mill, nardin~r 

Receiving Waters - Pacific Oc<ean 

1. "Wastes" as used in this permit refer t«J> sanitary wastes, 

industrial process waters, cooling waters, and other liquid 

waste discharges cited in the permit application subject 

to the limitations and provisions imposed by the conditions 

of this permit. 

2. Approved, continuous waste discharge m.eitering and sampling 

facilities shall be installed on all contaminated waste water 

discharges. 

3. The company shall effectively monitor all waste discharges 

and submit reports of daily data to the Sanitary Authority 

immediately following the end of each calendar month of 

operation. Data shall be collected daily for each contaminated 

waste water discharge and daily data shall be submitted for 

the following parameters unless otherwise agreed to by the 

Sanitary Authority: 

a) Flow 

b) BOD 

c) Suspended solids 

d) General observations bf outfall conditions: i.e. 

1) Discoloration 

2) Foam 

3) Odor 

4) Slime 

5) Deposits 

e) Production 



2. 

4. Sewage wastes ~hall be disposed of by means of approved 

properly functioning septic tank and seepage field systems 

or by other approved means. 

S. All plant processes and equipment and all waste treatment 

and control facilities shall be operated and maintained at 

all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner which will 

minimize waste discharges and the poilutional effects thereof. 

6. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply 

with any of the above conditions of this permit, due to 

breakdown of equipment or other cause, the permittee shall 

immediately notify the Sanita.ry Authority of the breakdown, 

or cause and the steps taken to correct the problem and 

prevent its recurrence. 

7. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall 

be permitted access to the plant premises at all reasonable 

times for the purposes of making inspections or surveys and 

for collecting samples or obtaining data and carrying out 

other necessary functions related to this permit. 

8. Whenever any increase in strength or quantity of waste to be 

di~charged is anticipated, a new application shall be submitted 

together with plans and specifications for proposed changes. 

No change shall be macle until plans are approved encl a new 

permit issued.· 



3. 

9. This peTillit is subject to termination ii.If the Authority finds: 

(1) That it was procured by misrepresen,1tation of any material 

fact or by lack of full disclosure in 1t:lhe application; (Z) 

That there has been a violation of any ©f the conditions 

thereof; (3) That a material change in qu~ntity or sttengt11 

of waste or type of waste disposal exis1ts. 

10. In the event that a change in the concli.1tions of the receiving 

waters results in a hazardous degree of pollution the 

Authority .may specify aclcli ti on al concli t:iions to this permit. 



( 

Recommended Permit Provisions 2/29/68 to 12/30/68 (10 months) 

Menasha Corporation, Paperboard Division, North Bend· 

Seepage to ground waters and Coos Bay 

1. "Wastes" as used in this permit refer to sanitary wastes, 

industrial process waters, copling waters, and other liquid 

waste discharges cited in the permit application subject 

to the limitations and provisions imposed by the conditions 

of this permit. 

2. Waste water discharges to the existing seepage lagoon shall 

not exceed that presently being discharged from the existing 

250 ton/d~y corrugated medium manufacturing mill. 

3. The waste seepage lagoon shall be maintained and the 

liquid level controlled such that no wastes will overflow 

to adjacent land areas or to Coos Bay. Specific approval 

must be obtained from the Sanitary Authority before any 

wastes are discharged to the Pacific Ocean. No such 

discharges.shall be made except through a properly installed 

outfall approved by the Sanitary Authority. 

4. The company shall effectively monitor all waste discharges 

(1) 
(2) 

(including those to the seepage lagoon) and report daily 

data to the S.anitary Authority immediately following the 

end of each calendar month of operation. Data shall be 

collected daily for each contaminated was.te source and daily 

data shall be subr.iitted for the following parameters unless 

otherwise agreed to by the Sanitary Authority: 

a) Flow (outfalls 1 and 2) 

b) pi! (outfall 2 only) 

Outfall to seepage lagoon 
Outfall to Coos Bay 



( 
' 

c) 

d) 

e) 

2. 

Temperature (outfall 2 only) 

Suspended Solids (outfalls 1 and 2) 

BOD (outfalls 1 and 2) 

f) Water levels in seepage lagoon 

g) General observations of ~onditions resulting from 

direct waste discharges or seepage or overflow 

from the seepage lagoons, i.e., discoloration, 

turbidity, foam, odor, slime, deposits. 

5. Sewage wastes shall be disposed of by means of approved and 

6. 

properly functioning septic tanks and discharged to seepage 

lagoon or by other approved means. 

All plant processes and equipment and all waste treatment 

and controi facilities shall be operated and maintained at 

all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner whicl1 will 

minimize waste discl1arges and tl1e pollutional effects thereof. 

7. In the event the pernli ttee is temporarily unable to comply 

with any of the above conditions of this permit, due to 

breakdown of equipment or other cause, the permittee shall 

immediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown, 

or.cause and ·the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent 

its recurrence. 

8. A specific and detailed program and t·ime schedule shall be 

submitted by June 1, 1968, for providing by November 1, 

1968, an approved system of effectively monitoring the extent 

and direction of waste liquor travel fro1n the seepage lagoon. 



3. 

9. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall 

be permitted access to the plant premises at all reasonable 

times for the purposes of making inspections or surveys 

and for collecting samples or obtaining data and carrying 

out other necessary functions related to this permit. 

10. Whenever any increase in strength or quantity of waste to be 

discharged is anticipated, a new application shall be submitted 

togetl1er with plans and specifications for proposed changes. 

No change shall be made until plans are approved and a new 

permit issued. 

11. This permit is subject to termination if the Authority finds: 

(1)' That it was procured by misrepresentation of any material 

( 

' 
fact or by lack of full disclosure in the application; (2) 

That there has been a violation of any of the conditions 

thereof; (3) That a material change in quantity or strength 

of waste or type of waste disposal exists. 

12. In the event that a change in the conditions of the receiving 

waters results in a hazardous degree of pollution the 

Authority may specify additional conditions to this permit. 



Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

Application No.: 
Date Received: 
County: 
River Basin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

RECOViMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Tektronix, Inc., Beaverton, Oregon 

3/31/69 

152 
11/30/67 
Washington 
vlillamette 
Beaverton Creek 
6.7 

1. "Wastes" as used in this permit refer to industrial process waters, cooling 
waters, and other liquid waste discharges cited in the perr.iit application 
subject to the limitations and provisions imposed by the conditions of this 
permit. A separate permit will be issued to ·cover the discharge of sanitary 
'-'Iastes. 

2. The average \•1aste flot'1 discharged to Beaverton Creek shall not exceed 400,000 
gallons per day (gpd) exclusive of non-contaminated cooling water. 

3. Such treatment facilities as have been approved by the Sanitary Authority 
shall be continuously and efficiently operated to produce· an effluent having: 

e."' A pH 
b. Less 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

range bet,.veen 7 .. 0 anO 9. 5. 
than: 
1 ppm cyanide 
1 ppm Hexavalent chromium 
5 plJm fluoride 
25 ppm turbidity (as measured by Hellige Turbidimeter) i .. 

(__,, .J ,r_ ( :\ 

4. The permittee shc>.ll effectively monitor the wastes discharged and submit 
reports to the Sanitary Authority immediately following the end of each 
calendar month. Data shall be collected at.the frequency indicated for each 
waste 111ater discharge for the follov1ing parameters, unless otheri.·1ise agreed 
to by the Sanitary Authority: 

Cyanides (weekly) 
Hexavale~t chromium (weekly) 
Heavy metals (weekly) 
Fluorides (twice weekly) 
Turbidity (twice weekly) 
pH (continuous recorded) 
Flow (continuous recorded) 

5. Bioassays of the 1.·raste discharge stream shall be conducted in sufficient 
number as agreed upon 1.'lfith the Sanitary Autl1ority to represent Ori a contin­
ually current basis that the wastes are non-toodc as evidenced by 95-hour 
bioassays using appropriate test fish. 

6. All plant processes and 1.i.•aste tre"atraent and dis;;iosal facilities shall be 
Opera.tecl and -r.~aintained at all times at maxirnum efficiency and in a man....71.er 
which will miniraize waste discharges. 
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7. All solids which are removed from the waste water are to be utilized or dis­
posed of in a manner which will prevent their entry Lnto the waters of the 
state. 

8. Waste handling and discharges shall be controlled in ;a manner so as to not 
cause pollution of groundwater. 

9. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to c<omply with any of the 
conditions of this permit, due to breakdown of equip!1>ent or other cause, the 
permittee shall immediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown, 
its cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

10. Whenever a change in the wastes to be discharged in excess of the conditions 
of this permit is anticipated, a new application shall be submitted together 
with the necessary reports, plans, and specifications for the proposed changes. 
No change shall be made until plans are approved and a new permit issued. 

11. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall be permitted access 
to the premises of all facilities owned and operated by the· permittee at all 
reasonable times for purposes of making inspections, surveys, collecting 
samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions relating 
to this permit. 

12. This permit is subject to termination if the Sanitary Authority finds: (a) 
that it was procured by misrepresentation of any material.fact or by lack of 
full disclosure in the application submitted; (b) that there has been a 

' violation of any of the conditions contained herein. 

13. In the event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results 
in a dangerous degree of pollution, the Sanitary Authority may specify addi­
tional conditions to this permit. 




