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AGENDA 

State Sanitary Authority Meeting 

10:00 a.m., July 26, 1968 

Room 36, State Office Building, Portland 

A. Minutes of June 28, 1968, Meeting 

B. Project Plans June 1968 

c. Status Report - Fanno Creek Sewage Treatment Plant 

D. Status Report - North Portland Rendering Plants 

E. Status Report - Sewage Treatment Works Construction Grants 

F. The Dalles Proposed Sewerage Works Projects 

G. Asphalt Plant Regulations 

H. State Grants for Regional Air Pollution Authorities 
(1) Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority 
(2) Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority 

I. Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority Regulations 

J. Tax Credit Applications 
(1) ESCO Corporation 
( 2) ESCO Cc;>rporation 
(3) ESCO Ctirporation 
(4) ESCO Corporation 
(5) ESCO Corporation 
(6) Oregc;>n Steel Foundry Co. 
(7) Crown Zellerbach - Lebanon 
(8) Crown Zellerbach - West Linn 
(9) Weyerhaeuser Co., Klamath Falls 

(Part I only) 

K. Waste Discharg~ Permit Renewals 
(1) Evans Products 
(2) Benham Concrete 

L. waste Discharge Permit - King City 

M. Temporary Waste Discharge Permits 

- T-29 
- T-30 
- T-31 

T-32 
T-33 
T-35 
T-44 

- T-45 
- T-39 

N. Waste Discharge Permits - New Installations 
(1) Cascade Locks 
(2) Cosmopolitan Investmant Co. 
(3) Olney Elementary School 
(4) Warrenton 
(5) C & H Enterprises. 
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o. Waste Discharge Permits - Domestic 
(l) St. Helens 
(2) Multnomah County - Edgefield Center 
(3) Wood Village 

P. Waste Discharge Permits - Industrial .. Group I 
(1) Pacific Power & Light - Mill City 
(2) L. H. Cobb (Contractor) 
(3) United Flav-R-Pac Growers, Inc. - Springbrook 
(4) Les' Poultry - McMinnville 
(5) Mallorie's aiiry, Inc. - Silverton 
(6) Beltview aiiry - Yamhill 

Q. Waste Discharge Permits - Industrial - Group II 
(1) Ash Grove Lime & Portland Cement Co. 
(2) Fibreboard Corp. - Pabco 
(3) International Terminals 
(4) Beaver Creamery Ass•n. 
(5) Central Cheese Ass•n. 
(6) Cloverdale Creamery Ass•n. 
(7) Hebo Cheese Ass•n. 
(8) Mohler Creamery Ass•n. 
(9) Oretown Cheese Ass•n. 

R. Waste Discharge Permits - Industrial - Group III 
(1) Anodizing, Inc. 
(2) Shell Chemical Co. St. Helens 
(3) Stimson Lumber Co., Forest Fiber Products Co. Div. - Forest Grove 

s. Waste Discharge Permit - Oak Lodge Sanitary Distr1.ct 

T. Troutdale Sewage Disposal 
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MINUTES OF THE 1291!!. MEETING 

OF THE 

OREGON STATE SANITARY AUTIDRITY 

The 129!b meeting of the Oregon S~ate sanitary Authorit_y was called to 

order by B.A. l"k:Phillips, Acting Chairman, at 10 :2-5- a.m., July 26, 1968, in 

Room 36,_ State Office Building, Portland, Oregon. Members .present. were B.A~ 

M:::Phillips, Acting Chairman, Edward c. Harms, Jr., and Storrs-Waterman. 

Mr. John ~. Mosser, Chairman, was absent until 11:00 a.m. when he 

returned from an out-of-state trip. Mr. Meierjurgen was unable to attend 

because of a previous commitment. 

Participating staff members. present were: ·Kenneth H. Spies, Secretary; 

Arnold s .. · Silver, Legal Counsel; E~J. Weathei-.sbee, Deputy State Sanitary 

Engineer; Harold M. Patterson and Harold E. Milliken, Assistant Chief 

En~ineers; Lloyd o. Cox, Supervisor, Industrial Waste Program; Harold L. 

Sawyer, Supervisor, Waste Discharge Permit Program; Edgar R. Lynd, Supervisor, 

Municipal Waste Treatment Program; C.A. Ayer, Associate Engineer; Fred G. 

Katzel and Richard Reiter, Assistant District Engineers. 

MINUTES 

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

the minutes cif the 128~ meeting held.June 28, 1968, be approved as prepared. 

PROJECT PLANS 

rt t-tas l"Dvi:D by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. Waterman, and carried, that 

·the actions taken by the staff on the following 29 sets of project plans and 

reports for water pollution control and 7 projects for air quality control 

for the month of June, 1968, be approved: 

Water Pollution Control 

Date 

6-3-68 
6-5-68 
6-5-68 

6-5-68 
6-5-68 
6-5-68 
6-5-68 
6-5-68 
6-5-68 
6-5-68 
6-5-68 

Location 

Lake Oswego 
Wolf creek Job Corps 
Gresham 

Oak Lodge S. D. 
l'1est Linn 
Portland 
Raleigh San. Dist. 
·Gresham 

·West Slope 
Gladstone 
Sil-verton 

Proj e::t 

Sewers - LID #1Q7 
Sewage treatment plant 
Sewer in NE 175~ Ave. 

Cypress Park SUbd. 
Extension of Lat. G-1-4 
West Linn Hts. SUbd. #2 
Rocky Butte San. sewer 
W.C. Bauman Co. sewer 
Casce..dic. Subd. sewers 
Contract No. 10 sewers 
Change Order #2 lift sta. 
Morehead Addition 

Action 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov .. app_. 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app .. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app .. 
Approved 
Prov. _app. 



Date 

6-6-66 
6-6-66 
6-6-66 
6-7-66 
6-7-66 
6-7-66 
6-11-66 
6~11-66 

6-11-66 
6-11-66 
6-11-66 

6-17-66 
6-17-66 
6-lB-66 
6-24-66 
6-25-66 

6-25-66 
6-25-66 

----- ··----------

Location 

s. Suburban S.D. 
Gresham 
Portland 
Beaverton 
Woodburn 
Tigard 
Tigard 
Beaverton 
Gresham 
Creswell 
Hillsboro 

Ontario 
M::l'linnville 
Hyatt Lak~ Rec. Area 
Sandy 
S.3.lem 

East Salem 
Reedsport 

Project· 

Moyina Marier sewers 
Sewers, N.E. Linden & Division 
N.W .. Front.Ave .. sewers 
Wilson Park #8 & #9 
Brown St. sewers-
0 .. ~ .A. san. sewer 
Pennar Terrace Subdivision 
Savaria-Smith Deve~oprnent 
Claremont Subdivis~on 
Slb Street sewer 
Sewer, S.E. 32nd Ave. a'nd 

E. Mclin street 
Sewers, Improvement Dist. #12 
Sewer ext. , St.. Andre\oJ s Drive 
Sewerage system 
s. Bluff Rd. san. sewer 
Glencreek-Wood Subdivision 

Phase 3 sewers 
Eastland Park Subdivision 
sewage treatment plant 

Action 

Prov .. app .. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
P~ov. app. 
Prov. app. 
ProV. app .. 
P~ov. app. 
Prov ... app. 
Prov .. app. 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 
Prov .. app .. 

Air Quality Control 

Date Location 

6-10-66 Portland 

6-11-66 Hillsboro 

6-ll-66 Coos Bay 

6-l3-'68 Salem 
6-14-68 Hermiston 
6-14-66 Springfield 

6-28-66 Portland 

Project_ 

Columbia-\-1/illamette Air Pollution 
Authority Federal Application for-
$47, 250 in Federal Funds ($63,000 pro­
ject) No. 667 
General Foods Boiler Conversion Tax 
Credit-Application, Part I 
Georgia-Pacific Corporation Incinerator 
Repair Tax Credit Application, Part I 
Brllsh College Incinerator 
Marlette Coach Co. InC:in. 

Action 

Approved· 

Appi-oved 

Approv~d 

Add. info. req. 
Addn. info. req. 

·GeOLgia-Pacific_Corporation Tax Credit Approved 
Application, Part I, Boiler.Modifica-
tion and Fly Ash Collec;tion 
Crawford & Doherty Found:cy Tax Relief Approved 
Application T-37 Replacement of 3 
cupolas· t·1ith 3 Induction Furnaces 
$91,954.58 

THE DALLES PROPOSED SEWERAGE rJORKS PjlOJECTS 

Mr. Del Cesar, Cit):' Manager,· stated that there was an area outside of the 

city limJ.ts of The Dalles approximately one mile square which needed sewers and 

that he was appearing tod~y before the Sanitary Authority to mcike a verbal 

presentation of this problem. He also said that the papers sent to the city 

by_ the Sanitary Authority would be f0rth::oming_ shortly. He then outlined 

. the problem. He said the urgency of the matter had been certified ~t::o by. the 

. .·, 
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wBsco County ·Health Department. He estimated the cost of the project_at 

$900,000 with $~~5,000 being· for-interceptors required to conriect the area's 

lateral sewers with the treat~nt plant lcx:ated at the east end of the city. 

He pointed out that in addition-to this project the city by July, 1972 must 

upgrade it~ present primary plant by addigg secondary units. 

Mr. M::Plti.llips asked wh?t their. needs would be from the Sanitary Authority. 

The Secretary stated they would need financial assistance and at the 

present time there are no federal or state funds available for this project. 

He said Senate Bil-.1 3206 is currently before Congress which has pa_ssed the 

Senate and expected to pass the House ru;i.d, if it becomes law, would make 

additiollal federal funds available for financing construction of sewage 

treatment works. Instead of being outr_ight grants, it would provide federal 

funds for meeting time payments on bond issues. This bill· provides a cut-

off date of August 31, 1968. Projects which ace star:ted by that date would 

be eligible for.reimbursement later • 

Mr. Harms said he thought some ass~ance should be given to trye cities 

regarding the Authority•s policy by Tiiaking a formal statement (1) that we 

seek as much federal fUnds as we can get ·for these grants, and to oppose 

deletion of the reimbursement feature by making some expression to our 

representatives in Congress; {2) to fotmally seek and maintain the state's 

share; (3) p.r::opose statutory changes which would allow reimburseme;nt under 

the states' c:onstruction grants program which are not now allowed and ·(4) 

conunt1nities going ahead in _accordance with th~ Sary:itary Authority order and 

finatx:ing 100% would receive consideration before new projects Were under­

taken, where the priority points were equal to or greater than new project~. 

It ·was M:JVED by· Mr .. Harms, seconded by Mr. w·aterman, and carried that 

the above formal statement ._be entered into the minutes and adopted as the 

formal policy of the Sanitary Authority with regard to what will be attempted 

to alleviate the situation and how the Sanitary Authority will ~ook at 

conununities who do go ahead. 

Mr. 1-'bsser stated that_at the last.meeting of the Sanitary Authority he 

announced that a committee was being appointed to look into the firian::ing 

of ·these projects and that one possibllity might be a state bond is.Sue for 

grants and l<;?.ans to cities. He said that he did not want to be tied to a 

legislative program of one ki~d when this committee might come up with some­

thi~g .nru.ch better. 

19 
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Mr. Harms said he concurred and that the part of his poli-cy··statement 

1.11ith regard to ma·intaining the state's share and providing for statUtory 

change which would allow reimbursement under state construction grants should. 

be changed or modified to provide for other means of adequate financing that 

might be developed. The proposed ·change was approved. 

WAsrE DISCHARGE PERMIT RENEWALS - EVANS PRODUCTS 

Mr:-. Lloyd Cox presented a report on the present status of the Evans Pro­

ducts Compa.f1y's proja:::t to insti3.ll required waste treatment works and reviewed 

the recorrrnended conditions for renewal of the Company's waste discharge permit. 

He said construction of the lago6n system is nearly complete, that the Company 

can start diverting the wastes in another week, that it will take· about 11 ·to 

12 days to fill the lagoon, and that th~ plant would be shut down the last 

2.weeks of August with resumption of operations-the first of September. 

ML. M.:Phillip~ said that it =may be necessary -:in Septeniber to ask the 

Company to curtail_its operations. 

Mr. P. Zen:::zak from E~ns Prodtx:ts said that it would be a hardship _on 

them to curtail operatfons .. 

.After further discussion it was concluded that diversion of waste to 

the new lagoon should be deferre'd until August 4. or 5 so th2t no discharge 

to the river would be required during the remainder o:f·.the month. 

It \1'1as ~ b}' Mr:. Mosser, seconded by Mr. Waterman, and carried that 

the Company's permit be renewed as recommended h°'J the staff with an expira-­

tion date of Mclrch 31, 1969. 

At this point Mr. Mosser took over the Chairrncnship of the meeting•. 

srATUS REPORT - FANIOCJ CREEK SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT 

A status report dated July 26, 1968, ,,,hich has been made ~ part of the 

p&manent fj_les in this matter was presented by Mr.- Lynd. 

The Chairman asked if there was anything that could .be done in the way 

of a package treatment plant, or could some of the flow be diverted tq 

another plant such as the Aloha plant. 

Mr. ·Lynd said the Aloha plant is actually· in the Beaverton Creek -drainage 

area. 

The Secretary asked if there is any possibility of employing stabiliza-

ti on ponds.-. -

.Mc. Lynd said there is some area beyond the present plant that might be 

used for that purpose on a temporary-basis. He said the staff is going to 
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develop as rapidly as possible an estimate of the area that _needs to.be served 

and the popu~ation of that area and t:ry to determine the actual loading. 

Mr. Marvin Runyan, of Stevens, Thompson and Runyan Engineers, said.that 

it is too early to make an evaluation of the plant's capacity and capability_ 

at this tinle. He said Mr. Jim Burns_ has been working with the coUnty per­

sonnel in developing operating proc~dures to get the most o~t of the plant. 

He said a study would be started t;he following Monday to determine what the 

volume and strength of the present load is • 

. Mr. Weathersbee said the_ staff is making a detailed evaluation of this 

problem, and a meeting has been· set up for August 1 to go into this further 

and to try to develop some.answers. 

f.ir. Jim Burns said there are. a lOt of things that _can be done_ at the 

plant, and_he was highly optimistic at the present time that the plant can 

be made to operate sati5£actbrily provided some of th~ inqustry can be kept 

out of it. 

Mr. Lp.Urence Sprecher, ci17y Manager, Beav:erton, said that the: cit.y had 

acted in good faith by encouraging industcy to come in and now they find 

themselves in a very grave situation~ 

The Chairman said the Sanitary Authority did not believe there has 

been bad faith on anybody's part.· 

Mr. Harms said that there is a lesson to be learned, that more planning_ 

has to be done, and allowance must be made for a· margin of error \Vhich has 

not been done before. 

Mr. Weathersbee $aid that Washington County presently has a compre­

hensive· county-wide sewer study under way that should be completed near the 

end- :of 1968 qr early 1969. He suggested. that if possible the sewerage 

aspects. of this ::;tudy_ should be accelerated so the area-wide program cpn he 

gotten under.way without· any unnecessary delay. 

Mt-. Richard Milbrodt from the County Admin~~trative Office in Washing­

ton County ~tated that they are working through CRAG. He said that Washl.ng­

ton County is only one of several jurisdiCtions that have authority to issJe 

building permits in the ar-ea served by the Fanno Creek plant, that the city 

of Portland, Mlltnomah County, city of Beaverton and cit~{ of Tigard are all 

jurisdictions which are beyond the control of Vlashi--ngton County when it comes 

to issuing building permits. He suggested that in contemplating any extension 

of the 60-day moratorium or any ~hange in the conditions -Or facts relative 
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to the i::xistence ~£ sewage connections 7 that it might be w_e1·1 tO work t1"1ro_ugh 

CRAG which is the single constituted body that represents all 0£ these agencies. 

The Chairman then said. this item wi·ll be on the agenda for the next 

Authority meeting. 

l\ORTH PORTLAND RENDERI~ PLA1'11'S 

Clinton A. Ayer gave·the. sta£f report on Nort~ Portland Render~ng Plants 

which has been mcide a part of the Authority'_s· permanent files in this matter~ 

Mc. Ayer stated that there had beeii. 22 compl~ints of odors from these rendering 

plants·through July 10 and-that there had been none reported since· that date. 

Mr. George Ward, Consillting Engineer representing Brander Meat Co., stated_.·· 

that the company was doing extensive repair wOrk on the leaky pipes to effect 

better control of liqUids.-:and gases. 

No motion was'necessary in this case. The Chairman said the staff should 

maintain close surveillance of the area and take 'action if necess-~ry. 

WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY·, 'KLAMATH 1'1\LLS.,_.(parj:: I-.only) •Tl\X· .. OIBQIT-.-APPLICATIOW. 

Mr".;_~. ·H¥"olc,! .· SaW:ye.i::··-pzresentr..etl ':"a~ stC:,.££,~:rnenlbi:-:~qum.~at·ed, OUl-Y..-:26 ,~:- --196~-,-: ~r.e.g'arding 

ta.Jt1,c.t:e-dit;:appr:i~at:i:cln,.. T-J9, ·submitted by the· Wey&haeuser Comparo1., Klamath 

Fall.5.. He said that Weyerhaeuser CompanY ·had submitted Part I of a tax 

application covering. the collection" system and lagoon for treatment of d6mestic 

sei-1age from the industrial plant restroom and· 26 houses. He s91.d ·ftley-&haeuser 

Company believes that the facilities are eligible for certification under the 

law, but t-tr:-. Silver, legal counsel for the Authority, has indic"ated he does 

not think they are eligible.. Mr.. Sawyer said it is the .staff's recommendation 

that the Weyerhaeuser Company· be officially informed that preliminary determina­

tion of eligibility regarding these facilitieS has b~en made and that these 

facilitie.S have beM found by·- the Sanitary Authority to be ineligible for 

certification for reason that they do not qualify as pollution control 

facilities under the Act. 

Mr. HeJ.mut Wallenfels, attorney for Weyerhaeuser Company, was presen~ 

and said he did not agree. He argued that the facilities are eligible even 

though.they are for the disposal of domestic sewage rather than for industrial 

wastes. 

Mr. Harms said that he had gone over this matter very carefully and he 

agreed with the decision made by Mr. Silver. He also said that the intent 

of the L~g.islature Was to give credit for money spent in treatillg industrial 

wastes, not domestic sew~ge. 
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Mr. Eugene G. Gjertsen, Weyerhaeuser Company, asked that ·in the·event 

this tax credit application is turned dowh, would it be the intent of the 

Board that no sa~.;itary sewage project be ·approved for tax credit of any -kind. 

Th,e Chairman··Said he di_d not believe the Board wa~ prepared- to say at 

this time ·and that if the Company wishes to appeal, it can do so. 

It was ~by Mr. Harms, seconded by ML. M::::Phillips, and carried that; 

the Tax Credit Application, T-39, fo~ Weyerhaeu~er Company, Klamath FallS, 

be denied for the reason it does not °qualify as pollution control faciliti€s 

as defined in DRS 449_.605. 

TAX CREDIT APPLICATIONS 

Mr. Harol~ Sawyer presented memorandum reports dated July 26, 196&, 

regarding the following 8 tax credit applications. These.reports and their. 

supporting documents have been made a part of the Authority's p~rnanent 

files. _i~ this matter. 

After reviewing the applications, it was ~ by Mr. Harms, seconded 

by Mr. Waterwan, and carried that the foll~1ing Pollution Control FaC.ility 

T.3x Credit Certificates be issued in the .amounts listed: 

(1) Application T-29 ESCO Corporation - $8,974.00. 

( 2) Ap:plication T-30 ESCO Corporation· $30,469.38. 

(3) Application T-31 ESCO Corporation - ·$31,137.69. 

(4) Apr)liCation T-32 ESCO Corporation $10,477.05. 

(5) Application T-33 ESCO Corporation - $55,379.91. 

(6) Application T-35 Oregon Steel Foundry Co. - $46, 105. 72. 

(7) Appiicetion T-44 Crown ZellerbaCh CorporatiOn, Lebanon - $14,781. 

(8) Application T-45 CL own Zellerbach Corporation, West Linn - $193, 124. 

WASTE DISCHARGE: PE:RMI'r· - Oak Lod2e Sanita!)'. District 

ML. Lynd gave a memorandum rePort.dated july 26, 1968, containing the 

recommended .revised time schedule for the Oak Lodge Sanitary District. This 

report has been made a part of the Authority's permanent files in this matter~ 

The Chairman asked about the pres~nt expiration date of this permit. 

ML. Lynd said it is December 31, 1968. 

After some discussion, it was~ by Mr. Mosser, seconded by Mr. Harms, 

and carried that the time schedule set forth in the staff memorandum be sub­

stituted for Condition #1 in the p~rmit that the District now holds, and 

that the expiration date be amended to February 28, 1969, which will alloi,,r the 

staff to check on the progress of this project at that point, as well as 

on the capacity of the plant.· 
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IDT MIX ASPHALT PLANT REGULATIONS 

Mr. Arnold Silver, Legal Counsel, stated the notice for the proposed 

hearing on regulations for hot mix asphalt plant.S had been publ-ished, for­

warded to the Secretary_ of state and notice had been furnished to the County 

Clerks as required by law, -that a hearing had been held before the Hearings 

Officer, Marion B. Lamb, on June 19, 1968, that Mr. Lamb's report and other 

correspondence relative to the pronosed regulations·were Submitted to the 

Sanitary Authority members in advance of this meeting, and that testimony 

concerned the effective date of the regulations. After Some discussion it 

was conCl:luded that several of the plant operators would .not. be able to meet 

the proposed effective date of August 15, 1~68. Mr. Mosser asked. Mr.·Patterson 

wh~t he thought would be a satisfactory extension date and he~:replied that 

April 1, _1969, woUld be· satisfactory to_ the staff. 

It ~1as MJVED by Mr. M::Phillips, seconded by Mr. t-laterman, and carried 

that the hoto-,mix asphalt plant -regulations' be adopted t-1ith an effec;tive date 

of April 1, 1969, but in· the meantime that there be no detriment o~ impair~ 

ment to existing air quality caused by violation of current regulations. 

STATUS REPORT - SEWAGE TREATMENI' WORKS CONSTRUCTION GRANTS . 

A staff memorandum dated July 26, 1968, and p~epa".red by Mr. 1'-1illiken 

.regarding construction grants" .was presented to the members. 

The Secretary stated that as he under~tood Senate Bill 32"06·, the 

Sanitary Authority would have approximately two and one-thlrd million dollars 

for the purpose of making ?utrlght grail.ts as in the past for whj_ch priority 

assignni:ents Dave already been indicated. The difference between that and 

the $7,127,000 would be the amount of time payroents that the federal govern­

ment would assume for projects undertaken in'-.this fiscal year over a 30-year 

period. He said the applicant must prefinance 100% 0£ the project. In other 

words; the applicant must be able to borrow enough money to pay off the con­

·tractor and-then when the payments come due,. the federal government will pay 

its proportionate share which would be either 30%, 50% or 55%, depending 

upon wheth~ or not the state grants are available. 

Mr. Milliken said there was no particular action nece"ss~ at this time. 

The meeting recessed at 12 :-15 p.m. for lunch and reconvened at 1 :40 p.m ... 
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. STATE GAANI'S FDR RE;GIONAL AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITIES 

. Mr ... Patterson read the staff report dated July 26-, 1968, concerning 

applications for state g.r,-ants for regional air pollution authorities, a copy 

of which has been made a part of the Authority• s permanent files in this 

matter. 

The Chairman stated that he though Washington County should join the 

Columbia-Willamette Region rather than operate its own program. 

It was MJVED by Pc. Mosser, seconded by Mr. Waterman, and carried that 

the application for state funds for the Lane Regional Air poilution AUthority 

in the amount of $16,073 be app~oved. 

There was considerable discussion in regard to collection of data, 

tabulation of data and use of computers.. The Chairman cautioned and re­

quested the" staff and the regions to move sl0\o1ly_ in the use o:f computers 

and tO .assure the adoption of an appropriqte sys~em i~ order to prevent 

duplic·ation and to ·provide efficiency and econo~. 

Mr. Jack Lowe of CWAPA said that the data acquisition system would be 

rev.iewed by a Steering Committee composed of the sta_ff of the Authority and 

regions. Mr .. · Patterson then said that the Authority's Chief Chemist, R.B. 

Percy, has had schooling in this field, h~s been working with the city of 

Portland and CWAPA, and has had discussions with the .Public Health Service. 

He said further that the staff would·proceed with caution .. 

It t..ras M'.JVED by .Mr ... Mosser, seconded by J•1r .. Harms, and carried that 

the applic':ltion for :;tate funds from the Columbia-~Jillamette Air Pollution 

Authority in. the amount o~ $12, 070. be appr?ved. 

The Chairman said the balance of $9,908 should be reserved for later use. 

MID-WILLAMETTE: VALLEY AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY REGULATIONS 

The staff rep?rt pertaining to approval of·Air Quality and Purity 

5:1=andards of the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority was presented 

by Mr. Patterson. The staff report has been made a permanent part of the 

Authority files .. 

It \V"as MJVED by Mr .. Harms, seconded by Mr. t-t:Phillips, and carried that 

the Air Quali~Y and Purity Standards of the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution 

Authority be approved. 

Mr. Waterman asked a question in regard to the terminology of the 

particle fallout rate used in the summary report.. He thought the units 

should be consistent. 



• < 

! 

I 
,I_ 

. . ..·,· 

....__ _____ .:.__ . 

Mr. Patterson explained that nation-wide data results are being expressed 

in the metric system. It is currently anticipated that the other region$ 

and state would have to chang~. To expedite the use of conunon terminology, 

the Oregon-Washington Air Quality Conmittee is sending out a glossary·Of 

terms and this is to be adopted by all programs and the states~ The.glossary 

will be sent to agencies and industry to obtain their comments before final 

adoption. 

The Chairman stated that he thought t~at a meeting 1 at which at least 

one director and one staff member of each regional prOgram would meet with 

the Sanitary Authority sometime in the early part of November, would be 

beneficial so ~hat we can look ahead to needs relative to legislation, pro­

grams and jurisdiction. 

WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT RENEWAL - Benham Concrete 

A· memorandum report dated July 26, 1968, and given by Mr:. Sawyer has 

been made a part of the permanent files in this matter. 

After some discuSsion it was M)VED by Mr. Mosser, seconded by Mr:". Harm!:! 

and carried that the permit for Benham Concrete, rnc., Coquille, be· granted 

as reC:ommended by the staff. 

WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT - City of St. Helens 

Mr. Sawyer stated that at the previous meeting the staff had been ctirected 

to rewrite the c9nditions of the waste discharge permit for· St. Helens. He 

said condition 9 of the former permit ctraft which was worded to the effect that 

no additional sewer extensions_ wo_uld be approyed until Railroad Addition- was 

seWered had been deleted and in its place condit_ions 1 ·and 2 have been added. 

Mr. David o. Bennett, Attorney, and L. w. M::::Michaels, Mayor, were p~_esent 

to represent the city. 

It '""as IDVED by Mr. Harms, seconded b--.t Mr. W-aterman, and carried that 

the Waste Discharge Permit for the city 0f st. Helens as recommended' by the 

staff be granted.with an expiration date of February 28, 1969. 

WASTE DISCHAHGE PERMITS - INDUSTRIAL ~ GROUP rrr 

Shell Chemical Co. ~ St. Helens 

A memorandum report containing recommended ·waste. discharge permit con­

ditions for this company was presented IJ\J .t-'k:" .. Lloyd CoX. This report has 

been made a part of the ~uthority•s pe:an.anent files in this matter. 

The Chairman, said that whenever th&e is a heated discharge of a significant 

size like this, the staff ought to lc:x>k at what effect it is having When it 

goes into the river. 

•.'·· 
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Mr:' .. Harms stat"ed that i"f there is no J'{leasurable in::rease in temperature, 

- then there is no real conflict with the standards. He agre~d that this is 

somethin~ that should be watched very carefully because of the differen::e 

in temperature. He thought that if the plant is expanded> the staff should 

obtain more data before this matter is brought up .again in March. 

It .was.~ by Mr-. Harms, seconde~ by ~~ lt:Phillips, and carried 

the Waste Discharge Permit for Shell Chemical Company be granted -as 

reconunerided by the staff. 

that 

Mr. Harms went on to say that it should be.pointed out to the applicant 

that condition #10 in the permit will be relied upon in the event that the 

manner in which this is placed in the river is Causing some danger to fiShiife. 

Anodizing, Inc. 

It was~ by Mr. Harms, ·seconded by ~· M::Phillips, and carried that 

the permit for· Aflodizin:g, Inc. be granted as recommended by the staff. 

Stimson Lumber Company, Forest Fiber Products co. Division - Forest Grove. 

It was r-DVED by Mr. Harms, sec.anded by Mr. M::Phillips, and carried that 

the permit for Stimson Lumber Company, Fo~est Fiber Product~ Co. Division­

Forest Grove, pe granted as recommended by the sta~f. 

WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT - King City 

Af~er reviewing the letter dated July 19, 1968, from Mr. Silver to the 

Tualatin Development Company, it was t'DVEO by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. 

M:::Phillips,_ and carried that the permit for King City be revoked. 

P~. Silver stated that lt may not be necessary to· revoke a voided per-

mit. It may just cancel itself out. 

Sawyer stated that King 'City has been operating since January 1 

Without a permit. 

current stat1:Js. 

Revoking the perrrdt iss-...led to them does not change the 

Mr. r.it::Phillips asked if there wds any recourse .. 

Mr. Harms stated that they can be prosecuted for operating Nithout a 

permit. 

TEMPORARY WASTE DISCHARGE PERMITS 

Mr. Harold Sawyer said that 8 permit applications had been received 

since the last ni.e~ting; three for new installations (to be presented· unde...r 

-·----i=he section of new installations); three for new or proposed instnllations 

Culver Construction Company, Portland, Odell -'.=ianitary District '.'3-nd city of 

Jefferson (to be delayed until the·next Authority meeting), and two in 
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sp~ial categories - Olson Oyster Company, Bay City, and· Keller Lumber_ 

Company, Roseburg. 

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

temporary permits with the expiration date of December 31, 1968, be approve~ 

for the Olson Oyst~r Company and the Keller Lumber Company. 

WASTE DISOIARGE PERMITS 

Memorandum reports CO!ltaining r~o~~ded waste discharge permit_ con­

ditions were submitted to the members in advance of the meeting by Mr. Sawyer 

and copies_ of the same hav~ been made a part of the Authority's permanent 

files regarding the 21 applicants ·coverE:d by the following actions; 

It was MJVED by Mr.· Harms, seconded by Mr. M::Phillips, and carried that 

waste dischMge permits as recommended by the sta£f be issued for Cl)_ Cascade 

Locks, (2) CosmopOlitan·Investment Co., (3) Olney Elementary School, (4) 

City 0£ Warrenton, and (5) C & H Enterprises, tJm.atilla. 

It was JIDVED ~y Mr •. Waterman, seconded_by Mr .. Harms, and carried that 

waste dischar<]e permits as r'ec:Ommended by the staff be issued to Cl) Multnomah 

County - Edgefield Center -and {2_) Wood Village .. 

rt was~ by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr .. M:Phillips, and carried that 

discharge permits as. recommended by the staff b~ issued.to (1) Pacific Power 

and Light - 11i.ll City, (2) L.H .. Cobb (Contract0r), {3) United Flav-R-Pac 

Growers, Ir:c. - Springbrook, {4_) Les' Poultry - l"i::Min~ville, -CS) Mallorie.~s 

Dairy, Inc .. - Silverton, and (6) Beltview Dairy - Yamhi.11 .. 

It was !'DVED by Mr. lf'Jaterrnan, secorl<;I-ed by Mr .. .M::Phillips, and carried 

that· the discha.rge permits as reconunended by the staf£ b-e aP:proved for {l) 

Ash Grove Lime & Portland Cement Co., (2) Fibreboard Corp. -.Pabco, (3) In­

ternational Terminals, (4) Beaver Creamery Assn., (5) Centra~ _Cheese Assn., 

(6) Cloverdale Creamery Assn .. , {7)._Hebo Oleese Assn .. , {8) Mohler Creamery 

Assn .. , and (9) .Oretown Cheese Association. 

The Chairman said he did not know· if we have the legal .right to tell the 

Fibreboard Corporatioo to dispose of their sewage through a particular in­

strumentality. He said it is up to the Sanitary Authority to set a .date by 

which they cannot discharge to the river .. 

Mr~ Harms 2greed and sa~d it is really a matter of stating the re_quire­

roents and letting them find their own solution. 

After some disctission it· r,-jas ~by Mr. f.lfosser, seconded by Mr .. Harms, 

and carried to amend the inotion to re~ove. Fibreboard Corporation 

the- list and revise conditions 2 and 3 and a·pproi.re the others. 

Pabco £rom 

There being no further business, the meeting i".,as adjourned at 3 :20 p.m. 

·Respectfully submitted, 

Kenneth H .. SpieS 
Secretary 
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The following 29 sets of project plans and reports were reviewed 
and the action taken. as indicated by the Water Pollution Control 
Section for the month of June, 1968. 

Date 

6/3/68 

6/5/68 

6/5/68 

6/5/68 

6/5/68 

6/5/68 

6/5/68 

Location 

Lake Oswego 

Wolf Creek Job 
Corps 

Gresham 

Oak Lodge-S.D. 

WesrLinh 

Portland 

Project 

Sewers LID # 107 

Sewage treat.ment .plant 

Sewer in NE 175th Ave. 
Cypress Park Supd. 

Extension of Lat.G-1-4 

West Linn Hts. Subd.#2 

Roc.ky Butte San. Sewer 

Raleigh San. Dist. W.C.Bauman Co. sewer· 

6/5/68 ·Gresham Cascadia Subd. Sewers 

6/5/68 West Slope Contract No. 10 sewers 

6/5/68 · Gladstone Change Order #2 
Lift Station 

6/5/68 Silverton Morehead Addition 

6/6/68 'So.Sub. San. Dist. Moyina Manor sewers 

Action 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Approved· 

P.rov. app. 

Prov. app. 

6/6/68 

6/6/68 

6/7/68 

6/7/68 

6/7/68 

Gresham Sewers-N.E. Linden & Div.Prov. app. 

Portland 

Beaverton 

Woodburn 

Tigard 

6/11/68 Tigard 

6/11/68 Beaverton 

6/ 11/ 6 <; Gresham 

6/11/68 Creswell 

N.W. Front Ave. sewers Prov. app. 

Wilson Park #8 &#9 Prov. app. 

Brown St. sewers Prov. app. 

O.E.A. san. sewer -

Pennar Terr. Subd. 

Savaria~Smith Dev. 

Claremont Subd. 

5th St. sewer 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

0 . 
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Date Location Project Action 
6/11/68 Hillsboro Sewer-S.E. 32nd Ave. Prov. app. 

and E. Main St. 

6/17/68 Ontario Sewers-Imp. Dist.# 12 Prov. app. 

6/17/68 McMinnville Sewer Ext.-St. Andrews Prov. app. 
Driv.e 

6/18/68 Hyatt Lake Rec. Sewerage system Prov. app. 
Area 

6/24/68 Sandy San. sewer-So. Bluff Rd. Prov. app. 

6/25/68 Salem Glencreek Wood Subd. Prov. app. 
Phase 3 sewers 

6/25/68 East Salem Eastland Park Subd. Prov. app. 

6/25/68 Reedsport Sewage treatment plant Prov. app. 
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POOJECT PLANS AND REroRTS 

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

.!!!!! Location Project Action 

10 Portland Columbia-Willamette Air Pollu- Approved 
tion Authority Federal Appli-
cation for 147,250 in Federal 
Funds (163,000 project) No. 667 

11 Hillsboro General Foods Boiler Conver- Approved 
sion Tax Credit Application 
Part I 

11 Coos Bay Georgia-Pacific Corporation Approved 
Incinerator Repair Tax Credit 
Application Part I 

13 Salem Brush College Incinerator Additional info. 

14 Hermiston 

14 Springfield 

Portland 

requested 

Marlette Coach Cc. Additional 
Incinerator requested 

Georgia-Pacific Corporation Approved 
Tax Credit Application Part I 
Boiler Modification and Fly Ash 
Collection 

Crawford & Doherty Foundry Tax Approved 
Relief Application T-37 Replace-
ment of 3 Cupolas with 3 Induction 
Furnaces 191.954~58 

info. 



MEM:JRANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

Members of the Sanitary A•.ithority 

Water Pollution Control Staff 

DA'l'E: July 26, 1968 

SUBJECT: Status Report, Fanno Creek Sewage Treatment Plant 

Plant Operation 

For two weeks following the June 28, 1968, meeting of the Sanitary 

Authority, various modifications of the treatment process were attempted 

at the Fanno Creek sewage treatment plant with little or no success. On 

July 18, 1968, Mr. Jim Burns, superintendent of the '!'ryon Creek sewage 

treatment plant, •.-1as retained by the engineering firm of Stevens, Thompson 

and Runyan to act as an operational consultant on a part~time basis. 

Mr. Burns has had extensive experience in the operation of activated 

sludge plants, both with the city of Hillsboro and the cil:y of Portland. 

After one week on the job, Mr. Burns stated that the plant is capable of 

developing activated sludge and can probably produce a satisfactory 

effluent. According to Mr. Burns, two things are needed immediately, 

(1) 24-hour operation by competent operating personnel, and (2) additional 

sludge pumping capacity to verify an experimental process which is 

presently being used with limited success •. 

Odor Complaints 

.A number of odor complaints v1ere received early in July •. None have 

been received on the plant since July 10, but there is still evidence of 

odor in Fanno Creek. 

Plant r.oadinq 

At the end of June, 1968, MJltnomah County reported that 7,749 single­

family units were being served by the Fanno Creek sewage treatment plant. 

About 485 family units and eight industries from the city of Be2verton 

were added on June 17, 1968, which was reportedly unkno•,•n by Multnomah 

County. At the request of Multnomah County, all of the added family 

units and six of the industries were returned to the city of Beaverton 

system by July 25, 1968. 

Following the June 28 action of the Authority that stopped the 

issuance of sewer connections in all of the are'> served by the Fanno 
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Creek treatment plant, a determini3tion was made of all outstanding permits 

that had been issued prior to July 1 for- wpich servic.e must be supplied. 

These total 596 single-family units and four industrial units. Believing 

this to be a 60-day moratorium_, Washington County continued to issue non­

occupancy building permits. By July 23, 1968, these totaled 236 single­

family units and four commercial units. By letter- dated July 24, 1968, 

·l'hlltnomah County has requested that the issuance of these building permits 

in the affected area be discontinued until they have met the treatment 

requirements of the Sanitary Authority, and a more accurate determination 

of plant capability and capacity can be made. 

· Additional sampling of the sewage flow will be done to more accurately 

determine the loading on this plant. 

staff Evaluation 

1. It appears that this plant can be made to adequately treat the· 

presently connected load. 

2. It also appears that the plant is now loaded at or near to its 

design treatment capacity. 

3. It is estimated that an area-wide sewer-age system cannot be placed 

in operation in less than four to six years' time, even if the 

project is approached on a crash program basis starting now. 

4. If the growth and development of the area is not to be seriously 

curtailed, some interim plan for providing sewerage services must 

be developed and put in operation im~ediately. 



TO MEMBERS OF THE SANITARY AUTHORITY 

FROM C. A. Ayer 

SUBJECT Rendering Plants North Portland 

This report covers the status and progress of the rendering plant problem 
in July. 

I. COMPLAINTS 

There were 22 complaints of odors from the rendering plants through 
July 10~. There have been none since. 

II. PROGRESS AT THE PLANTS 

Western States Rendering: Installation of incinerator supports was done 
July 15. Fabrication of ductwork and chimney is complete. The gas burner 
itself is scheduled to arrive in Portland from a factory in I.os Angeles 
July 26, with final installation and connecting of gas and electric supply 
lines by July 31. 

A cleaning and maintenance program has been started to clean up old equipment 
and make the employees more conscious of the problem, with good results, 
although a considerable amount remains. 

The plant no longer accepts whole cattle carcasses, or meat scraps that 
have started to putrify. Blood. drying has been discontinued. 

, 
Pacific Meat: The installation of an odor incineration system is following 
the same schedule as at Western States. In-plant cleanlines.s is not a 

. problem. 

Kenton Packing: F"brication of parts of the control system has tal<:en longer 
than was originally expected, so that completion of installation will 
probably be around August 15 •. In-plant cleanliness is adequate. 

Brander Meat: This plant signed a contract for an incinerator and collection 
system on July 11. A contract with Portland Rendering is being negotiated, 
pending tests on Brander's material in Portland.Rendering's equipment. The 
rendering and waste water facilities at this plant need considerable main­
tenance beyond steps taken since early July• 

Associated Meat: A contract is being negotiated with Portland Rendering and 
should be completed soon. Both Metz Engineering and George Ward, a consulting 
engineer, have been authorized to submit proposals for controlling the existing 
equipment. 

Portland Rendering: Equipment malfunctions in the first week of July resulted 
in hclding material in the receiving pits long enough for odors tc .develop 
and during the same period odors from breaking up a carcass escaped. Confer­
ences with both local plant management and an official from the company's 
San Francisco office. have resulted in altered procedures and an investigation 
into additional room-odor controls. The pits are being washed more often and 
a deodorant is being used. No repetition of the problem has occurred. 

Wilbur-Ellis: No problem has been observed. 



III. STAFF ACTIVITIES 

There have been thirteen area odor surveys since July 1. On one, at 
7:00 P.M. on July 3, the odor from Portland Rendering's carcass breaker 
was followed into the residential area south of Columbia Boulevard, On 
the afternoon of July 10, a _cooking odor was noted at N. Chautauqua Pl. 
a half block south of Columbia Blvd. and traced to Western States Rendering. 
The odor had not been noticed in the adjacent residential area. Odors 
from Brander were noted on the freeway approach ramp leading to Columbia 
Blvd. on five surveys, but have not been noted any -further away, If 
there are odors from Associated Meat's rendering plant,,they are masked 
by stock pens there and perhaps by a pig farm.immediately west of 
Associated. No rendering odors from Kenton, Pacific, or Wilbur Ellis 
have been noticed, although there are other sources of odor near these 
plants that may be masking rendering odors. 

t 
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1260 Davidson Avenue • San Francisco, California 94124 • Area Code 415/647-2342 

State of Oregon 
Board of Health 
Sanitary Authority 
1400 South West 5th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 91201 

July 23, 1968 

ATTENTION: Mr. Clinton Ayer 
Sanitary Engineer 

Dear Si:t: 

This is to confirm our conversation of last week while 
I was in Portland and_ our discussion of the in-plant odors 
that you noticed there during the early days of this month. 

As I stated,there are two ways to look at the problem: 

1. To eliminate the collection of dead animals which are 
the main reason for any in-plant odors or, 

TWX 
910/372-6043 

JUL 2 5 !958 

2. To install some kind of air scrubber to remove the odors 
caused by grinding of dead animals. 

The above solutions are under study at the present time, 
and we will advise the results at an early date. 

P.S. 

Yours truly, 

, /J. D. Mc Callum 

I am enclosing a couple of ~o.Jies of a pamphlet pre­
pared by the National Renderers Association in which 
you may be interested. 

enclosure 

JDM/jr 



MEMORANDUM 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJEC'.f 

: Members of the State Sanitary Authority 

: Harold E. Milliken 

Status of Construction Grants 

July 26, 1968 

1. We have been informed that federal funds will be available on the 
basis of a $203,000,000 appropriation pending action of Congress. 

2. Oregon's share wi 11 be $2,312,600. 

J. No new grant offers will be made until our annual plan is approved 
for 1969 fiscal year. This plan is being prepared now. 

4. Increases in grants for projects previously having grant offers wi 11 
be .made out of 1969 funds. 

·5. Congress has before it S 3206 whi_ch provides for grants to pay off 
bonds as they come due. This bill would provide $7,-127 ,OOj) or more 
for fiscal year 1969 for Oregon. It·would raise the question of what. 
to do about state grants to match these funds. 

6. We have had a· conference with Les Weirson 6f Cornell, Howland, Hayes 
and Merryfield about Troutdale. It appears that it i.rill be necessary 
to make a federal grant of $159,940 and a state grant of $72,700 which. 
vould include the so-called Troutdale interceptor· in order to make the 
project feasible without another bond election. 

Possible grants for the project are as follows: 

55'% Fe_deral Grant 2')% State Grant 

Total eligible cost 
STP + Troutdale Inter. 
STP only 

$355,ooo 
290,800 
260,000 

$ 195,250 
159,940 
143,000 

$ 88, 750 
72,700 
15,ooo 

No agreement has been reached as to the amount to b2 offered. 

7. We have not contacted Hillsboro yet, hoping to have more information about 
pending legislation before this conference takes place. 

8. Meanwhile two other increases in grants have been approved: 

Twin Rocks S. D. 
Amity 

$38,680 Federal+ $19,340 State 
990 Federal + 474 State 

9. Attached is a table showing tentative grants. 

~-

Priority certificates have been issued for Albany, Jefferson, Twin Rocks ( 1968) 
and Amiity (1968). 

Portland, Tigard and Hillsboro are reimbursible. 
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Project 

Due previous grants 

215 Albany 

212 Portland 

199 Jefferson 

213 Malin 

236 Tigard 

247 Twin Rocks (increase) 

206 Amity (increase) 

237 Troutdale• 

230 Hillsboro# 

Funds available 

Deficit 

Federal Grant 

$ 101,740 

143,600 

1,287,000 

79,500 

26,800 

37,420 

38,680 

990 

159,940 

465,000 

• Treatment + Troutdale Interceptor 

# Treatment only 

I 

TENrATIVE GRANrS 

• 
Cumulative 

Total 

$ 101;740 

245,370 

1, 532, 37,0 

1,611,370 

1,638,670 

1,676,090 

1,714,770 

1,715,760 

1,875, 700 

2,340,700 

2,312,600 
-.,,...;:_~-

28,100 

Cumulative 
State Grant Total 

$ $ 

25' 839 25,839 

585,000 610,839 

39,750 650,589 

13,400 663,989 

17' 010 680,999 

19,340 700,339 

474 700,813 

72, 700 773, 513 

207' 500 981,013· 

976,346. 
-·--

~,667 



CI TY \?JAnn~w·ro"J---
WARRENTON, OREGON------

9714s ----

. H·AROt.D C· GRAMS-ON 
llATOR 

· EMERSON R. BAl..OWIN 
AUDITOR ANO POL!Clf .IUCICI 

Dr. Noel B. Ra;~1 s 
Clatsop County Health Dept. 
Astoria J.lREGON- 971Q3 

Dear Dr. Ra,1ls: 

July 22, J 968 

P. 0. Box 250 

Tl!!:LEPHONE 661·2233 

r<>:f.:ffEN .• " . - . 
. J//J 

FN!3 
·, 

Because of the interest show• by the Cl at sop County Hea 1th Depart- ~ 

IS 

ment in the progress of Warrenton 1 s election and bonding for a sew-
age system, you are undoubtedly·interested in the outcome of the 
bids for the construction as they appe.ared from today's bid opening. 

Oregon Construction Company i_s low bidder at $450,533.30 •. ·With on1 y 
thre.e b"i dders out of the ten. recei vfog pl ans, this ~1as some $40,000 
101~er than the· next bid.· However, as you well kno11, the city · 
originally bonded itself for $400,000, hoping for state and federal 
·grant money. Because the· bids came later than. anti·cipated, we hove 
already paid out $12,000. intereSt on the bonded indebtedness; since 
it has been impossible to make se;·1er asse.ssments or·collection fees. 

In add.iti on, engineering, 1 egal fees and con ti ngenci es amount 
to approximately $48,000 leaving only $360,000 of money. from the 
bond sale. · · 

At this time the City has no positive idea of \~here the $90 ,000 
deficit .is to be found, This is a rather discouraging picture 
but I am sure you are vitally interested in the facts involved. 

Sincerely, 

CITY OF WARRENTON. 

~~ 
E. R. Baldwin 
Audi tor & Po 1 ice J~1dge 

ERB:<:lb 

/Jr. R.r:tl.f..J!S l<.1 ~; s 

Q 1-, y cA-.qncc ./o ,-

6 e_ ob/~ c; l),:!~;c( .'· .. · ... .:/1_ ..-- 'f I . T 1· I . .......:~ '1. {..._(;..-,S('\1ctc;1-1,.. clc.,' 

i-t.-' t• v i cl 
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TO : MEMBERS OF OREGON STATE SANITARY AUTHORITY 

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

FROM : K. H. Spies 

DATE July 17, 1968 

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

SUBJECT: PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED HOT MIX ASPHALT PLANT REGULATIONS 

The public hearing on the proposed regulati~ns for Hot Mix Asphalt 
Plants was held on June 19, 1968. Enclosed are: 

1. A copy of the Hearings Officer's report. 

2. Letters from (a) Corvallis Sand & Gravel Co. 

(b) American Asphalt Paving Company. 

(c) Bend Aggregate & Paving Co. 

- C-d) Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority. 

}. A copy of the proposed regulations. 

This matter will be placed on the agenda of the Sanitary Authority 
meeting for July 26, 1968. 



. ((~ffice !1::':~~=~~,.:" 
State Sanitary Authority 

OREGON STATE BOARD OF HEALTH 

Date: July 10, 1968 

From Mr. Marion B. Lamb 
Hearings Officer 

·-subject: Hearing on Rules Relating to the Operation of Hot Mix Asphalt Plant, 
to be made a Part of Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 334 

In accord with duly published notice, a hearing was convened at 10:00 a,m., 
June 19, 1968, in Room 72, State Office Building, 1400 S. W. Fifth Avenue, 

-- Portland, Oregon. · · 

_. The_:(_qllowing witnesses .appeared: 

Mr. David T. Ye_tt, Porter W. Yett Company, 6500 N. E. Ainsworth, 
Portland, Oregon. 

Mr. M. L. Farber, Porter .T:.T. Yett Company, 6500 N. E. Ainsworth, 
Portland, Oregon. 

Mr. John Vanderwal, Dorman Construction Company, 412 Failing Building, 
---.Portland, Oregon. 

Mr~ A. G. Heizenrader, Oregon Concrete and Aggregate Producers 
Association, 11800 S. W. Fairfield, Beaverton, Oregon. 

, - Mr. M. B. Roach, Mid-Willamette Air Pollution Authority, 255 Church 
Street, N. E., Salem, Oregon, 97301 

Mr. -W. Hansen, Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority, 104 S. W. 
Fi£th, Portland, Oregon. 

Mr. Leonard M. Hallock, Associated General Contractors and Bahler 
Bros., Inc., 4617 S. W. Milwaukie Avenue, Portland, Oregon. 

The first four witnesses named above made statements to the effect that 
· they did not oppose the adoption of the rules under consideration with the 
single exception that these four witnesses did not approve of the effective 
date of such a rule if adopted. 

The reason for such an objection was based on the difficulty of obtaining 
necessary equipment and making alterations to present equipment, which is 
presently in service on jobs that usually have a time limit. It was agreed, 
however, that a date of October 15, 1968, would be equitable and acceptable 
to the industry. 

~-
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Correspondence received upon the subject of this .hearing has been referred 
to the staff for evaluation. 

It is the recommendation of the.hearings officer that the proposed rules 
be adopted with a change in the effective date to October 15, 1968. 

B. Lamb, Hearings Officer 

MBL:jw 



Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
140d S.W. 5th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 

Gentlemen: 

Regarding your proposed hearing June 19, 1968, concerning rules 
and regulations relating to air quality control in the operation of' 
asphalt plants, I off'er the following suggestions. 

In viewing the total air pollution problem, it needs to be stated 
that our company is in f'avor of' reasonable regulations to accomplish 

·better air quality that will be liveable for both public and industry. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

In your paragraph concerning control f'acilities required, 
Pa~e 1,. we would propo.se that the collection ef'ficiency of' 
70% by weight would be more adaptable and practical for 
the asphalt plants. At this writing, availability of 
equipment and costs for equipment are unknown for various 
plants. The collection ef'f'iciency of 70 would improve the 
present air quality situation. 

On Page 3, under your Inf'ormation Required For Monitoring 
Plants, Sub Paragraph 5, we would suggest that this be 
changed to read that all plants would be available f'or 
testing and sample taking by the Sanitary Authorities. 
A few,·if' any, of' the asphalt plants would be able to 
maintain the necessary sampling and testing equipment 
that seems to be indicated here. 

Regarding the ef'f'ective date of' August 15, 1968, indicated 
on Page 3, we would propose a date. of March 1, 1969, as 
more appropriate. It would be impossible f'or operating 
plants to get and install equipment by August 15, 1968. 
Due to jobs under construction and bidding each day, all 
of the operators would pref'er making this changeover 
during the of'f'-season sometime during the early spring 
months. 

ESTA~LISHED 
1 91 I 

AREA CODE 503 

TELEPHONE 

753-7355 



Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
Page 2 
June 18, 1968 

4. Regarding Table 1, the Process Weight Table, it would appear 
unreasonable stopping the table at 60,000 or more pounds per 
hour with a maximum discharge weight of 40 pounds per hour. 
This should be increased on a graduated scale to allow an 
increase of 5 pounds per hour for every 10,000 pounds pro­
cessed over the 60,000 pounds. (Example: 70,000 pounds 
process, 45 pounds discharge, etc. 

We appreciate the opportunity of submitting these -thoughts to you. 
We would like you to give them serious consideration in revising your 

- regulations for asphalt plants. 

Sincerely yours, 
/) 

SAND & GRA L COMPANY 

o a±-:tagher, 
P esident 

JHG,jr/km 
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CORVALLIS SAND & GRAVEL PLANT 
Gallagher Rood, Corvallis, Oregon 

Welcome - All of us at Corvallis Sand & Gravel Company are very happy to welcome you to the celebration of our 50th Anniversary. 

Facts -Our company was started in 1911 by Mr. J. H. Gallagher, Sr. who was the founder and president of the company until 1960. This 
has been the location of our plant since 1922. The number of employees has increased from 5 in 1911 to 70 in 1961 and the yearly soles hove 
varied from $15,000 in early years to over $1,000,000 in 1960. The business started with a very small omvunt of equipment including two 
horses and a wagon, and now~has developed into many items of crushing and screening equipment, many cats and shovels, and over 50 trucks 
to take care of the business. • · 

Plant Tour -We will hove tours of the plont beginning at 10 o'clock hourly until 4:00 p.m. todoy. The tour will start at the office and go 
through the new office, down post the gravel plont, to the asphalt plant, to the concrete plant, back past the gravel bunker, through the shop 
and back to the office. This tour should take a total of 20 minutes. 

Gravel Plant - We manufacture 12 different types of gravel products. This plant is capable of producing 800 cubic yards of finished 
products or Cbout 160 truck loads of material per day. 

Asphalt Plant - This plant was installed in 1955 and cost over $100,000 and can produce in excess of 800 tons of asphalt concrete ma· 
terial in one day. With our construc_tion equipment, transit-mix concrete, and asphalt we are able to do the complete construction job for any 
city street or state highway with our own personnel. 

Transit-Mix Concrete Deportment - This is a new and modern concrete-batching plant that represents. on investment of over $30,000 and 
the twelve transit-mix concrete trucks that deliver the concrete represent an investment of over $150,000. This plant con batch over 500 
cubic yards of concrete per day. 

Shop - In this large shop building we do 90%~of all the repairs on our trucks and heavy- equipment. 

Tile Plant - We have been manufacturing concrete d~ain tile for over ten years and produce tile in various_ Sizes. 

Buildirl-g Materials - We hove a large fire-proof building matericil house that is serviced by a railroad siding for carload.shipments of 
moteriol.-We carry a large line of building materials and our services are arranged so that customers can.pick up their materials here or we 
can deliver them to him on the job. 

We want to thank you for helping us celebrate our SOth Anniversary, and we are looking forward to serving you and our wonder­
ful community for another 50 years. 

·' 



AM~~~CAIN ASIPIHA~Jr IPAV~ING COMIPAIN'\1' 
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1375 Front Streel NE • P. 0. Box 2207 • SALEM, OREGON 97308 • Phones 36)-4188 - 5~¥.U 

;. liitGEWED 

Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
State Office Building 
1400 S. W. Fifth Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97201 

Gentlemen: 

-June 17, 1968 

; ., 

" l 
f, 

-JUN 1 91968 

I wish to thank you for the opportunity to express my firm's op1n1ons 
on the proposed regulations concerning air pollution controls for asphaltic 
concrete plants. 

The manner in which you have approached the proposing of the regu­
lations is highly commendable, _and we certainly endorse your methods and 
the overall concept that must be met for Oregon's future. 

Speaking directly to the proposed regulations, I believe there is one 
point that should be reconsidered in your final determination--that of the 
enforcement date. 

I believe th·e proposed enforcement date of August 15, is unrealistic 
for the as.phaltic concrete producing industry. To fully clarify this point, 
I would like to discuss in particular my own firm's problems in conforming 
by August 15; and as to the asphalt industry in general, the problems inher­
ent in the time element of the proposed regulations. 

I can assume that my remarks will not, in general, be in error if 
related to any other asphaltic concrete producer not presently under local 
control. 

In discussing our own situation, we oper·ate two commercial plants in 
the Salem area, and I will discuss each operation. 

Our large plant, a 6000-pound Madsen, has progressed materially to­
ward a point of being almost within compliance of the proposed regulations. 
Working with Cornell, Bowland, Hayes, & Merryfield, Engineers and 
Planners, as technical consultants, we have, in the last two years, installed 
a cyclone and multi-cone dry system which, when coupled with. the proper 
·scrubber, should bring us within the proposed guidelines. 

COMMERCIAL PAVING MATERIALS 
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Oregon State Sanitary Authority - 2 - June 17, 1968 

Depending upon the availability of the proper equipment that will enable 
the system to meet the regulations that are adopted and the construction sched­
ule for this season, we anticipate no other problems in meeting the technical 
standards. 

Our other operation, a thirteen-year-old, 3000-pound Madsen plant, 
presents some additional and significant problems. 

As with our big plant, it is impossible to difinitely decide on the parti­
cular equipment to purchase until the Sanitary Authority implements a parti­
cular code. In this instance, our problem is compounded by the fact that the 
estimated cost of satisfactory control equipment could equal the value of the 
plant. It may be more feasible to purchase a new plant, which could take 
from four to six months to rec.eive. 

In addition, the small plant is not at the rock source, and the majority 
of the season's supply has been contracted for and delivered. Although the 
proposed regulations follow the Los Angeles County standards, the type of 
material varies greatly, and we would be in the position of not being able to use 
a quantity of material that was crushed to meet State specifications. 

Looking at the time element from an industry-wide basis, I believe it 
would be impossible to comply by August 15, 1968. 

As I have sJated previously, the particular equipment ·necessary could 
not be definitely known and ordered until the Sanitary Authority officially 
adopts regulations. 

I understand that this action will probably take place on the 28th of this 
month, thus allowing only 48 days to order, receive, put in place, test and 
probably ma]<:e numerous adjustments before a plant would conform. 

To the best of our knowledge, it would be 60 to 90 days after placing an 
order before the equipment would arrive. 

Past experience has proved that it would take another two weeks to 30 
days before it would be in place and functioning effectively. 

In effect, the best timetable we could meet for installation would prob­
ably be in September, the most intensive part of our highly seasonal operation. 

In addition to the·fact that our operation is controlled by the weather, 
many of our contracts have a completion date that would be difficult to meet 
if we were to shut down in order to install and test new equipment. 

I 
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Oregon State Sanitary Authority - 3 - June 17, 1968 

In view of the above testimony, let me suggest that, in consideration 
of the seasonal nature of our industry, a compliance date between paving 
seasons--December 1,. 1968, and April 1, 1969, would not only be more 
realistic, but also demonstrate that, although air polution control is nec­
essary and will be achieved, Government in Oregon understands and is 
willing to plan with industry. 

rh 

Sincerely yours, 

AMERICAN ASPHALT PAVING COMPANY 

John W. Anunsen 
Treasurer 

l 
i 
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ROUTE 2, SOX ~ 4;5~1 
BEND AGGREGATE & PAVING CO. 

Bend,· Oregon 9770 I 

June 17, 1968 

Secretary 
Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
1400 s. w. Fifth Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 

Dear Sir: 

This conununication is in regard to the bearing to be held on June 
19, 1968, pertaining to the ·proposed adoption of certain rules 
and regulations relating to the operation of hot mix asphalt plants 
to be made a part of Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 334. 

The writer shares in the realization that there is indeed a need 
for realistic and effective control of air contamination. In 
reviewing the proposed regulations, however, I respectfully submit 
the following and ask that it be given your consideration. 

1. Regulations, if adopted, should apply to all 
industries and not just to "hot mix_.asphalt plants". 

2. The same set of standards should apply to all 
industry and not a separate standard for each 
particiilar industry. 

3. Consideration should be given to different geo­
graphical locations as to the pennissible amount 
of conta.irlnation allowable. 

4. The .definition of "Dusts" and the forces causing 
its release into the air is all encompassing and 
general. To comply With regulations based on this 
definition would be all but impossible. 

Thank you for allowing us to submit the above testimony and for your 
consideration. 

Very truly yours, 

~d(i"'"· 
H. J. Curl, Jr. 

HJCJR:lo 
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FOR CLEAN AIR! 

LANE COUNTY 

A! R QUALIT)' 
777 PEARL STREET 

~UGENE, OREGON 97401 

June 21, 1968 

Mr. Harold M. Patterson, Chief 

Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

State Board of Health 

1400 S.W. 5th Avenue 

JUN z 4 \958 

Portland, Oregon 97201 ,,.~_~ - '! .-..-:n 
•. : : .1VO 

·Dear Mr. Patterson: 

We have examined the proposed ruling for the control of the" 
,:1 

asphalt plants and have found them to be acceptable and com­

patible with our regulations. 

The proposed regulations concerning odor emissions also 

appear to be satisfactory. 

'2~:·,~~:__ 
Verner J:-Adkison, Director 

I / 
Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority . v 
VJA/jj 

cc: Richard W. Boubel, Ph.D. 

342-5221 •Ext. 288 

Area Code 503 

. ·' 



(Proposed Regulation) 

HOT MIX ASPHALT PLANTS 

I. DEFINITIONS: 

As used in Sections I through VI, unless otherwise required by context: 

1. "Hot mix asphalt plants" are those firms ·conveying proportion 
quantities or batch loading o.f cold aggregate to a drier, and 
heating, drying, screening, classifying, measuring and mixing. 
the aggregate and asphalt for the purposes of paving, construc­
tion, industrial, residential or commercial use. 

2. "Collection efficiency" is the overall performance of the air 
cleaning device in terms of ratio of material collected to total 
input to the collector unless specific size fractions of the 
contaminant are stated or required. 

3. "Process weight by hour" is the total weight of all materials 
introduced into any specific process which process· may cause 
any discharge into the atmosphere. Solid fuels charged will 
be considered as part of the process weight, but liquid and 
gaseous fuels and combustion air will not. "The Process Weight 
Per Hour" will be derived by dividing the total process weight 
by the number of hours in one complete operation from the 
beginning of any given process to the completion thereof, ex­
cluding any time during which the equipment is idle. 

4. "Dusts" are minute solid particles released into the air by 
natur.al forces or by mechanical processes such as crushing, 
grinding, milling, drilling, demolishing, shoveling, conveying, 

. covering, bagging or sweeping. 

5. "Portable hot mix asphalt plants" are those facilities or equip­
ment, which are designed to be dismantled and transported from 
one 'job site to another job site. 

II. CONTROL FACILITIES REQUIRED - GENERAL AND SPECIAL CONTROL AREAS: 

1. A person shall not operate any .hot mix asphalt plant, either 
portable or permanent, in any area of the state unless all dusts 
and gaseous effluents collected from the plant are subjected to 
air cleaning devices having a particulate collection efficiency 
of Bo% by weight. 

2. In addition to the provisions of (1) above, plants located within 
the following special control areas of the state shall install 
systems or processes for the control of particulate emissions to 
comply with the emission limits established by the process weight 
table, Table I, attached here.with and by reference made a part of 
this rule. The special control areas are as follows: 

;.;-___ , ___ ,__,;,;._ 
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(a) Those portions of Multnomah, Clackamas, Washington, Yamhill 
Polle, Benton, Marion, Linn and Lane Counties specifically 
described as follows: 

Beginning at the point where rangeline 5 E, W.M. intersects 
the Oregon-Washington boundary; thence S on rangeline 5E 
to the SE corner of T3S, R5E; thence W to the NW corner of 
T4S, R4E; thence S to the SE corner of T5S, R3E; thence W 
to the NW corner of T6S, R2E; thence S to the SE corner of 
Tl4S, Rl E; thence W to the SW corner of Tl4S, RlE; thence 
S on the W.M. line to the SE corner o.f Tl9S, RlW; thence W 
to the SW corner of Tl9S, RlW; thence S to the SE corner of 
T2lS, R2W; thence W to the SW corner of T2lS, R3W; thence N 
to the NW corner of T2lS, R3W; thence W to the SW corner of 
T20S, R6W; thence N to the NE corner of Tl2S, R7W; thence 
W to the NW corner of Tl2S, R?W; t4ence N to the NE corner 
of T?S, R8w; thence W to the NW corner of T?S, R8W; thence N 
to the. NW corner of T5S, R8W; thence E to the NE corner of 
T5S, R6W; thence N to the NW corner of T2N, R5W; thence E 
along township line 2N to the Oregon-Washington boundary, 
then southeasterly along the Oregon-Washington boundary to the 
point of beginning. 

(b) That portion of Columbia County specifically described as follows: 

Beginning at the point of intersection of township line 2N, 
W.M., Multnomah County with the Oregon-Washington boundary; 
thence W to the NE corner of T2N, R3W; thence N to the NE 
corner of T6N, R3W; thence W to the NW corner .of T6N, R6W; 
thence N along range line 6W to its point of intersection 
with the Oregon-Washington boundary; thence southeasterly 
along the Oregon-Washington boundary to the point of beginning. 

(c) Incorporated cities or within six (6) miles of the city 
limits of said incorporated city, 

(d) In areas of the state within one-half (JI,) mile of any 
"structure or building used for a residence. 

III. OTHER ESTABLISHED AIR QUALITY LIMITATIONS: 

·The emission limits established under:·.these :sections. are in· addition to 
visibl.e emission and other ambient air standards, established or to be estab­
lished by. the Sanitary Authority unless otherwise provided by rule or regula­
tion. 

IV. PORrABLE HOT MIX ASPHALT PLANTS: 

Portable hot mix asphalt plants temporarily located outside of special 
control areas and complying with the emission limitation of Subsection I 
of Section_ II need not comply with Sections 21-0ll, 21-016 and 21-021 of 
Chapter 334, OAR, provided however that the particulate !ll"tter emitted does 
not create or tend to create a hazard to human, animal or plant life, or 
unreasonably interfere with agricultural operations, recreation areas, or 
the enjoyment of life and property. 
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V. INFORMATION REQUIRED AND MONITORING OF PLANT FACILITIES; 

When requested by the Sanitary Authority for the purpose of formu­
lating plans in conjunction with industries who are or may be sources 
of air pollution, and to investigate sources of air pollution, a 
person operating or responsible for operating a hot mix asphalt plant 
shall submit information to include but not be limited. to the following: 

1. Ownership, address, location and name of manager. 

2. Location of plant if different from (1) above. 

3. Description of plant processes and quantities of raw materials 
used and products produced. 

4. Description of the system, methods, and equipment used for con­
trolling or preventing release of air contaminants together with 
all available data on efficiency of air. contaminant removal. 

5. Provide and maintain such sampling and testing facilities to 
permit collection of samples to determine collection efficiencies 
and particulate emissions into the atmosphere. 

VI. ANCILLARY SOURCES OF EMISSION - HOUSEKEEPING OF PLANT AND FACILITIES: 

1. Ancillary air contamination sources from the plant and its 
facilities which emit air contaminants into the atmosphere such 
as, but not limited to the drier openings, screening and classify­
ing system, hot rock elevator, bins, hoppers and pug mill mixer, 
shall be controlled to maintain the highest possible level of air 
quality and the lowest possible discharge of air contaminants. 

2. The handling of aggregate and traffic shall be conducted to 
minimize emissions into the atmosphere. 

EFFECTIVE :PATE: 

This rule shall be effective August 15, 1968. 

' 



. TABLE I 

PROCESS WEIGHT TABLE 

Process Maximum Weight Process Maximum Weight 
lit/hr (lbs) Disch/hr (lbs) Wt/hr (lbs) Disch/hr (lbs) 

50 .24 34oo 5.44 
100 .46 3500 5.52 
150 .66 3600 5.61 
200 .85 3700 . 5.69 
250 1.03 3800 5.77 
300 1.20 3900 5.85 
350 1.35 4ooo 5.93 
400 1.50 4100 6.01 
450 1.63 4200 6.oB 
500 1.77 4300 6.15 
550 1.89 44oo 6.22 
600 2.01 4500 6.30 
650 2.12 4600 6.37 
700 2.24 4700 6.45 
750_ 2.}4 4800 6.52 
Boo_ 2.43 li-900 6.6o 
85() _;_ ' 2.53 5000 6.67 
900 2.62 5500 7.03 
950 2.72 6ooo 7.37 

1000 - 2.80 6500 7.71 
1100 2.97 7000 8.05 
1200 3.12 7500 8.39 
1300 3.26 8000 8.71 
1400 3.4o 8500 9.03 
1500 3.54 9000 9.36 
1600 3.66 9500 9.67 
1700 3.79 10000 10.0 
1800 3.91 11000 10.63 
1900 4.03 12000 11.28 
2000 4.14 13000 11.89 
2100 4.24 14000 12.50 
2200 4.}4 15000 13.13 
2300 4.44 16ooo 13-74 
24oo 4.55 17000 14.36 
2500 4.64 18000 14.97 
2600 4.74 19000 15.58 
2700 4.84 20000 16.19 
2800 4.92 30000 22.22 
2900 5.02 40000 28.3 
3000 5.10 50000 }4.3 
3100 5.18 6oooo 4o.o 
3200 5.27 or 
3300 5.36 more 



TO : MEMBERS OF OREGON STATE SANITARY AUTHORITY 

Mr. John D. Mosser, Chairman 
Mr. Storrs S. Waterman 

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

Mr. B. A. McPhillips 

FROM : Air Quality Control 

DATE July 26, 1968 

SUBJECT: STATE FUNDS TO REGIONAL PROGRAMS 

Applications for state funds from the Lane Regional Air Pollution 
Authority ($16,073.00) and Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority 
(Net Total $12,070.00) have been received for the current fiscal (July 1, 
1968 to June 30, 1969) year. Funds previously approved to all regions by 
the Sanitary Authority total $56,330.00. 

The following represents a summary of approved and pending Regional 
Program requests: 

Mid-Willamette Valley Air 
Pollution Authority 

l0-6-67 to 6-30-68 
7-1-68 to 6-30-69 

(Current Total 

lane Regional Air 
Pollution Authority 

1-1-68 to 6-30-68 
7-1-68 to 6-30-69 

(Current Total 

Columbia-Willamette Air 
Pollution Authority 

1-1-68 to 6-30-68 
Current 1-1-68 to 6-30-68 
7-1-68 to 6-30-69 

(Current Total 
Difference (Requested Minus 

Allocated) 

Total of Requested Funds 
Total Requested Funds Unexpended 
Current Net Total of Thnds Requested 
Appropriated FUnds 
Excess Thnds Available (1-25-68 est.) 

State Funds 
Approved* or 

·Requested 

$ 7 ,449.00* 
9,024.00* 

$16,473.oci• 

$15,545.36) 

$ 9,677.00• 
16,073.00 (Pend­

$25,750.00 ing) 

$22 '976.25) 

$30,180.00* 
12,000.00 
30,250.00 

1Fi2,250.oo) 
$12,070.00 (Pend-· 

ing) 

$84,473.00 

$80, 771.61 
$90,680.00 
$ 9,908.39 

Unexpended 
State Grant 

$ 927.64 

$2,773.75 

$3, 701.39 
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:future Re9uests During This Biennium: 

The Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority has estimated an 
application for state funds in the amount of $9-10,000 will be made when 
the June 30, 1968 carryover funds are known. 

Washington County is considering initiating a program or joining the 
Columbia-Willame.tte Air Pollution Authority. Either action is estimated to 
result in a request for additional state funds. 

Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority ApElication (7-1-68 to 6-30-69) 

The budget submitted includes the following: 

Personal Services 
Equipment 
Travel 
Supplies 
Other Services, Rent, etc. 

Total 

State Tunds Requested 

$46,334.oo (Staff of Five) 
13,598.oo 
4,ooo.oo 
l,6~1.00 

20,962.00 
$86,535.00 

$16,073.00 

Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority A;eE.,lication (7-1-68 to 6-30-69) 

The budget submitted includes the following: 

Personal Services 
(Staff of 23 F.T. & 3 P.R.) 

Operation and Maintenance 
Equipment 
Operating and Contingencies 

Total 

State Tunds Requested 

$215,466.oo 

95,155.00 
126,589.00 
10,000.00 

$447,210.00 

$ 12,070.00 (This is amount necessary 
in addition to the pre­
viously approved $30,180.00 
beginning 1-1-68) · 



MEMORANDUM July 19, 1968 

TO Sanitary Authority Members 

FROM H. H. Patterson 

SUBJECT: Funds to Regional Programs 

fuckground information on appropriations for regional air pollution 
control programs may be of assistance to members of the Authority. 

The original regional bill carried an appropriation of $195,000. Upon 
a request through Business Management, the staff was requested to estimate 
regional program needs for the fiscal biennium, which was done April 17, 1967. 

The staff estimated as follows: 

Lane Regional Air Pollution Auth. 
Mid-Willamette Valley APA 
Portland Regional APA 

Totals 

Total Local Funds 

$56,ooo 
35,776 

100,_900 

$191,776 

Total Budget 

$122,136 
143,101; 
400,000 

$665,24o 

-- State funds in the amount of $95,888 would be needed 
projection, and $100,000 was stated to appear adequate. 
and this amount was subsequently reduced to $90,680. 

based upon this 
$95,888 was appropriated 

Currently the regional programs have budge_ts approved or proposed as 
follows: 

Lane Regional APA 
1-1-68 to 6-30-68 
7-1-68 to 6-30-69 

Totals 

Mid-Willamette Valley APA 
' 10-6-67 to 6-30-68 

7-1-68 to 6-30-69 
Totals 

Columbia-Willamette APA 

Local Funds 

$19,354.oo 
32,146.oo 

$51,500.00 

14,899.00 
18,045.00 

$32,94li.oo 

State 

$9,677.00* 
16,t.l73.oo 
25,:'150-:00 

7,449.00• 
9,02lf.OO* 

16,473.00• 

Federal Total 

$8,098.00 $37,129.00 
38,316.00 
46,414.oo 

86,535.00 
123,664.oo 

67,044.oo 89,392.00 
81,007.00 

llt8,05i.oo 
108,076.00 
197,1168.oo 

1-1-68 to 6-30-68 $24,000.00•• 12,ooo.oo 1 )108,-000.00•• 144,ooo.oo 
7-1-68 to 6-30-69 60,500.00 30,250.00• 272,250.00 

Plus carry-over 18,533.00 d5,657.00 437,210.00 
Totals 103,033.00 If2,250.oo ,35,90'7.oo 581,210.00 

• These funds approved by the Sanitary Authority and total $56,330.00. 
**Estimated by Sanitary Authority Staff 
l)This was approved Dec. 28, 1967 for 1-1-68 to 6-30-68 
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In addition, the letter of July 11, 1968 requests matching State 
funds for the carry-over fund indicated above of $9000.00-$10,000.00. 

SUMMARY: 

The total requests for State funds (not including CWAPA carry-over 
request) are summarized as follows as against available funds of $90,680.00. 

Lane Regional Air Pollution Auth. 
Mid-Willamette Valley APA 
Columbia-Willamette APA 

-Total 

- $25, 7~0.00 
- -16,473.00 

42 250.00 
$84: 473.00 -,_ '- . ·' . 

Portion which is 
pending request 

$16,073.00 

12,000.00 
$28,0 73;.oo 

In addition, Washington County has indicated ·interest in forming a 
region and applying for funds. 
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777 PEARL STREET 342-5221 •Ext 288 

E U G E N E, 0 R E G 0 N 9 7 4 0 1 

FOR CLEAN AIR! 
June 18, 1968 

-Mr. Kenneth Spies, Secretary & Chief Engineer 
Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
Oregon State Board of Health 

. 1400 S.W. 5th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97201 

Dear Mr. Spies: 

Under the Section 21 of Ch~pter 425, Oregon Law 1967, and the provision 

- ---····-o-f-·Section 19 of ·Said act, the Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority 

request the amount of $16,073 to be certified for the operation of 

fiscal year July 1, 1968, to June 3D, 196 9, in the form of State <;:rant 

and Aid . 

.The. Lane Regional Air Pollution .Authority is requesting the certifi­

cation of eligibility for monies' to be appropriated from the General 

Fund to be set aside for its operation during this period.· 

A copy of the budget for this period is being forwarded· for your in­

formation .• Also enclosed, is a copy of the. Federal Appropriation Grant. 

Area Code 503 

Sincerely yours, ~ 

q~~ffev~~ 
- Verner J. Af§son, Director 

- UiYt!o:Qn 01 
S;;1nft;r:Jtoo:i Cl fngln~..,..,..,,,g 

Oreggn s~~e 0~1t'i3 ~d :n~aHh. 

Lane Regiona'{ Air Pollution Authority 

VJA/jj 

Enclosures: Federal Grant Aid 
Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority Budget 

cc: Morris Mitchell, Finance Office 
City ,of Eugene 
Harold Patterson, Chief Engineer, Air Quality Control 
Keith Parks, Administrative Assistant, Lane County 
City Recorder, City of Springfield 

oo~®~awrfl]) 
JUN~ 4 1968 

J DNF !TEMP I PERM 

I 
I 
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Statement of Functions: 

LANE REGIONAL. AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 

777 Pearl Street, Eugene, Oregon 97401 
11· i 

· Budget Hearing 
7:30 p.m., Wednesday, March 6, 1968 

Harris Hall, 8th and Oak Streets 
·.Eugene; Oregon 

" 

The Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority is a regional program established under the 

provisions of Oregon Revised Statutes 449.760 to 449.830 in the interest of public health and 

welfare. The Authority's jurisdiction in the boundaries of Lane County, a contiguous territory 

in which the Authority's function is to maintain such a reasonable degree of purity of the air 

resources to the end that the least possible injury should be done to human, plant or animal 

life, or to the property, and to maintain public.enjoyment of the State's natural resources 

and consistent with the economic and industrial well-being of the state. 

The Authority shall exercise the functions vested in the Sanitary Authority by ORS 449.785 

and 449.800 insofar as such functions are applicable to the conditions and situations of the 

territory within the Regional Aul:hority;~'.·and shall c,airry out these functions in the same manner 
' - '. 1: 

, : . , C: : : , , : 
provided for the Sanitary Authority to c~rry out the same functions .. 

I 'I [ . 

. This budget reflects the program o.f ~hf' 2nd ,calel1dar year of a Federal Improvement Grant 

, ' , I 

4fo68B4003RI, for this Authority from the !IT~t,ional ,Ce11ter of Air Pollution, Department of Health, 

Education and ~elfare, Public Health Se~ices • 

.' 
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LANE REGIONAL AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 

Frank Elliott, Chairman 
Bruce Lassen 
Larry Wojcik 

Walter Umenhoffer 
Kenneth Drew 
Herman Peterson 
Charles Strong 
Alvin Reed 
Mrs. Margaret Patoine 

John Stoner 
Earl Bates 
Paige Hall 

Charles Strong 
Mrs. Margaret Patoine 
Don Peglow 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

Lane County Commissioner 
Eugene Councilman 
Springfield Councilman 

BOARD OF ADVISORS 

Kingsford Company 
Alvadore rye grass grower 
Lane County Planning Commission 
Eugene Water & Electric Board 
Reeds Fuel Company 
Eugene League of Women Voters 

EX OFFICIO ADVISORS 

Chief Sanitarian 
Environmental Science Services Adms. 
Lane County Extension Agent 

BUDGET COMMITTEE 

Eugene Water & Electric Board 
Eugene League of Women Voters 
Paramount Market, Springfield 

Verner J. Adkinson Staff Director 
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LANE REGIONAL AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 

GENERAL FUND RESOURCES 
For the Fiscal Year ~968-69, beginning July 1, 1968 

Revenue Classification 

·Feder a 1 Grants-in-Aid-- - - - - -- - - -- --- --- --- -- - - c .. - - - -
·qontributions from Local Governments: 

City of Eugene--------------------··--------------
City of Springfield-------------------------------
Lane County---------------------------------------

State Grant-in-Aid----------------------------------• 

TOTAL REVENUES--~-----------------------~------

Historical Data (Note 1) 
ACTUAL 

1965-66 I 1966-67 

$ --- $ 9,612 

3,874' 7, 639 
3,300 4,000 
6,200 8,000 

-·----
$ 13,}ZA $ 29,251 

REQUIREMENTS 

Expenditure Classification 

Other-----------------------------------------------­
Travel----------------------------------------------­
Supplies--------------------------------------------­
Ejquipment--------------------------------------------

TOTAL REQUIREMENTS-----------------------------
,' 'i 

I 

Historical Data (Note 1) 
ACTUAL 

1965-66 1966-67 

(Note 2) $ 22,684 
" 1,085 
" 1,235 
" __i,_ 248 

$ .13, 374 ' . $ 29,252 

·BUDGET 
1967-68 

$ ;20, 145 

14, 182 
4,500 
8,900 

-
$ 47,727 

BUDGET 
>1967-68 

$ 38,880 
• 4 ! 065 

833 
3' 94 9 

$ 47,727' 

. 

-1-

ESTIMATED 
REVENUE 
1968-69 

$ 38,316 
32,146 

16,073 

$ 86,535 

ESTIMATED 
REVENUE 
1968-69 

$. 67,296 
4,000 

.1,641 
Jl..,.598 

$ 86,535 

Note 1. Lane Regional Air Pollution was organized 
January 1, 1968. Prior to that time and 
during 1967-68 the function was operated 

·'Note 2. 

I 

In 1965-66 Air Quality Control was budgeted 
as a part of Eugene's Building andiSafety 
budget and separate, detailed expenditure 

as a department of the City of Eugene, but 
served a regional area and.was financed by 
Eugene, Springfield and Lane County. 
Historical data as shown above is not of the 
Authority, but of Eugene Air Quality Control 
Department and is shown here for comparisop 

.purposes only. 1 
I [ 

l. ! J I, 1. 

figures are not ayailable. · 
I 



LANE REGIONAL AF' "OLLUTION AUTHORITY. 
I ' 

Af.IlYl.I.1 §. .!!::!:! ~ A ! 1 -2-

AIR POLLUTION 
FUND: GENERAL ACTIVITYi CONTROL #50 

1965-66 1966-67 1967"68 1968C69 Budget 
Actual Actual 

Expenditures Expenditures Budget FUNCTION Proposed Annroved 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) 

I 

(Budgeted 
:i,.n $ 22,684 $ 38,880 OTHER $ 67' 296 

Building ' 

Divisior1 1,085 4,065 TRAVEL 4,000 
in 

Prior 1,235 833 SUPPLIES 1,641 
Years). 

4,248 3' 949 EQUIPMENT 13,598 I 

.. 

$ 13,374 $ 29,252 $ 47,727 TOTALS $ 86,535 

I 
FUNCTION: BUDGET COMMEN'fS: In prior years Air Quality Control, 

primarily for the Eugene-Springfield metropolitan area, 
was provided by a department of the City of Eugene. It 
was financed by the two cities and the County. In 

'' January, 1968, Lane. Regional Air Pollution Au~hority 
.. was established under ORS 449.765, passed by the 1967 

I - session of the L~gislature. 

' Prior year's financial information as presented here 
is from the City of Eugene financial records. It is 

'' shown here for comparison purposes only. 
. ·-· , I i 

I 
i 

I 
. ! I ' ' ' "' " ' 

'' 
' 
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LANE REGIONAL AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
. ' 

ACTIVITY D E T A I L -3-- - -:- - - - - ------
I t' 

' 

. FUND: GENERAL '. i I ACTIVITY: AIR POLLUTION 
. CONTROL fl 5 0 

1965-66 1966-67 1967-68 Object ' I r '' 1968-69 Bud».et 
Actual Actual Ac¢ount ' 

Exuenditures Exuenditures Budo:et Number ' ' OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE . Prouosed Ann roved 
<l) (2) (3) (4) (5) <6) (7) 

' 
' 

' 
. OTHER 

* $ --- $ --- 310 Advertising $ 150 
' 

--- --- 316 Court Costs, Filing & Fees 100 

--- --- 331 Insurance 750 

68 75 340 Membership Fees 100 

139 175 343 Postage & Shipping Charges. 275 

428 450 346 Printing arid Binding 425 

500 3,000 352 Professional Services - Other 7,400 

20,766 33,262 353 Professional Services - Staff 46,334 

293 30 355 Rental of Equipment & Buildings 1,700 

61 613 361 Repair & Maintenance - Equipment 500 . 
-- - --- 373 Special Research Projects 1,000 

233 250 376 Telephone & Te1egraph 775 ' 

I ·. 
196 1,025 388 · Miscellaneous Contractual .services 7,787 

' 

$ 22,684 $ 38,880 TOTAL OTHER $ 67,296 

' . 

l I 

' .I 

I 
.. 

l 
I I•• ] I 

'·' I 
• 

' 

'' 



LANE REGIONAL AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY - - - -- - -- --- - - ----- -

' I, ~ £ I l Y' l ~ ""' 12. .§. I ~ l !! -4-
l 

" 
FUND: GENERAL ' 

'!1i i' ACTIVITY· AIR POLLUTION 
' ' ' 

· . CONTROL 1fo50 

1965-66 1966-67 1967-68 Object 1968-69 Budo:et 
Actual Actual AccOUnt ,, 

' ' 

Expenditures Expenditures Budget Number OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE Proposed Approved 
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) 

TRAVEL 

' * --- 2,500 356 Vehicle Rental 2,700 

382 590 379 . Training 540 

703 975 382 Travel &.Subsistence 760 
$ 1,085 $ 4,065 TOTAL TRAVEL $ 4,000 

SUPPLIES 
90 163 410 Books & Subscriptions 165 

756 100 416 Chemicals, Drugs & Lab Supplies 775 

' 

" 31 . 100 419 ·Hand Tools 98 

267 250 428 Office Supplies 303 

91 220 446 Miscellaneous Materials & Supplies 300 
$ 1,235 $ 833 TOTAL SUPPLIES $ 1,641 

I ' 

EQUIPMENT . 
2, 718 1,500 509 Air Sampling Equipment 8,548 

. ' 

--- 1,652 524 Lab Equipment 4,050 

1,530 797 .525 Office Equipment . i,ooo 
$ 4' 248 $ 3' 949 

'I. 
TOTAJ; EQUIPME/H 

I 
$ 13,598 

$ 13,374 $ 29,252 $ 47,727 · .. GRAND TOTAL· $ 86,535 

'• 

' ' 
' 

>~Budgeted ir Building Divi: ion in prior ye HS •. Br akdown not available. 

'' 'I' ,·: ,. 
i 

' .. 

' ' '' 

'l.' 
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LANE REGIONAL AIP· POLLUTION AUTHORITY 

p t ~ s 0 N A L I S E R 'v I' C 1E 'S' • 
1S C H E D U L E -5--------- - -.'- - - - - - --------

' 
' 

I 

FUND: GENERAL ACTIVITY: AIR POLLUTION 
CONTROL f/50 

1965-66 1966-67 1967-68 No. 1968-69 Budget 
Actua 1 Actual Range of 

Exnenditures Expenditures Budget OBJECT ACCOUNT TITLE No. Emp. Pronosed Approved 

! 
' 

PERSONAL SERVICES 
·,'( $ 8,628 $ 10,824 Air Qu'ality Control Officer 28 1 $ 11,364 

--- --- Air Qu.ality Control Engineer 28 1 9,840 

' 
5,737 7, 692 Air Quality Control Technician 21 1 8, 136 

2,860 6,993 Air Qu,ality Control Inspector 21 1 7,348 

1, 418 3,768 Secretary III 13 1 4,476 

122 --- Extra· Help ---
613 1, 950 Overtime 692 

$ 19,380 $ 31,227 TOTAL PERSONAL SERVICES 5 $ 41,856 

FRINGE BENEFITS 
265 425 City Contribution - PERS 1,450 

768 700 City Contribution - DASI 1,737 . 
134 270 City Contribution - SCD 501 

i 

-. 72 340 City Contribution - Life Insurance 233 [ 

147 300 City Contribution - Hospital Insura1 ce 557 
$ 1,386 $ 2,035 TOTAL FRINGE BENEFITS $ 4,478 

I . ·-· . ' .. 

$ 20,766 $ 33,262 GRAND TOTAL ·· ...... $ 46,334 
I 

' . :;; ' 

I ' I i I 
' 

. I 

. j. ' 
I. ~' i ! ,, 

' 
,' i -· -

'' " . 
• i; I' I -

I 
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COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
104 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 PHONE 228-6141, EXT. 466 

11 July. 1968 

Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
1400 Southwest 5th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97201 

Attention: Kenneth Spies, Secretary 

Vl"l::>•M/1 ,,:.1 

G~nlt;;.tkH1 .J.1. F;:n..;ln;;.;·rl1\ 
0rig£te:nSU-'."tS;; \S;:,r;i:.-cl ot H~0).0ARO OF DIRECTORS 

~ ~ @ ~ I/ '(£' r~ ~~ames Gleason, Chairman 
LPJ f.!JJ Multnomah County 

I !IL' 1 ~: f.:j\::P Robert L. Glosenger v ~ -. .!.. U l ..... ~JO 
Columbia County 

-- Fred Stefani 
) DNF -]TE~·-JPfk;;f-:=J Clackamas County 

Francis J. lvancie 
City of Portland 

Re: Allocations of State Funds under the 
Air Quality Regional Centers Act 

Mark A. Grayson 
·city of Portland 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

Gentlemen: 

I am-informed the State Sanitary Authority postponed until its July 
meeting consideration of State grants for regional air pollution authorities. 
·Since our letter of 17 May 1968, on which you based your memo of 28 June to 
the Sanitary Authority, some slight adjustments have been made in our budget 
amounts. The amounts are listed below: 

A. Expenditures 

L Personel Services 
2. Operations and Maintenance 
3. Equipment 
4. Operating Contirigericies 

$ 215,466 
95'155 

126,589 
10 ,000 

$ 447,210 

Pl'e·ase note that the $10,000 Operating Contingencies amount consists of 
unmatched funds previously contributed by city and counties. The operating 
budget in which Federal and State funds will be utiliz_ed totals $437 ,210. 

B. Spurces of Revenue 

1. From Counties 

a. Multnomah $ 55,000 
b. Clackamas 4,500 
c. Columbia 1,000 

2. From Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

3. From Public Health Service 

a. Basic Grant. 
b. Supplemental 

4. Carry-over 

a. City and County 
Funds 

b. P.H. S. Funds 

225,000 
4 7' 250 

18,553 

55, 65 7 

Total 

60,500 

30,250 

-272 ,250 

74,210 

$ 437,210 



·oregon State Sanitary Authority 
Page 2 
11 July 1968 

Please note the carry-over amount of $74,210, based on our best estimate 
of 30 June 1968, does not include State Sanitary Authority funds. The exact 
amount of carry-over will not be detennined until accounts are closed for 
fiscal 1967-68. When this amount is detennined, a retention grant application 
will be filed with Public Health Service and a request for Oregon State 
Sanitary Authority funds will be made in the amount of 50% of carry-over 
local funds. This will approximate $9,000 - $10,000. 

In Summary: 

The amount of Oregon State Sanitary Authority funds needed for fiscal 
1968-69 to meet the total of local funds- already certified to Public Health 
Service as available is $30,250; · -.--

The amount of additional Oregon State Sanitary Authority funds needed 
.. c:cc_-for ·fiscal: 1968"69 to match carry-over city and county funds is es.t.ima::t:Jed.- to:c 

be $9,000 - $10,000; · 

The amoun-t of Oregon State Sanit.ary .Authority funds needed_ for fiscal 
1967-68, for the period 1 January 1968 through 30 June 1968, remains at 
$12,000 as estimated in our letter of 17 May 1968. 

··A copy of·the budget approved by the Board of Directors on 14 June- 1968 -
is enclosed. If additional infonnation is desired, please let me know. 

.REH:jl 
Enclosures 
cc: Harold A. Patterson 

Very truly yours, 

R. E. Hatchard 
Program Director 



COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
104. SW 5th Avenue, Portland, Oregon (97204) 

- Proposed Expenditures: 1968-69 Budget 

Personal Services $215 ,466 

Operations and Maintenance 95,155 

Equipment 126,589 

Operati.ng Contingencies 10,000. 

.Total $447 ,210 

• 

i 

' : 



,. COilliIBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
104 SW 5th Avenue, Portland, Oregon (97204) 

· Proposed Expenditures: 1968-69 Budget 

Personnel 

1. Program Director 
2. .Technical Director· 

:i •. Administrative Director 

• 

4. Associate Engineer 

5. Associate Engineer (v) 

6, Scientific Progrannner 

7. Assistant Engineer (v) 

8, Chemist 2 

-9. A.P. Specialist II (v) 

-10 •. A.P. Specialist I 

11. c A~P. Specialist I 

12, A.P. Specialist I (v) 

13. -A, p; Specialist I 

14. -2A:i'~ Specialist I 

15. Chemist I 

16. A. P. Field Representative II (v) 

17. 'A•· .P. Field Representative ·II 

18. A. "p, Field Representative II (.-.Q 
19. -A. P. Field Representative I 

20. -A; P. Field Representative I (v) 

21, Technical Steno 

22, Steno Clerk I· 

23, Clerk 'rypist I 

24, -A.P.C. Trainee 520 hours@ 2.75 

.25, A.P.C. Trainee 520 hours@ 2.75 

Range 

20-5 
17-1 

14-6 
15-1 
15-1 
14-1 

13-1 

12-3 

12-1 

11-5 

11-2 

11-1 

11-4 

11-2. 

11-2 
10-1 

10-4 

10-3 

9-2 

9-1 

8-6 

5-1 

4-1 

26. "Instrument Technician (5 mQnthi;J(t)l2-l 

Total 

Plus fringe, less turnover 

Total person<al se.rvices 

Monthly 

1,407 
993 

946 
862 

862 

805 

744 

736 

688 

728 
662 

640 

706 

662 

662 

588 

648 '. 

628 

564 

:i46 

591 

418 

393 

688 

Annual 

16,884 
11, 916 

11,352 
10,344 

10,344 

9,660 

8,928 

8,832 

8,256 

8,736 

7,944 

·7,680 

8,472 

7,944 

.. 7' 944 
7 ,056. 

. 7, 776 
7,53'6. 

6,768 

6,552 

7,092 

5,016 

4, 716 

1,430 

1,430 

··-3,44Q • .. ' 

--$204,048 

11,418 

$215,466 

.K 
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COLUJ.IBIA-\ITLIAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AlifHORITY 
104 SW 5th Avenue, Portland, Oregon (97204) 

Proposed Expenditures: 1968-69 Budget 

- Personnel (As effective 1 July, adjusted to County ranges) 

1, Program Director 
2, Technical Director 
3. Administrative Director 

4. Associate· Engineer 
5. Associate Engineer 
6. Scientific Programmer 
7. Assistant Engineer 
8. Chemist II 

9. A.P. Specialist II 
10. A;p; Specialist I 
11. A.P. Specialist I 

12. A. P. Specialist I 
13. A;-p, Specialist I 

.14. A;P. Specialist I 

15, Cl'ienii st I ,- - ,. 

16. A.·p; Field-Rep.·rr 

'7, A•P; Field 'Rep~ II 

18. A.P. Field Rep. II 

19. A~p; Field'cRep, I 
20. A.P; Field~Rep. I 

21. Sr. Steno Clerk 
(Technical Steno) 

22. Steno Clerk 
(Steno Clerk I) 

23. Typist Clerk · 
(Clerk Typist I) -

24, Instrument Technician 
' 

Name Range 

Hatchard 
Fuller 
Lowe 

Hansen 
vacant 
Arnett 
vacant 

Core 

20-5 
17-1 
14-6 
15-1 
15-1 
14-1 
13-1 

12-3 
vacant(NB) · 12-1 
Sells 11-5 
Scholz 11-2 
vacant 11-1 
Dick - 11-4 
Ablin 11-2 

Atseff 11-2 
vacant- . 10-1 

Sanderson 10-4 

Bispham 10-3 

Vilendre . 9-2 
vacant 9-1 
Lyons 8-6 

Churchill 5-1 

Thatcher 4-1· 

5 months 12-1 

25. A.P.C. Trainee 

__ 26. A.P.c. Trainee· 

520 hrs@ 2.75/hr 

520 hrs@ 2,75/hr 

Monthl::f. 
... '1407 

993 
,946 
862 
862 
805 
744 
736 
688 
728 
662 
640 
706 
6 62 

662 
588 

648 

628 

564 
546 
591 

418 

393 

688 

Total 

Plus fringe, less turnover 

Total Personal Services 

Grand Total 

.. 

Annual 
A C 

16,884 
11, 916 
11,352 
10,344 
10,344 
9,660 
8,928 
8,832 
8,256 
8, 736 
7,944 
7,680 
8,472 
7,944 

- 7,944 

7,056 

7 '776 

7,536 

6,768 
6,552 
7 ,092 

5,016 

4, 716 

1,430 

1,430 

$200,608 

11,006 

211,614 

$215,466 

3,440 

$3,440 

412 

3,852 
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COLUMBIA-lHLIAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
104 SW 5th Avenue, Port land, Oregon (9 7204) 

Proposed Expenditures: 1968-69 Budget 

Operations and Maintenance 

205 · Blueprint and photo 
235 Gas, oil 
250 Office supplies 
255 Tires, tubes 
260 Small tools 
299 Other connnodities (includes lab supplies) 
310 Travel and transportation 
315 Mileage 
322 Equipment hire 

Computer time 6,800 
Key punch 860 

325 Rent (3400 sq.ft. @ $4.00 
includes all services) 

335 Electric power (sampling stations) 
355 Telephone and telegraph 

Office service 1,525 
-·Toll charges 500 

Leased line (Rivergate) 420 
370 Postage 
375 Printing, stationery, artwork, posters 
399 Other services 

420 
430 

' 450 
620 
640 

Tuition and fees 
Consultant fees 

· Meteorological survey 
Administrative support 
Legal services 

.Audit 
Moving expenses 
Data network operations 

1,000 . 
1, 750 .. 

20,000· 
10,000 
8,000 

250 
800 

and maintenance 6,000 
·Building repair or renovation 
Equipment repair 
'Automobile repair 
Dues, books and periodicals 
Insurance 

Total Operations and Maintenance 

·, 

$ 500 
3,000 
2,500 
~zso 

150 
2,500 
2,00.0 

7,660 

13,600 
200 

2,445 

1,000 
1,200 

. 47 ,800 

5,000 
3,000 
1,000 

200 
.1,150 

$95,155 

\ 
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COLUMBIA-WILLA!-!ETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
104 SW 5th Avenue, Portland, Oregon (97204) 

Proposed Expenditures: 1968-69 Budget 

Equipment 

3 Desks @ $185 
3 Chairs @ $75 
2 File cabinets 
2 Bookcases 

Dictators and transcribers 
. Data acquisition 

3 4-door sedans 
Meteorological tower equipment 
Sampling trailers {5 or 6) 

1 Strip chart recorder (dual) 
1 oven (lab) 
1 Apparatus, water distillation 
1 Refrigerator (used) 
.L Air conditioner and humidifier· · 

Miscellaneous equipment 

Total 

555 
225 
150 
130 
705 

82,250 
6,000 

20,750 
10,000 
1,600 

360 
1,000 

100 
. 600 

2,164 

$1.26,589 

i 
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COLUMBIA-WILLAAAETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
104S.W. FIFTH AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 

17 May 1968 

· Kenneth H. Spies, Secretary and Chief Engineer 
Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

- -- 1400 Southwest 5th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97201 

I 

PHONE 228-6141, EXT. 466 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

M. James Gleason, Chairman 
-·Multnomah County 

Robert L. Glosenger 
Columbia County 

Fred Stefani 
Clackamas County 

Francis J. lvancie 
City of Portland 

Mark A. Grayson 
City of Portland 

Dear Mr. Spies: Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

Thank you for your letter of 6 May 1968 regarding our 
initial application for Federal grant funds for fiscal .Year 1968-1969, and 
allocation of State funds. 

We_ regret that the National Center for Air Pollution Control, Office 
of Grants, deadline of 1 May 1968 for receipt of the Columbia-Willamette Air 

.pollution-Authority application covering the 2nd year period, did not_allow 
-:---t·ime fqr consultation and prior approval by the Sanitary Authority. However, 

we do .• r.ec·ogni·ze -the necessity to coordinate programs to avoid duplication. cl.-· 
staff, equipment or projects and we are in full accord with this objective. 
There are some phases of the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority's 

·_current p-rogram that need to be coordinated now by the Oregon State Sanitary 
.c Authority, such as Phase I of the meteorological study. The steering .. 
· · -commit-tee- fe-rmed- by H. M. Patterson to meet this need seems to us to be the 

best approach. We appreciate the review of the proposals for Phase I and 
.the .suggestions .for clarifying the contract details. A__S'?PY_ l)r. ~h<e propose.cl __ 
contract will be submitted to H. M. Patterson for review and approval before 
it _is signed. 

.\ 
We will try to clarify our program fiscal details for the 1 July 1968 -

30 June 1969 period. Our initial project application totals $300,000, and 
is essentially.for personal services and oPeration' and maintenance, with 
only a nominal amount for equipment, mostly office equipment. The Columbia­
Willamette Air Pollution Authority expects to request a supplemental Federal 

_grant of $63,000 to obtain critically needed equipment amounting to $55,748, 
e·sserit-icaUy f6r--the data acquisi-toion stations, plus_ tllree_ vehicles.;_ -$3-,-400 
for operations and maintenance, largely for computer time; and $3,852 for 
personal services providing for an instrument technician February through 
June 1969. As soon as the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority Board 
of Directors approves the supplemental project budget, we will submit the 
grant application to OSSA prior to applying to the U. S. Public Health 
Service, National Center for Air Pollution Control. 
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It is our intent also to request a Federal retention grant for hold­
over funds unexpended this current fiscal year. For planning purposes, this 
hold-over amount is estimated to total $77,000. Present planning is to 
utilize $71,000 for equipment, to include additional funds for data acqui­
sition, plus sampling· trailers and meteorological tower equipment, and 
$6;000 for operation and maintenance of the data acquisition network. 
Adding this to our initial grant application and proposed supplemental 
grant provides a total·of $440,000 for our program for the fiscal year 
beginning 1 July 19~.8. ---·-··-··--· ···------···---·· 
__ ,,,,..~.-~--·· ,-,-• ., ~-,·-~· ~ ........... ,_ ,.,_~,.;.•r•·• 

Sources of revenue to support this program will be as follows: 

Federal grants 
City and County contributions 
State allocation 

$330,000 ? 

~~ :~~~ f 
~--c ___ ~ May.::we request a total a11m:ation ·of State -funds for fiscaL 1968~1969.c_ . 

_-.--in the amount indicated above •. 

Concerning the State allocation.of $30, 180 for the calendar year 
1968, it is expected our requirements on this allocation for the period 

· _ 1 January 1968 through 30 June 1968 will not exceed $12, 000. 
-----------~-------···-···--··· 

A copy of the detailed workable program originally submitted in 
October 1966 and later revised 15 March 1968 for submission with this 
year's Federal grant application is enclosed as requested. 

_ REH:jlj 
Enclosures 

Very truly yours, 

;t~ l£dLJ 
R. E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

] 
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July 23, 1968 

Mr. Kenneth H. Spies, Executive Secretary 
State Sanitary Authority 
1400 S. W. Fifth, Room 968 
Portland, Oregon 

Dear Mr. Spies: 

It is my understanding that Mr. Patterson and the Air Quality Division of the State 
Sanitary Authority have on many occasions in the past several months been very 
helpful to the efforts of the Washington County Health Department in air quality 
work. We appreciate this and particularly hope that the present attempt to secure 
discontinuance of burning by automobile wrecking yards may be successfully carried 
through, utilizing the combined efforts of yo~r· staff and ours, 

The Board of County Commissioners of Washington County is extremely concerned 
to provide the best possible protection against air pollution here. As you know, we 
have regarded our problems in this county as being substantially different from those 

_demanding attention in Multnomah and Clackamas Counties, because we have not--
up to this time--had any single large industrial sources such as have been present 
in other parts 'of the Metropolitan region. We believe that observation, field testing, 
and sample collecting, which are well .within the capabilities of our public health 
sanitarians, constitute perhaps--at the present time--the most important feature 
of air quality improvement in our county. Up to this point, we have not been able 
to arrive at a satisfactory understanding with CWAPA as to how this important 
function should be continued under a Metropolitan region, 

Also, we continued to be tronbled as to whether the regional mechanism devised 
in ORS 449. 850-920 (Senate Bill 36) is really the best way in which local governments 
can come together to do a job over an entire area. 

In any event, we are keenly interested in continuing an air quality program and 
expect to pursue this, either through CWAPA or through formation of a Washington 
County Region in which we will then join with municipalities in Washington County 
to provide county-wide enforcement at least at the level of established state 
standards. 

We are not at a point in our planning where we can make a special request for 
state funds to aid ·us but we do hope that your authority will be in a position to 
·consider financial a·s sistance for a Washington County Region should our decision 
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be that this is the route we must take in order to have effective and efficient 
protection against air pollution here in Washington County. 

Very truly yours, 

/l~.J )fu&~e~r 
Richard Milbrodt, 
Washington County Administrative Officer 

RM/lw 

f DNF JTEMP-I PERM 1 



To 

From 

Subject 

A. 

Inter-De pa~tn1ent Corre sponde llC e 

De.te July 25, 1968 

Harold N. Patterson, Chief, Air Quality ·control 

James H. Stewart, H.D., Director, Public Health Department 
H. A. Kemp, R.S., Supervisor, Environmental Health Services 

Infonnal revie't·7 of our thinking on mini11um budget and major acti'".Tities 
should a Washington County Air Quality Region be developed 

1) Sanitarian - Salary - $ 7200 

2) Sanitarian - Travel - $ 900 

3) Contract services w·i th 
State Sanitary Authority, 
Analyses, chen1is try, 
lab work, consultation$ 4800 

4) Equipment _$_7500_ 

Total $20,400 

B. Major activities proposed for Washington County Air Qual·ity Region under 
.consideration for cities .and.unillcorporated·areas in this -county: 

1) Field surveillance by all Health Departnent Sanitarians. Watch for 
illegal open burning; field observation of all burning_ operat-ions; use 
Of Ringelmann, etc. 

2) Follow-up on complaints by all Health Department Sanitarians: 
field visit; Ringelmann or air .sample; etc. 

3) Maintain sampling stations at specified locations for sampling of 
ambient air. Technical assistance from State Sanitary Authority. 

4) Revie1v plans for incinerators in all ne'tv construction -· industries; 
businesses; schools; apartments; etc. 

5) Cooperate with Fire Districts in annual field review of incinerator 
installations. 

6) Continue tvarning program on vehicles which shorc·7 visual evidence 
of excess exhaust pollution. 

I 

I 
I 
I 
! 

I 
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. 7) Continue to cooperate with Fire Districts in limiting issuance 
of burning permits at times Y7hen inversion is a problem. 

8) Aggressive enforcement, stressing education and voluntary 
compliance, but following through with legal steps when required. 

JHS:ss 



PARTICIPATING CoUNTie:s: 

BENTON 
LINN 
MARION 
POLK 
YAMHILL 

MID-WILLAMETTE VALLEY AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
ROOM 4, 255 CHURCH STREET N.E. -- TELEPHONE 581-1715 

SALEM, OREGON 9730.1 

July 22, 1968 

Mr. Kenneth H. Spies, Secretary 
Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
State Board of Health 
1400 s. W. 5th Avehue 
Portland, Oregon 97201 

Dear Mr. Spies: 

In accordance with the provisions of ORS 449.855 (2) the Mid­
Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority requests the Sanitary 
Authority to approve all quality and purity of the air standards 
outlined in Discussion Draft #5 cif the Proposed Rules of the 
Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollutio~ Control Authority. ·These 
Rules were adopted after a Public Hearing on July 16, 1968, by 
the Board of Directors of the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution 
Authority. This Discussion Draft #5 included many of the recom­
mendations of the Sanitary Authority's staff outlined in their 
letter of June 13, 1968, from H. M. Patterson • 

. Due notice was given in accordance with DRS 449.790. Written 
notice was sent to the Mayor and Recorder or Auditor of the city 
or the County Clerk of the county within the five-county region. 
Notice of the Public Hearing was also published in the following 
newspapers in the area at least 20 and not more than 30 days prior 
to the July 16 hearing date: Capital Journal, Oregon Statesman, 
Democrat Herald, Gazette Times, Polk County Itemizer, and the 
News Register. The Public Hearing conducted by the Board of 
Directors was held at 7:30 p.m. at the Marion Courthouse on July 16, 
1968. Of the approximately 75 people in attendance, no one spoke 
in opposition to the Rules. 

Enclosed is a copy of the Rules as adopted by the Board of Direct.ors 
on July 16, 1968, following the Public Hearing. The adoption is 
verified in the Minutes of the Board which is also enclosed. 
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We would appreciate the Sanitary Authority's review and approval 
at their July 26, 1968, maeting. It is understood with this 
approval the Region's variance granting powers shall be considered 
granted. 

If I can provide any further information before the meeting, please 
contact me. At the present I am planning to attend the Sanitary 
Authority meeting and would be available to provide further clari­
fication-if desired. 

MD:ks 

Enclosures 
cc:H.M~Patterson 

Sincerely yours, 

7{/d~u/ ,d ~<-
Michael D. Roach 
Director 

.-1\;•~•- ... f• VI 

. _;:,. ,-
i 

So;tnitot:ii;:.n & £n9l~ri11g 
OrC:gori Statm Sl~~rcl oi H>l}alth 

[ffi~©~RWl~ffl) 
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Agency · 

SUMMARY TABLE OF QUALITY,AND PURITY OF AIR STANDARDS (Ambient Air Standards) 

Before The 

Date Filed 
or 

Approved 

Particle Fallout 
P.a.te 

SANITARY AUTHORITY 

Particle Fallout 
Rate 

Chemical Subst. 

Suspended 
Particulate 

Suspended 
Particulate 
Chem. Subst. 

Odor 

Lime Dust as CaO ............................................ ~-~,-~~-~------------------'"""""-..--."-'-..;;;;;--..--............................................................................................ _ 
Oregon State 

Sanitary Authority 
Rules· 

Columbia-Willamette 
Air Pollution Auth. 

Mid-Willamette Val­
ley Air Pollution 
Authority 

2/13/62 

5/10/68 
& 

6/28/68 

Draft #5 
Dated 
7/8/68 

Residential & 
Commercial (1) 
15 T/Mi 2/Mo + 
bkgrd 
Industrial (1) 
30 T/l'd2/Mo + 
bkgrd 

Residential & 
Commercial 
15 T/Mi2/Mo 
Heavy Industrial 
30 T/Mi2/Mo 

Residential & 
Commercial (2) 
1 T/Mi2/Mo + 
bkgrd 

F.esidential & 
Commercial 
1.5 T/Mi2/Mo 

Representative Representative 
Stations Stations 
7 G/M2/30 Days (6) 350 mg/M2/30 Days 
Note: Equivalent Note: Equivalent 
to 20 T/Yd/Mo (7) to 1 T/Mi.2/Ho 

:Residential 
& Commercial 
(3) 
150 ug/M3 + 
bkgrd 
Industrial (3) 
250 ugjM3 + 
bkgrd 

Residential 
& Commercial 
150 ug/M3 
Hea:vy Indust­
rial 
250 ug/M3 

Residential & 
Commercial (4) 
20 ug/!P + 
bkgrd 

Residential & 
Commercial 
20 ug/W 

Representa- Representative 
tive Stations Stations 
70 ug/W Residential & 
Geometric Commercial 
Annual }!ean 20 ug/!13 
150 ug/0 per 24 hrs 
per 24 hrs 

No standard 

Odor requiring di-
1 ution of 3 vols. 
of odor free air or 
more to reach thre­
shold is prohibited 
and persists for 
more than 30 min. 
or 3 times in 1 hr. 
or 6 times in any 
8 consecutive hrs. 
~) 

Prohibit odor nuisance 
or frequency of twice in 
one hour separated by 15 
minutes equal to inten­
sity of Scentometer 0 
or equivalent (1 to 1 
dilution) dilutions in 
residential, educational 
institutional, hotel, 
retail sales, etc. Other 
area prohibits greater 
than Scentometer No. 2 
(8 to l dilution).·. ' 
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SUMMARY TABLE OF QUALITY AND PURITY OF AIR STANDARDS (Ambient Air Standards) (Cont.) 
' ' .. ' ' 

Date Filed Particle Fallout 
Agency or Rate 

Approved 

Before The 

SANITARY AUTHORITY 

Particle Fallout 
Rate 

Chemical.Subst. 
Lime Dust as CaO 

Lane Regional Air 
Pollution Authority 

Study Draft Residential & 
Received Commercial 
6/ll/68 15 T/Mi2/Mo 

Heavy Industrial 
35 T/Mi2/Mo 

Residential & 
Commercial 
l. 5 T/Mi 2 /l',,o 

1) 

2) 

3) 

Background frequently is in the area of 5-7 Tons per Mi2/MO 

Background frequently is in the area of 0.5 Tons per Mi2/Mo 

Background frequently is in the area of 50 ug per cubic· meter 

4) Background frequently is in the area of 10 ug per cubic meter· 

Suspended 
Particulate 

Residential 
& Commercial 
150 ug/vi3, 
Heavy Indus­
trial 
250 ug/M3 

Suspended 
Particulate 
Chem. Subst. 

Residential & 
Commercial 
20. ug/l'i3 

Odor 

No person allow 
obnoxious odor 
requiring greater 
than 3 vols. of 
dilution odor free 
air 

5) Not applicable unless 15% of exposed persons find objectionable when 20 or more are exposed and 75% when less 
than 20 exposed. 

6) G/#/30 Days is grams per square meter per 30 days. 

7) To change grams per square meter to tons per square mile, multiply by 2.855. 



OFFICIAL MINUTES OF THE BOARD 

MID-WILLAMETTE VALLEY AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
Marion County Courthouse, Salem, Dragon 

July 16, 1968 

TIME AND PLACE OF MEETING 

The July meeting of the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority waa 
held an Tuesday, July 16, 1968, immediately following the Public Hearing 
an the Rules. The meeting was called ta order at 8:25 p.m. by the chairman. 

ROLL CALL 

Board members present: 

Commissioner H. B. Hildebrand, Polk County, Chairman 
Commissioner Melvin Hawkins, Benton County, Vice Chairman 
Commissioner Harry Carson, Jr., Marion County 
Commissioner Floyd Jenks, Linn County 
Councilman Jahn Buck, City of Corvallis 
Councilman Laverne Hemmer, City of Salem 

Staff members present: 

Michael D. Roach, Director 
Cecil Quesseth, Consulting Attorney 
Ruth L. Pierce, Administrative Secretary 

PROPOSED RULES, DRAFT #5 

Commissioner Carson moved far the adoption of the Rules. Councilman Hemmer 
seconded the motion. Mr. Quesseth suggested a change on page 6 as follows: 

After "Section 2-1.1 Definitions." and before "(a)" insert 
"As used in these Rules, unless the context otherwise requires:". 

Commissioner Carson amended his motion to include this addition. Councilman 
Hammer seconded the motion, as amended, and it carried 1.,menimousl'{. 

Commissioner Hawkins moved that the Director be directed to submit these 
Rules to the Oregon Stats Sanitar Authority for approval as soon as 
possib e. ounc1 man smmer seconded t e mo ion end carr ed unanimously. 

Mr. Quesseth asked if the Board would like him to codify the Rules and 
prepare e proper index and appendix, incorporating existing State law and 
rules of the Dragon State Sanitary Authority. He showed the Board a form 
he had prepared, which included renumbering the sections in a more readable 
form, which was similar to the form used by other state agencies for their 
rules and regulations, and also similar to the system of numbering utilized 
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in the Oregon Revised Statutes. Councilman Buck moved that Mr. Queeeath 
codif the Rules uein the au aeted format. Councilman Hemmer seconded 
the motion and t carried unanimously. 

Mr. Roach asked permission to utilize county funds left over from the 1967-68 
grant to allow the Authority to apply to the Federal Government for a Reten­
tion Grant so that the quarter-time Clerk-Typist position could be changed 
to full time for the 1968-69 year. Councilman Hemmer moved that the 
Director's regueet be approved for retention of county funds for hiring of 
the full-time Clerk Typist. Commissioner Hawkins seconded the motion and 
it carried unanimously. 

ADVISORY COUNCIL APPOINTMENTS 

CONFIRMATION OF APPROVAL OF DIRECTOR'S TRIP TO APCA MEETING 

It was moved by Commissioner Hawkins, seconded by Councilmen Hemmer and 
carried that the Board confirm the poll of the members by telephone on June 
10, 1968, which resulted in an affirmative vote for the Director to incur 
expenses necessary to attend the annual Air Pollution Control Association 
meetin? held in St. Paul, Minnesota, from June 23 to 27, 1968. Commissioner 
Carson s vote being the sole "Noli vote. 

NEXT MEETING TIME AND PLACE 

It was moved bfi Commissioner Carson, seconded by Councilman Hemmer end 
carried that t a next Board maetin be sat for Au ust 2o at the Polk Count 

p.m. 

The meeting adjourned at 9:15 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ruth L. Pierce, Secretary 



MID-WILLAMETTE VALLEY AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 

PUBLIC HEARING ON PROPOSED RULES 

(Discussion Draft #5) 

Marion County Courthouse, Room 129 
Salem, Oregon 

July 16 1 1968--7:30 p.m. 

The Public Hearing was called to order at 7:33 p.m. by Commissioner H. B. 
Hildebrand, Chairman of the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority 
Board of Directors. The following persons were in attendance: 

Authority Board Members: 

Commissioner H. B. Hildebrand, Polk County, Chairman 
Commissioner Melvin Hawkins, Benton County, Vies Chairman 
Commissioner Floyd Jenks, Linn County 
Commissioner Harry Carson, Jr., Marion County 
Councilman LaVsrna Hemmer, City of Salem 
Councilman John Buck, City of Corvallis 

Authority Staff Members: 

Michael D. Roach, Director 
Victor H. Prodehl, Technical Director 
John Ketchum, Air Specialist III 
Claude Shinn, Chemist II 
Ruth L. Pierce, Administrative Secretary 

Speakers in Support of the Rules: 

Mrs. William Firsy, League of Woman Voters of Oregon 
Grace Phinney, representing the Environmental Health Sciences Canter 

of Dragon State University 
Glenn H. Shadsck, Chief, Salem Fire Department 
Verner J. Adkison, Director, Lana County Air Quality Control 
W. J. Fuller, Technical Director, Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority 
Lavern Cary, Chief, Corvallis Firs Department 
Dr. Craig Leman, Citizens for a Clean Environment, Corvallis 
Ward Armstrong, Associated Oregon Industries 
Jan Buckley, Stats Department of Forestry 

Sgeaksrs in Opposition to the Rules: 

None 

There were approximately 75 persons in attendance at the hearing, including 
Dr. John Day, Chairman of the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority 
Advisory Council and several members of the Council. 
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Director Roach stated that Notice of Public Hearing had been published 
in accordance with the provisions of State Law and stated the names of tha 
newspapers in the five-county area that had published said Notice. He 
also stated that copies of the Notice had been mailed to the mayors and 
city recorders of each of the cities in the five counties as well as to the 
county clerks end district attorneys of each of the five counties. He also 
said Draft #4 had been distributed to the Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
and their legal authorities and technical staff, to the Authority's con­
sulting attorney and to the Authority's Advisory Council and other interested 
parties. Comments received from these sources were reviewed and many in­
corporated into Discussion Draft #5 to increase clarity, to provide acme 
uniformity and to fit more concisely within the framework of the enabling 
Statutes. 

Mr. Roach indicated thetthe major change between the two drafts was the 
change in the Odor Standard---thie was changed primarily because of more 
recent information and the acceptance of the new standard by Oregon State 
Sanitary Authority and industry es being a more workable standard. 

Other comments covered briefly included the definition of backyard burning 
and the need for uniformity among the air pollution agencies in the 
Willamette Valley. It was felt that the term "region" should be defined. 

The Chairman invited further comments from the audience. There being none, 
he adjourned the meeting at 8:10 p.m. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ruth L. Pierce, Secretary 

Attachments to Minutes: 

1. Interoffice Memo/Agenda 
2. Notice of Public Hearing 
3. Mailing List for Notice of Public Hearing 
4. Proposed Rules, Draft #5 



Discussion Draft #5 
July 8, 1968 

(NOTE: New material has been 
underacored and deleted 
material lined out.) 

PROPOSED RULES 

OF THE 

MID-WILLAMETTE VALLEY 

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL AUTHORITY 

~ ,»;; ' 

·i"t!qpted by the Board of Directors of the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Fi:tJ.J:l.l~a'~1" ' .. 
. · ····· ority following Public Hearing July 16, 1968, with the amendment li!lil · 

6, Section 2-1.1 after Section 2-1.l Definitions and before (a) as 
ows: ---

"As used in these Rules, unless the context otherwise requires:" 

Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority 
255 Church Street, N. E. 

Salem, Oregon 97301 



Discussion Draft #5 
July a, 1968 

MID-WILLAMETTE VALLEY AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY'S 
RULES 

I. POLICY, GENERAL PROVISIONS AND PROCEDURES 

ARTICLE 1-1. POLICY AND VALIDITY 

Section 1-1.1. Policy. In the interest of the public health and 
wel?are or tha paopla, it is declared to ba the public policy of the Mid­
Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority to maintain such a reasonable 
degree of purity of the air to tha end that tha least possible injury 
should be done or should likely be dona to human, plant or animal lifa, 
or to property, and to facilitate tha enjoyment of tha natural attractions 
of tha area consistent with tha economic and social development of tha area 
in a manner where each of the objectives shall ba sought to ba accomplished 
by cooperation and conciliation among all the parties concerned. 

Sec on 1-1.2. Const uction and Validit 
a f any provision of these Ru es shall be held void or uncon-

ati tutional by judicial or other determination, all other 
parts of these Rules which are not expressly held to be void 
or unconstitutional shall continue in full force and effect. 

(b) These Rules are not intended to permit any practice which is 
in violation of any statute, ordinance, order or regulation 
of this Authority or any other control agency; and no provi­
sions contained in these Rules ere intended to impair or 
abrogate any civil remedy or process, whether legal or equita­
ble, which might otherwise be available to any person. 

(c) These Rules shell be liberally construed for the protection of 
the health, safety and welfare of the people within the Region. 

ARTICLE 1-2. 

Section 
(e) 

(b) 

(c) 

GENERAL PROVISIONS 

1-2.1. Duties and Powers of the Board. 
The Board of Directors may exercise the functions vested in 
the Sanitary Authority and shall carry out these functions 
in the same manner as the Sanitary Authority within the 
Region, and may take such reasonable action as may be neces­
sary to prevent air pollution, which may include control or 
measurement of the emissions of air contaminants from the 
source, 
The Board of Directors shall appoint a Director competent 
in the field of air pollution control, who shall observe 
and enforce the provisions of these Rules and all ordersi ordi­
nances, resolutions or rules and regulations of this Authority 
pertaining to the control and prevention of air pollution. 
The Board shall establish such procedures and take such action 
as may be required to implement Section 1-1.1, consistent 
with the Oregon statutes pertaining to air pollution. 



Section 1-2,2 - Duties of the Director. 

(a) The Director shall: 
(1) Seek compliance with these Rules by cooperation and 

conciliation among all the parties concerned, 
(2) Make any reasonable investigation or study which is 

necessary for ths purpose of enforcing these Rules 
or in any amendment thereto, for controlling or 
reducing the amount or kind of sir contaminant, 

(3) Be empowered to enter and inspect during operating 
hours after fet1!1 (Ce) Re~rs' f1Biiee 1 if et:tel=I fleiiee le 
P8Ef~ee1ieel S·f' 1;"1e l!BFSBR !'SSt:JBFIBiBlee any property, 
premises, or place, and after four hours notice when 
requested, for the purpose of investigating either 
an actual or sus ectsd source of sir ollution or 
air con eminent, or to ascertain compliance or non­
compliance with any rule or order of the Board, 

(4) Undertake a community education program to provide the 
citizens of the region a better understanding of the 
nature of air pollution and its control, 

(5) Be empowered to sign, execute, and serve official com­
plaints, citations, and notices of hearing on behalf of 
the Board for the purpose of enforcing the provisions 
of these Rules and the Statutes pertaining to sir 
pollution, 

(b) The Director may: 
(1) For the purposes of obtaining a sample of sir contami­

nant, fuel, process material or othr-ir rr.sterial which 
affects or may affect the emission of sir contaminants and 
is taken within the plant boundaries, notify the owner 
or lessee of the time and place of obtaining the sample 
so the owner or lessee has the opportunity to take a 
similar sample at the same time and place. 

(2) Employ persons including specialists and consultants, 
and purchase materials and supplies necessary to carry 
out the purpose of these Rules as approved by the Board. 

(3) Recommend to the Board the adoption of such rules and 
procedures as are necessary or desirable to facilitate 
the equitable administration of these Rules. 

( 4) AF be1 ceckobl bes bi err ~tdi bli tile l:eal bl 1 D"Ffice1 tJf' 'bhe !?Jett 
11ieil!Ja bi111;1 l!JBli 1lie11l e1:1bdi vieiBR ael\>!4-Bi:T Advise any fire 
permit granting agency having jurisdiction in the region 
that meteorological conditions existing in a specific 
area may be such that open burning under fire permits 
issued by it would have an adverse effect on air quality. 
The information so submitted by the Director pursuant 
to this subsection is advisor onl • 

(5) euse written warning to be served upon the alleged 
violator or violators whenever there is reason to believe 
that any provision or provisions of thees Rules have been 
violated. This warning shell specify the provisions of 
the rule alleged to be violated and the facts alleged to 
constitute a violation thereof, and may include recommsn-
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dationa· for necessary corrective action and specify e 
reasonable time for this action. 

(6) Negotiate with any person who will not be in compliance 
with these Rules on the affective date, or a person 
found et a later date not in compliance, e rsesonabla 
time for compliance as set forth in Section 1-3.3. 

Sectign ,.2.3 - Cg..11fidsntiaL!_nform!il.ll.Q!la. Whenever any records or other 
informat'ionurnishad to or obtaTn-ecilJIT'the Authority relate to procasaea 
or production unique to the owner or operator are likely to affect adversely 
the competitive position of such owner or operator if released to the public 
or a competitor, end the owner or operator of such processes or production 
so certifies, in writing, such records or information shall be only for 
the confidential use of the Authority. 

ARTICLE I-3. PROCEDURES 

Sact1gri 1-3.1 - Replst.r-ation of SpurH!l.!!.. 

Ca) 

(b) 

(c} 

Except as otherwise exempted by ~~eae R~lee 1 ORS 449.775 each 
parson who is responsible for emission of air contaminants, 
shall file with the Director on forms provided by him, 
(l) The name, addreas and nature of the business, 
(2) The name of the local parson responsible for compliance 

with these Rules, 
(3) Information on daily amounts of refuse end methods of 

refuse disposal, 
(4) Information on fuel used for space heat, process heat 

or power generation, 
(5) Information on process data and equipment or methods for 

control of emissions, and 
(6) Such other information requested by the Director. 
Each parson subject to the requirements of registration shall 
maintain such registration in currant status by rersgistsring 
with the Director if any substantial change is made affecting 
the information on file, furnished in compliance with subsec­
tion a. 
The following sources of emission of air contaminants shall 
be exempt from the registration provisions of these Rules: 
(1) Internal combustion anginas installed in motor vehicles. 
(2) Ships, boats, and aircraft not otherwise included under 

subsection (c) (1). 

Ssptign 1-3.2 - Plan Review. 

(a) Any person who conatructs, installs or establishes any new air 
contaminant source or altars an existing air contaminant source 
or installs any air pollution control equipment or incinerator 
shall provide the Authority on forms provided by the Director 
information or estimates relating to 
(1) Type of occupancy; 
(2) Name, address and nature of business; 
(3) Daily amount of refuse and method of disposal; 
(4) Information on fuel use for space heat, process heat or 

power generation; 
(5) Equipment or methods for control of emissions; and 
(6) Such other information requested by the Director. 
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(b) Any person proposing to install or modify any air pollution 
control equipment or any incinerator shall fl!EH!!4;. submit plans 
and specifications, drawn in accordance with acceptable 
engineering practice, for review prior to conatruction and 
installation. Such plans and specifications shall include 
the estimated quantities of input end output of air contami­
nants, together with the estimated efficiency of the air 
pollution control equipment and shall be accompanied by des­
cription of the process and a related flow chart. 

Section 1-3.3 - Scl}!l.Qule of Compliance. 
(a) 

(b) 

Sectipn 

(a) 

(b) 

A person responsible for emissions which will not be in com­
pliance with these Rules on the effective date, or a person 
responsible for emissions found by the Director at a later 
date not in compliance, shall submit to the Director for 
approval a schedule for compliance containing estimates of 
time for engineering, time for procurement, time for fabri­
cation and time for installation and adjustment. The request 
to amend the original schedule may be submitted within ninety 
(90) days of the original request, provided that material 
facts are submitted in writing indicating a different reason­
able schedule is required for compliance. 
If a person who has been given such reasonable time for com­
pliance fails either 
(1) To comply with these Rules by the time specified, or 
(2) To make reasonable progress towards completion in any 

phase of such installation as ia required for final 
compliance, 

the Director may require of such person such further reports 
as he deems necessary to show reasonable progress toward 
compliance. The Director may, if he finds unreasonable delay, 
proceed in accordance with the enforcement procedures contained 
in these Rules. 

1-3.4 Source Emission Tests. 

The Director may require any person responsible for emission 
of air contaminants to make or have made tests to determine 
the emission of air contaminants from any source, whenever 
the Director has reason to believe that an emission in excess 
of that allowed by an air pollution rule is occuring. The 
Director may specify testing methods to be used, in accord­
ance with good professional practice. The Director may 
observe the testing. All tests shall be conducted by repu­
table, qualified personnel. The Director shall be given a 
copy of the test results in writing and signed by the person 
responsible for the tests, 
The Director may conduct teats of emissions of air contami­
nants from any source. Upon request of the Director, the 
person responsible for the source to be tested shall provide 
necessary holes in stacks or ducts and such other safe and 
proper sampling and testing facilities, exclusive of instru­
ments and sensing devices as may be necessary for proper 
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determination of the emission of air contaminants. The 
Director shall, upon request, supply a copy of the ti8£ 
results to the person responsible far the source of air 
contaminant emission. 

(c) All sampling methods used will be maintained in a file in the 
Director's office, which are available far review by interested 
persons during normal working hours. 

Ser;;tion 1-3,S - Upset r;;onrtl tl,n,os - Rf!.nDrta Re.api re& 

(a) Emissions exceeding any of the limits established in these 
Rules as a direct result of upset conditions in, or breakdown 
of, any operating equipment or related air pollution control 
equipment, or as a direot result of a shutdown, of such equip­
mBnt for scheduled mElintanance, shall not be deemed to be in 
violation of these Rules, provided all the following require­
ments are mat: 
(1) For scheduled maintenance, a report shall be submitted 

at least twenty-four (24) hours prior to shutdown. 
(2) For upset condition or breakdown, a report shall in any 

caBs tm made ~Ji thin four (4) hours of the occurrence. 
(b) The parson responsl.ble for such emissions shall, with all 

practicable speed, initiete and complete appropriate reason­
able nation to correct thB conditions causing such emissions 
to Bl<cesd the lin:l. ts of these Rules and ta reduce the fre­
quency of such occur:mnce of such conditions; and shall, upon 
the request of the Director, submit in writing a full report 
of such oocurrimoa, including a statement of ell knmun causes 
and the nature of the actions to be taken pursuant to the 
requirements of this section. 

§action 1-3.6 - v_e:i;:~-~r:.~ 

{a) The Board, by an order, may grant specific variances from the 
particular requirements or limitatlons of these Rules to 
specific persona or class of pars(1ns or such specific air con­
tamination sources, upon such conditions c:s it may deem neces­
sary to protect the public health end weifera, if it finds 
that compliance with the air quality sta11ciards of these Rules 
or any order issued pursuant thereto i.s inappropriate because 
of conditions beyond the control of the PE~oons granted such 
variances, or because of special circunmtanoes which would 
render compliance unreasor.8ble, burdensome, or impractical due 
to spacial physical condi t1.rins or cause, Bl' !!ie(!let:itsa hhe ePFect­
ef aiz jjoliublon is 1nliii1nal 3:"1,...,10Tn'f-T'urlso11 with tfle efPect uP 
aba te1ua11 t 01 subs ta11 Llal x educ timrm? ti 1e e1111ssiali, or because 
no other alternative, facility or method of handling is yet 
available. In determining whether or not a variance shall be 
granted, in all cases the equities involved and the advantages 
and disadvantages to the persons affected and the occupation 
or activity shall be weighed by the Board of Directors. 

{b) Any parson requesting a variance shell make hie request in 
writing and shell state in e concise manner the facts to show 
cause why such variance should be granted. 
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(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

Variances shall be for a period of time not to exceed twelve 
(12) months, but may be renewed for a similar period of time 
by the Board upon reapplication. 
A variance granted may be revoked or modified by the Board 
after a public hearing held not less than ten (10) days• 
notice. Such notice shall be served upon the holder of the 
variance and all persona who have filed with the Board of 
Directors a written request far such notification. 
A copy of each variance granted shall be filed with the Oregon 
State Sanitary Authority within fifteen (15) days after being 
granted. 
The variance shall be reviewed by the Sanitary Authority ae 
provided in QRS •,1,9,999, ORS 44gaao. 

II DEFINITIONS 

Section 

(a) 

(b) 

Cc> 

(d) 
(e) 

(f) 

(g) 

(h) 

Ci) 

(j) 

(k) 

(1) 

(m) 

(n) 

2-1.l Definitions. 

"A~riet:fl1u:1rel ej!!el'e1'ien" MeBRB iJJ;us ~!'Bb:lifl~ ef e:Pel!'e, tRe 
raieiA~ ef fewle, e~i~ele er ~eea ee e ~eiRf~l aee~~etiBRa 
"Air contaminant" means dust, fumes, mist, smoke, other parti­
culate matter, vapor, gas, odorous substance, or any combina­
tion thereof. 
"Air pollution" means the presence in the outdoor atmosphere 
of one or more air contaminants in quantities or characteris­
tics and of duration which are, or era likely ta be injurious 
ta human, plant, or animal life or ta property, or which 
unreasonably interfere with the enjoyment of life and property. 
"Atmosphere or ambient air" means the surrounding outside air. 
"Authority" means the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution 
Authority. 
"Agency" means the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution 
Authority. 
"Board" means the Board of Directors of the Mid-Willamette 
Valley Air Pollution Authority. 
"Control equipment" means any air cleaning device which pre• 
vents or controls the emission of any air contaminant. 
"Emission" means the release into the outdoor atmosphere of 
air contaminants. 
"Emission paint" means the location, place in a horizontal 
plane and vertical elevation at which an emission enters the 
atmosphere. 
"Equipment" means any stationary or portable device or any 
part thereof capable of causing emission of any air contami­
nants into the atmosphere. 
"Excess air" means the quantity of air which exceeds the 
theoretical quantity of air required to complete combustion. 
"Fire permit issuing agency" means eny city fire department, 
rural fire protection district, forest protection district, 
county court or board of county commissioners or their desig­
nated representatives, es applicable. 
"Fuel burning equipment" meane equipment other than internal 
combustion engines end marine inetallatione, the principal 
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(o) 

(p) 

(q) 

(r) 

(s) 

(t) 

(u) 

(v) 

(w) 

(x) 

(y) 

(z) 

purpose of which is the production of hot air, hot water or 
steam. 
"Garbage" means putreecible animal or vegetable waste result­
ing from handling, preparation, cooking and serving of food. 
"Health officers" means the duly appointed health officers or 
their authorized representatives of a political subdivision 
participating in the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution 
Authority. 
"Incinerator" means a f1:1rAaee fer iAe eJestP1:1e~ieA ef wae'&ea a 
combustion device specificallf designed for the dastruction,­
by burning, of solid, semi-so id, liquid, or gaseous combusti­
ble waste and from which the solid residue contains little or 
no combustible material. 
11 fnstallation" means the placement, assemblage or construction 
of equipment or control apparatus et the premise where the 
equipment or control apparatus will be used, includes all 
preparatory work at such premises. 
"Land clearing" means the removal of trees, brush, grass and 
buildings for disposal on the site in preparation for a land 
improvement or construction project. 
"Motor vehicle" means eei1:li1'11Hefl4I l'll'B!'lelleEI !:lg efl ifliieJ?flsl 
eeffll:Jl:l81;isA BFl~ifle ifl Sf' l:IFJBFI tdl=tiel; 6 j38f'88FI BF lftf:ltierial fflEIY 
!:le iiJ?flflBl'IBJ?iieEI Bfl the ~!'B~flElo any self-propelled vehicle 
designed for transporting parsons or property on a street or 
highway. 
11Multipla chamber incinerator" means any incinerator consisting 
of three or more refractory-lined combustion chambers in 
series, physically separated by refractory walls, intercon­
nected by gas passage ports or ducts and employing adequate 
oasign parameters necessary for maximum combustion of the 
material to be burned. 
"Bbjec~ieRB~le a~Br" MeeRa a~y e~er eoRei~ePe~ e~jeetieAs~le 
ra·g fifteeR 13er eeFli (1§9') Bl? fRS!'o af tf::te 13eeple o--~ 
ifll tReiF 1:1e1::1el f3laeee ef :eeeieleRee Bl' effl13la·1meFrh, j!!ll'EI vi datt 
"hl1erll if leee bl1a11 ~t11efil1'9 (28) ~eei~le ate axpcmod be bl1e odox, 
ee oe"1'~ fi oe J:56I cel'J'h ( ?5%) of bl 1ooe exposed mtJs b co11sida1 
'llne adaz ebjee blarnsble. "Odor" means that property of an air 
contaminant that affects the sense of small. 
"dpaci ty" means the degree to which an emis.sion reduces trans­
mission of light and obscures the view of an object in the 
background. 
"Outdoor fire" means the burning of any matter in such a manner 
that the products of combustion resulting from the burning are 
emitted directly into the atmosphere without passing through 
a stack, duct, vent or chimney. 
"Particulate matter" means any liquid other than water or any 
solid which is so finely divided as to be capable of becoming 
windblown or being suspended in air as distinguished from a 
gas or vapor. 
"Particle fallout rate" means the amount of particulate matter 
which settles out of the air in a given length of time or a 
given area as measured by sampling procedures used by this 
Authority. 
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(aa) 

(bb) 

(cc) 
(dd) 

(ee) 

(ff) 
(gg) 

(hh) 

(ii) 

(jj) 

(kk) 

"Parson" or. •persona" maana any individual, public or private 
corporation, political subdivision, agency, board, department 
or bureau of the state, municipality, partnership, association, 
firm, truat, estate or any other legal entity whatsoever which 
is recognized by law as the subject of rights and duties. 
"P~~lie R~ieeAee'' ffieBAB BA~ e~epa1;iefl er ee~iai•y ~~ieA 
eet:teee BP ~eA~B 1;e eet:tee iRj~ry, EletriMeA~, A~iBBRee BP BARBY 
BAee ta BAY eeReiaeraBle R~Meer ef ~erae"e er i;e 1Ae ~t:tBlie 
er wRieR eAS!R~ere er leA~e i;a eRBB"~eP t~e eeMfer1, re~eee, 
Reeli;h er eefe1ry ef !IA9' e1:1eliil f!)ereat=ta er iiRe f3t:tl!:Jiie, Bl2 tdAieR 
ea1:1eee er .. ae e F1B'it:1f'Bl 1ieAElePte·i· 1ie eeu:1ee ifljt:tr; er Elaffta~e 'fie 

-~~;o~aw ~~aAl8H8~f~ture of rubbish end garbage. 
"Ringlemann Chart" means the Ringalmann Smoke Chart with 
instructions for use as published in May, 1967, by the United 
States Bureau of Minas. 
"Rubbish" means a mixture of meei;l~ eeml:J1:1e'l;il:Jle blE1B1ie1 e1:1el-I 
ea f3B~er 1 ear1;eAe, Pa~s, lt:t~Ber, weeEI eera~e 1 ails, ~laetiee, 
felia§e, eiit:tSBle, BP eiRer eaMB~atiBle B§Pie~l1;~Fel MBiePiala 
non-putrescible solid wastes, excluding ashes and consisting 
of both combustible and non-combustible wastes su.i~h ea paE§.E.J. 
cardboard, yard clitpings, wood, rlass, cans, bedding, house­
hold articles end s miler materia s. 
"sanitary Authorfty 11 means the Oregon State Sanitary Authority. 
"Smoke" means small gas-borne particles resulting from incom­
plete combustion, consisting predominantly of carbon, ash end 
other combustible material present in sufficient quantity to 
be observable or a suspension in a gas of solid particles in 
sufficient quantity to be observable. 
"Suspended particulate matter" means material in the air which 
is collectible on e filter under sampling procedures used by 
this Authority. 
"Standard conditions" in emiasion tests means a gas temperature 
of 60°F. and a gas pressure of 14.7 pounds per square inch 
absolute. 
"Threshold level of olfactory detection" means the odor per­
ceptible threshold for fifty (50) per cent of the odor panel 
as determined by the dilution method described in the ·~merican 
Society of Testing Materials", "Standard Method for Measurement 
of Odor in Atmospheres (Dilution Method)", Designation D 1391-
57 or an equivalent method. 
"Wigwam waste burner" means a burner which consists of' a single 
combustion chamber, has the general features of a truncated 
cone and is used for the incineration of wasts. 

III. AMBIENT AIR STANDARDS 

ARTICLE 3-1. GENERAL 

Section 3-1.l - General. No person shall cause, let, permit, suffer or 
allow any emission, which emission when combined with other emissions that 
are present in the ambient air are in excess of the etandarde enumerated in 
this section, PROVIDED that the ambient air standards shell not be 
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enforceable on the property surrounding the emission point if such property 
is contiguous and is in exclusive possession end control of the person 
responsible for the emission. 

ARTICLE 3-2. PARTICULATE MATTER 

Section 3-2.1 - Particle Fallout Rate. Particle fallout rate shall not 
exceed: 

(1) Seven grams of particulate matter per square mater per month, 
averaged over any 30 day period at representative sampling 
stations. 

(2) 350 milligrams·of lime duet ·as calcium oxide per square meter 
par month averaged over any 30-day period at representative 
sampling stations. 

Sectipn 3-2.2 - Syspenderl Partipylete Matter. The concentration of 
suspended particulate matter in the ambient sir shall not exceed: 

(1) 70 micrograms per cubic meter as an annual geometric mean st 
representative sampling stations. 

(2) 150 micrograms of particulate matter per cubic meter averaged 
over any 24-hour period at representative sampling stations. 

(3) 20 micrograms of lime dust as calcium oxide per cubic mater 
averaged over any 24-hour period at representative sampling 
sites. 

ARTICLE 3-3. ODORS 

§action 3-3 1 Conti;:ol of Odors in Am~ient Air PJe 13e11seR el:lall e111it 
e8e1Bt1e me1%,e1 &hai r:u!!?eiea;e eert%i,,t:te1::u:i1; fer fftBrg tihef'l 15 mil'lt1ties er 
eee1:1rs -Fer eheriter ~erleete esb leeeb t:l1rec (3) i:itnme lri eMy e"e hedt perleel 
ox six (6) tin1es in a11y algltb (8) cu11eacdbive hrstJr paried edcl1 ae bo cettee 
a11 ubjecLionabla odux off Lite p1opa1ty eu11uu1adi11g tire e111lsaio11 poi11L, iF 
sucli p1ope1 Ly ls co11Ltgaous Lo Ll1at 011 wl1lcli tlie s1nlssiuii µol11L ls located 
a11d ls ltt Liie exclusive µussessiu11 a1·1d co11t1ul of' Liie µe1son 1eapu11slble 
fut Liie e111lsslo11. 

No 

(1) r11at is at tf1e tli1ealiold of olPactaxy detectio11 111 axeaa used 
Fur 1eside11 Llal, xecxea tlu11al, edoca tio11al, i11s Li tu tlunal, 
hotel, 1atail sales 01 otl1e1 sl1nila1 µ01µoses. 

(12) I11 all 0Llie1 areas tl1a11 (1) abuoe, xelease of odo1uua 01atte1 
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(2) In all land uaa areas other than (1) abovaL...release of 
odoroua matter shall ba prohibited if equal to or great~~ 
than a Scentometer No. 2 odor strength, or equivalent 
dilutions. 

IV. EMISSION STANDARQS 

ARTICLE 4-1. VISIBLE AIR CONTAMINANTS 

Section 4-1.1 - Gefettl' Fuel burning equipment, incineratora and 
equipment ueed in manu ac uring procesaas ahall be provided with sufficient 
control apparatus to meat the emission standards of theae regulations to 
include means whereby the operator of the equipment shall be able at ell 
times during the operation to know the appearance of the emission. 

Section 4-1.2 - Restriction on Emission of Visible Air Contaminants 
for Existing Sources. No person maintaining, owning or operating existing 
aoOrces at tha date of adoption of these rules shall discharge into the 
atmosphere from any single source of emission whatsoever any air contami­
nant for a period or periods aggregating more than 3 minutes in any one 
hour which is: 

(1) As dark or darker in shade as that designated as No. 2 on 
the Ringlemann Chart 1 or 

(2) Of such an opacity as to obscure an observer's view to a 
degree equal to or greater than dose smoke as dark or darker 
in shade as to that designated No. 2 on the Ringlamann Chart. 

(3) h'here +hg prsrseRc& a' 11nrnmbj ped •.Jeter 1 s ±bra 0 01 y reason 'or 

Fzsilt1re tsf en1iseie,. tle nteei \ke li1t1itietie1F1e ef ettt:u:aeeiiieflle (1) 
e11el (2) 1 e1:1eh eeeili:efte el'lell ftB>li 1111111·1• (See Section 4-1.4) 

Section 4-1.3 - Restriction of Emission of Visible Air Contaminants 
~;!:lE!;;#~~~r~c~e;:,;;: o person owning, opera ng or ma n a n ng new sources 
o em s one o ained or installed after the date of adoption ~these rules 
shall discharge into the atmoaphere from any aingle source of emission what­
soever any air contaminant for a period or perioda aggregating more than 3 
minutes in any one hour which is: 

(1) As dark or darker in shade es that designated as No. l on the 
Ringlemann Chart, or 

(2) Of such opacity as to obscure an observer's view to e degree 
equal to or greater than dose smoke as dark or darker.in 
shade then No. l on the Ringlsmann Chart. 

(3) Where tir-te ~zaso"ce eF tt"eemt:~li,.eef tt:1efier ie ilhe · afllg reoaen Fer 
Fallbfe eF en en1iooie" iiO n1ae.1i Eke re~t1i1e111e"~e of et:Jbeectsieina 
(1) end (2), !!t:1cli !!eebiene ehell fteil e1313ly. (See S!ilr.ition 4-1.4) 

Sectioa 4-1.4 - Exception Dus to Uncombined Water. Where the presence 
of UNCOASINEO wAIER ls the only reason tor failure or an emission to meet 
the requirements of Sectiqos 4-1.2 and 4-1.3 syph aectinne ehaJJ nnt apply. 
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ARTICLE 4-2. PARTICULATE MATTER 

Section 4-2.1 - Restriction en Emissign of Perticulate Matter fgr Exist­
ing Sources. No person shall cause or allow the emission of particulate 
matter if tne particulate matter discharged into the atmosphere from any 
single source existing st or prior to effective date of these Rules exceeds 
the following weights at the point of discharge: 

(1) In wigwam waste burners and refuse burning equipment, 0.2 
grains for each standard cubic foot of exhaust gas, adjusted 
to 50 per cent excess air or calculated to 12 per cent carbon 
dioxide, exclusive of carbon dioxide from auxiliary fuel. 

(2) In fuel burning equipment, 0.2 grains for each standard cubic 
foot of exhaust gas calculated to 12 per cent carbon dioxide. 

(3) In equipment used in a manufacturing process, 0.2 grains for 
each standard cubic foot of exhaust gas. 

Sect on 4-2.2 - Restriction on Emission of Particulate Matter from New 
Sources. o person s a cause or a low t e amiss on of par icula e matter 
if the particulate matter discharged into the atmosphere from any single 
source-installed subsequent to the effective date of these Rules, exceeds 
the following weights st the point of discharge: 

(1) In wigwam waste burners or refuse burning equipment, 0.1 grain 
for each standard cubic foot of exhaust gas, adjusted to 50 
per cent excess air or calculated to 12 per cent carbon diox­
ide exclusive of carbon dioxide from auxiliary fuel. 

(2) In fuel burning equipment, O.l grain for each standard cubic 
foot of exhaust gas calculated to 12 per cent carbon dioxide. 

(3) In equipment used in a manufacturing process, 0.1 grain for 
each standard cubic foot of exhaust gas. 

a11d ~ti:!! "%0At!.:irri011t! '. · 'ft,fil£1rC:t3g"d~!!a:8:~1!::o::a~::~;:=~s!:i~:::0:aad 
b g Liie Saa ti tax g l\a tliut l t 9 01 , Bl1di vala11 b, and acceptable 1110 t:liods o.F 111easu1 e= 
111e11to All n1ebl1uds used will be 111aliitai11ed 111 a File iii tile Si1acto1 's 
office, wl1icli is available Fox review by a11y liitexeated µe1su11 du1t11g 
1101111al office liouxs. (See Section 1-3.4 (c)) 

Section 4-2.4 - Preyenting Particulate Matter from becoming Airborne, 
No person shall cause or permit: 

(1) The handling or transporting or storage of any material in a 
manner which allows or may allow unnecessary amounts of parti­
culate matter to become airborne, or 

(2) A building or its appurtenances or road or a drivewa~ or an 
open area to be constructed, used, repaired or demolished 
without taking reasonable measures to prevent particulate 
matter from becoming airborne, or · 

(3) Untreated open areas located in a private lot or privets road­
way to be maintained without taking reasonable precautions to 
prevent particulate matter from becoming airborne. 

ARTICLE 4-3. OTHER EMISSIONS. 

Section 4-3.1 - Other Emll!..§.1.QJ:U It shall be unlawful for any person 
to cauaa or permit the emission of an air contaminant s:r 1r1ets? ·•af!s:r 1 
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including an air contaminant or emission that is not otherwise covered by 
these regulations, if the air contaminant &l'·llle'f!er \IBJ!!Bf causes or tends 
to cause injury, detriment, nuisance or annoyance to any considerable 
number of people or to the public or which causes or has a natural tendency 
to cause injury or damage to business or property ao as to constitute a 
public nuisance. 

V. PROHIBITED PRACTICES AND CONTROL OF SPECIAL CLASSES 

ARTICLE 5-l - OPEN BURNING 
Section 5-1.l - Dean Burning Restrictions. No person shall cause or 

permit any opan outdoor fira except the following: 
Cl) Firee fer e~rriet:1ltu:trel efJBPa,iei-te ee f:ISPt1i1;1leeJ 1:1';' Qre~eR 

Redieeel !ii;et1:11!es '1761 11771 l!IFll'! 11781 Fires set or permitted 
b~ DRS 449.??5 end related stetutor~ Erovisions. 

(2) fires fer le"~ eleariA~ er iB"d ~re~ift@ SR e~~re~al B1 ~Re 
Qiree-ar after ~ie eeAe1:1l'lletieA wi1i~ ~Re lleal~~ Offieer ~~et 
etde!;=t fipes Will RB1i l:la·te BA eelveree effeei; BPI ait> q1:1eliii·9·, 

(3) Firee Fer ~leee1:1re, reli~ie~e eereme"~' eeel<iR~ er lil•e aeeial 
flltd!'1!38Be8; 

(4) Fires, on site, of rubbish from any structure used exclusively 
es a dwelling for not more than 4 families between the hours 
of 10 a.m. to 4 p.m, 

(5) Fires fFeffl flares, ~ereRee, wasie §Be a~rRere, iAeeRee ~~rAere 
BFIB iAeeeii J3B1;B; 

(6) Fixes set 01 pe1111ltted by a11y public oFficer, boaxd, coa11cil ot 
cun1111iosloo wl1en sucl1 Pires l!lte set 01 15e1111isalo11 gioe11 iii Liie 
pe1Fox111EJ11ca uP aucl1 duty of' tl1e uPFlcet Fo1 tl1e paxpoaa of' weed 
abaten1eiiL, p1eoeotio11, ell111l11attu11 oF f'lte liazatd, ox• tl1e 
i11st1actlo11 of e111plo9e1:rs 111 t11e n1et11uds or rtre rtg11t111g, w111c11 
ls 111 the 0µ1111011 or suc11 ur1 tce1•s 11euaasa19, 01• r1•0111 1 !res 
;et ~YPQW&Rt t9 pe~~it feP tRs ~~P~9S9 Bf lRBiP~e•ieR Bf 
&i~plAt;·i;g; gf p;pj "atsa i caduetri al cn°cerns 5 CJ cniatbndst cf rs re 
fj 9bti Pg, op for c 5 111 l defli'n9'1 i ns*r 11ctigi:1 

Section 5-1.2 - Materials Exc~d from anv Open Burning. No open 
outdoor fire allowed by this rule s~;all contain garbage, asphalt, petro­
leum products, paint, rubber products, plastic or any substance or material 
which normally emits dansa smoke or obnoxious odors. 

Section 5-l.3 - Eviden~e of Open B\1rning. It shall be prime facia 
evidence that the parson w o owns or controls property on which an outdoor 
fire occurs hes caused or allowed said outdoor fire is the responsible 
party and any open outdoor fire in violation of these rules shall be ex~ 
tinguishad by the parson responsible upon notice by the Director or his 
representatives. 

ARTICLE 5-2 - INCINERATORS 
Section 5-2.1 - Provisions 

person shall cause or perm e 
stack or chimney of any existing 
4-l.3 and Section 4-2.l of these 

1 cable to Existin No 
par icu ram the 

incinerator which is in excess of Section 
rules, except for any incinerator on 

- 12 -



residential premises used to burn refuse arising from the domestic activi­
ties on the same premises if the residence is not more than 4 families. 

Section 5-2.2 - Provisions A licable to New Incinerators. All new 
incinera ors a tar e factive date of these ru es shal : 

(1) Be multiple-chambered incinerators, provided that the Director 
may approve any type of incinerator if he finds in advance of 
construction or installation that such other type of inciner­
ator is equally effective for the purposes of air pollution 
control as an improved multiple-chambered incinerator; 

(2) Meet the emission standards for particulate matter as 
prescribed in Section 4-1.3 and 4-2.2. 

ARTICLE 5-3 - WIGWAM WASTE BURNERS 

Section 5-3.l. Construction and 0 eration of Wi warn Waste Burners. 
Wigwam waste burners s a meet provisions of • 00 and ec ions 
24-005 through 24-020, OAR, of the Rules and Regulations of the State 
Sanitary Authority, 

S ction 5-3.2. 
or similar devices 
date of these rules 
compliance with the 

M st Meet Emission Standards, Wigwam waste burners 
n existence t at ere normally used on the effective 
may continue in use provided their operation is in 
emission amL..ambient ai.i;: standards of these rules. 

S59tinn 5-3,3. Construction of wigwam waste burners or similar devices 
in any region ia prohibited without prior approval of the Authority. 

- 13 -



MEMORANDUM July 26, 1968 

TO Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

SUBJECT Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for 
Tax Relief Purposes, No. T-29, Parts I and II. 

This application was received on April 10, 1968. A sulllll'.ary of 
the contents and results of the staff review are given below. 

l. Applicant: ESCO Corporation 
2141 N. W. 25~ Avenue 
PortlP.nd, Oregon 97210 

· Phone: 228-2141 
Mr. M. L. McCaffery, Assistant T-.ceasurer 

The applicant produces steel castings of var.ious shapes and sizes • 
. The process involves melting metal scrap, making necessary alloy additions 

and pouring into sand molds. 

: 2. · · The facility claimed in· this application consists of- hoods and chict work 
for the sand handling system in Plant No~ 3 at 2770 N. W. Yeori Avenue. 
Installation was completed and operation began in June 1967. 

3. The total installed cost of the. facility-is: $8,971f.OO• .An accountant 1s. 
certification o.f this figure is attached. 

4. Staff review: 

· The manufacturing process at ESCO Corporation includes the production 
of the required sand molds. This operation involves the reclamation of 
sand from used molds and subsequent conveyor - transportation to mold 
and core machines from the sand preparation unit~ At certain transfer 
points, the emission of sand into the air necessitated the installation 
of the hood and duct system claimed in this application. 

The baghouse to which this 
prior to January l, 1967. 
the tax credit program and 

hood and duct system is 
Therefore, the baghouse 
is not included in this 

connected was installed 
is not eligible for 
application. 

Approximately 2000 pounds of sand and resin dust is collected daily. 
The collected dust is placed in metal boxes, covered with heavier wetted 
sand and hauled to the company-owned dump at the foot of Front Street 
in Portland. No saleable or useable commodities are recovered. 

A letter from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority, dated 
July·8, 1968,indicating the subject facility is installed and operating 
properly, is attached. ' 

The staff feels that the facility was installed for the principal purpose 
of redu.cing atmospher:ic emissions. 



-2-' 

5. Staff recommendation: 

The staff recommends that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate" 
bearing the actual cost figure of $8,974.00 be issued for the 
facility claimed in Application No. T-29. 



April 25, 1967 Invoice No. 
89765 

•. 

.American Sr..eet Metal, Inc. 

Furnish and install duct work for 
dust control at Sand Handling 
System Plant 113 

In our opinion the foregoing listed item is a true 
and correct representation of the actual cost of the items 
described as included in air pollution control facility 
covered by application T-29 dated April 5, 1968. 

June lS, ·1968 

T-29 

$ 8,974.00 



._. .. ·. 

·COLUMBIA-Vv'ILLt\/V1f::TTE AIR POLLUTION ALJTl-~IORITY 
104 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 PHONE 228-6141, EXT. 456 

8 July 1968 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

M. James G lea:>on, Chairman 
Multnomah County 

State of Oregon 
Oregon St2.te San1t~ry 
P. O, Box 231 
Portland, Oregon 

Attn·: l•:·c a Fredric A ... Skirvin 
Assoc:iate Er:g-ine~r 

JUL 1 0 IJ'.38 

This is in res'ponse to yol.tr letter of 13 June 1968 requestin.g 
inforr..~tion concerning ce:-ti.fication of pollution control facilities 
f'or tm: p·<J..r~:os·~s 10~3.ted at Esc~ Corporation, 2770 1!. l;T • .. .Yeon· .F .. venue 
and 2JJ1l N. W. 25th Avc:nua, Portland, Oregon. 

Robert L. G foseng<:!r 
Co!uinbla County 

Fred Stefani 
-Clackamas County 

Francis J. Jvancie 
City of Portland 

Mark A. Grayson 
City of Portland 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

On 25 June 1963 Y-re insp2ct~Jd_ the cont~n -r a8ili ties a.s descri"t;ed 
in your 1et.te:t rfl1ated· to applicatio~10 i;o ~~)OJ 31, 32 and 33. 
According to qur re(;cl'ds at1d ~--j_eld· observa ,.,ions, tl'1ers is r10 ip:Ccrmation 
ir1dic3 ting that certification shou.2.d be denied .for. rc2sons ·- outlir~ed in 
Ordi113nce hli9.635 (3) for these par{icular pieces of coil.trol equi.~pr1ent. 

If" 1-Je can be of an~.r furt11er assistance, please coDt.sct this cf'.fice 
at 228-61.hJ., Extensior, 1;66. 

Very truJ.~· YOUJ'S J 

Ra E. rr.a tcherd 
Program Directol' 

~77-'-~·~ 
\~ay1~e li.snson 
-Associate Engineer· 

. .. 

·. 



MEMORANDUM July 26, 1968 

TO Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for 
Tax Relief Purposes, No. T-30, Parts I and II. 

This application was received on April 10, 1968. A summary of 
the contents and results of the staff review are given below. 

1. Applicant: ESCO Corporation 
211fl N. W. 25lh Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97210 
Phone: 228-2141 
Mr. M. L. McCaffery, Assistant Treasurer 

The applicant produces steel castings of various shapes and sizes. The 
process invoives melting metal scrap, making necessary alloy additions, 
and pouring into sand molds. 

2. The facility claimed in this application consists of a baghouse and 
_ related hoods, ductwork, fans and motors which serve the steel casting 

cleaning operations for the Pouring Loop in Plant No. 3, 2770 N. W. 
Yeon Avenue. InstaJ_lation was completed and operation began on April 
1, 1967. 

3. The total installed cost of the facility is $30,469.38. An accountant's 
certification of this figure is attach~d. 

4. Staff review: 

The process for removing steel castings from the sand molds at ESCO 
Corporation involves the physical destruction of the molds and subsequent 
screening of the sand. Such operations cause air entrainment of very 
small sand and dust particles. The subject facility gathers and removes 
about 500 pounds of these particulates daily. 

The collected material is placed in metal boxes, covered with heavier 
wetted sand and hauled to the company owned dump at the foot of Front 
Street in Portland. No saleable or useable commodities are recovered. 

Attached is a letter from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority 
indicating that the facility is installed and operating properly. 

The staff findings indicate that the principal purpose for installing 
this facility was to reduce atmospheric emissions. 

5. Staff recommendation: 

The staff recommends that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate" 
bearing the actual cost of $30,469.38 be issued for the facility claimed 
in Application No. T-30. 



_ Date 

11-22-66 
J-10-67 
1-25-67 

12- 9-66 
12- 7-66 
12-28-66 
10-31-66 
12-30-66 

2-24-67 
4- 7-67 
1-30-67 

EXHIBIT V 

Jnvoice No._ 

11-267-A The Wheelabrator Corporation 
3-144-A n n n 

1-144-A n n n 

12-98-A " n n 

12-87-A n n n 

941593 Consolidated Freightways 
2821 Sirianni Electric Corp. 
3215 n II n 

3262 n n n 

89389 American Sheet Metal Inc. 
87320 n II n n 

Total 

· In our opinion the foregoing listed items are a true 
and correct representation of the actual cost of the items 
described as included in air pollution control facility covered 
by application T-JO dated April 51 1968. -- --- -------- ···--------------

June 18, 1968 

T-30 

Amo1_mt 

$ 9,57/ .00 
1 1363.00 

600.00 
-- 57 .26 

674.00 
9.05 

724.65 
994.00 

1,738.42 
5,427.00 
9,155,00 

$ J0,469.38 



COLU/v1B!A-VVILLA/IAETTE /\IR POLLUTiON AUT!-lORiTY 
104 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 9720<1, PHONE 223-6141, EXT. ~66 

8 July 1958 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

State of Oi·egon 
Oregon State Sa..i:iJ.t~ry li.uthority 
P. O, Box 231 
Portbnd, Oregon 

Attn: I1r. Fradric ft_"' Skirvin 
Associate E:ngineiz::r 

Gentlemen:-

This is in response to your letter of 13 June 1968 reqt\esting 
infO!'r:1ation conc<:>rning cert,ification _of pollution control i' acilities 
for tax purpOses located at EscQ C0:Lporatio:.1, 2770 li. 1-T. _Ycon .A.-ve11ue 
and 2141 N, H. 25th Avenus, Poo·tland, Oreg011. 

Robart L. Gloseng'.}r 
Columbia County 

Fred Stefani 
. Clackamas County 

Francis J. lvancie 
City of Portland 

Mark A. G raysorl 
City of Portland 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Prograrn Director 

· On 25 June 1963 we inspected the control f a~~ties as dsscrihsd. 
in your letter related to C\Pr,licatio:1s l~o~ T-29,~y 31, 32 and 33 • 
.Acco:rdir1g to our records and.- fi·r.ld ot.~srvatio:n.s, ;.,~"t-:il't:o is no i11.:'crr.;.:i.t.ion_ 
ir1dicating th3t certification shou.ld be denied for reosons outlir~ed ir1 
Ordi11ance Li.'-~9.635 (3) for th.ese p2,rticular pieces of co~1trol .equi:pr1ent.. 

If tre car1 be o~ a~1~r further 
at 228-6141, E:ctension 466. 

REH:whd 

. ~ as sis vance, pJ.ec:i.sc contcict t11i~ cffice 

R. E. Hatch2.rd 
P-.co~--ra1n Director 

~~;J--~~ 
\~-2..}"1~8 Hz.ns or1 
Associate Engint::er 

.. 

'--, ;·, i :-; _:-: : •• 



MEMORANDUM July 26, 1968 

TO Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for 
Tax Relief Purposes, No. T-31, Parts I and II. 

This application was received on April 10, 1968. A summary of the 
contents and results of the staff review are given below. 

1 •. Applicant: ESCO Corporation 
2141 N. W. 25lli Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97210 
Phone: 228-2141 
Mr. M. L. McCaffery, Assistant Treasurer 

The applicant produces steel castings in various shapes and sizes. The 
process involves melting metal scrap, making necessary alloy additions 
and pouring into sand molds. 

2. The facility claimed in this application consists of a. baghouse dust 
collector, hood, ductwork, fan and motors which gather and treat the 
emissions from the ST (size), tip-type, 3-phase, arc melting furnace in 
the Centrifugal Foundry at 2141 N. W. 25Y> Avenue. Installation was 
completed and operation commenced on March 15, 1967. 

3. The total installed cost of the facility is $31,137.69. An accountant's 
certification of this figure is attached. 

4. Staff review: 

The emissions from an arc melting furnace are composed ofoxides of the 
parent metal, in this case iron, and to a lesser extent, oxides of 
alloying constituents and metallic fumes. Such materials are evolved 
from the furnace because of the high temperature and Yiolent nature of 
the arc. The vaporized metal reacts with oxygen in the air to form very 
small oxide particles. 

The subject facility collects the evolved material at the rate of about 
250 pounds per day. '.l'he collected material is placed j,n metal boxes, 
covered with heavy wetted sand and hauled to the company owned dump at 
the foot of Front Street in Portland. None of the collected material is 
reused or sold. 

A letter from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority indicating 
that the facility is installed and operating properly is attached. 

The information gathered by the staff indicates the principal purpose for 
installing this facility was to reduce atmospheric emissions. 

5. Staff recommendation: 

The staff reconunends that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate" 
bearing the actual cost figure of $.31,137.69 be issued for the facility 
claimed in Application No. T-31. 



-- ~t.§_ 

9-29-66 
12- 6-66 
12-19-66 
11- 9-66 
10- 7-66 
3-12-68 

11-30-66 
J-31-67 

.I 2-13-67 

. EXHIBIT V 

fulli_HOUSE AND l'.!IBHACE HOOD CC',!PLETE JJ:TCLlJDING FREIGHT 

lnvoice No~ 

9-153-A The Vlheelabrator Corporation 
12-7/1-A ft n " 
12-146-A .. ft n 

11-83-A " " It 

10-65-A .. n It 

3-123-A n ft n 

5190 A. J. Zinda Co. 
519-01 n a n " 
.3436 Sirianni Electric Corp • 

Total 

In our opinion the foregoing listed items are a true 
and correct representation of the actual cost of the item_s 
described as included in air polluti.on control facility covered 
by application T-31 dated April-5, 1968. 

June 18, 1968 

T-31 

_A!µount 

$ 13,233.00 
1,019.00 
2,317 .17 
1,238.54 

670.00 
448.63 

8,212.50 
2,737 .50 
1,261. 35 

$ 31,137.69 



COLUfABIA-VllLLt\N1ETTE P.IR POLLLJTION f,UTr .. IORITY 
104S.\.V. FIFTH AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 PHONE 228·6141, EXT. 466 

8 July 1968 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

M. James Gleason, Chairman 
Multnomah County 

. State of O~·e go11 
Oregon State: Sanitary 
P, O, Box 231 
Portland, Oregon 

Authority 

Attn: 11:r. Fred.ric Ao S}[ir-i.rin 
Associate Engi.ne£>I' 

Gent lcme11: 

JUL 1 0 ,;53 

This is in response to your letter of 13 June 1968 requesting 
inforr.1a.tion concerning ce!'tific:atio11 .of pollution control f acilit.ies 
'for tax rJurpoSes lo::;ated at Esco Co2·po:ration, 2770 II. \'! • . Yeon P .. v-enue 
and 2141 H, W, 25th Avenue, Po:ctland, Oregor>, 

Robert L. GJoseng:Jr 
Columbia County 

Fred Stefani 
ClackamaS County 

Francis J. lvancie 
City of Portland 

Mark A. Grayson 
City of Portland 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

· On 25 June 1963 we insp"ct,ed the: contccoJ f aciLW't' -:" as d.e3cribed 
in yo-er letter relate<l to o.pplice.tio:--i.s ?Jos T-29J JO 31, 32 a11d 33. 

· Acco~di-ng to ot\r records a11d fit~ld ot.;:,ervatio11E-, t~1ere s r10 ir1i'orraation 
. d' t' t' . ' +. •• +. } , ' b • . • • +1· •. 1r1 ica ing na·v cer..,J.11ca._.ior1 .s.101.L. .... c. '9 ner1iea .ror i·e~sons ou.., ir~ea 1n 

·Ordinance hL19.635 (3) for these pm·ticular piecee. of control equipme.nt, 

If l'Te can be of an1r further assistance, please con ta.ct tltis cffic·c 
at 228--5141, E:ct.enaio1; i,65. 

REH:whd 

Very truly :;rc.urs, 

R. E. Hatch21'd 
Progrctm Dir~ctor 

. _4C/,y~ ~,,_~ 
\•Ta;;rr:.e Hsns on 

-··Associate:: ~n~inee:c 

.. 



MEM01'ANDUM July 26, 1968 

TO Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for 
Tax Relief Purposes, No. T-32, Parts I and II 

This application was received April 10, 1968. A summary of the 
contents and results of the staff review are given below. 

1. Applicant: ESCO Corporation 
2141 N. W. 25~ Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97210 
Phone: 228-2141 
Mr. M. L. McCaffery, Assistant Treasurer 

The applicant produces steel castings of various shapes and sizes. The 
process involves melting metal scrap, making necessary alloy additions, 
and pouring into sand molds. 

2. The facility claimed in this application consists of a hood and ductwork 
serving the ST (size), tip-type, 3 phase arc melting furnace in Plant No. 3 
at 2770 N. W. Yeon Avenue. Installation was completed and operation 

-commenced on March 15, 1967. 

3. The total installed cost of the facility is $10,477.05. An accountant's 
certification of this figure is attached. 

4. Staff review: 

The emissions from an arc furnace are composed of oxides of the parent 
metal, in this case iron, and to a lesser extent, oxides of alloying 
constituents and metallic fumes. Such materials are evolved from 
the furnace because of the high temperature and violent action o'f the 
arc. The vaporized metal reacts with oxygen in the air to form very 
small oxide particles. 

The facility covered in this application collects and transports evolved 
material to a baghouse which was installed before January 1, 1967. There­
fore, the baghouse is not eligible and is not included in the application. 
About 250 pounds per day of the material coming out of the baghouse is 
attributed to the subject facility. 

Final disposal ofthe collected material is accomplished by placing it in 
metal boxes, covering with heavy wetted sand and hauling it to the company 
owned dump at the foot of Front Street in Portland. None of the collected 
material is sold or reused. 

The Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority has confirmed that the 
facility is installed an_d operating properly. A letter to this effect 
is attached. 

The principal. purpose for installing this facility is the reduction of 
atmospheric emissions. 

5. Staff recommendations: 

The staff recommends that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate" be 
issued bearing the actual cost figure of $10,477.05 for the facility claimed 
in Application No. T-32 



11-22-66 
11-10-66 
12- 7-66 

4-21-67 

·--

lrfvoice No, 

11-266-A 
11-113-A 
12-87-A 
89719 

. -· .· . 

E.;l;HIBIT Y. 

The Wheelabrator Corporation 
If H « 

" " H 

American Sheet Metal, Inc. 

Total 

In our opinion the foregoing listed items are a true 
and correct representation of the actual cost of the ite= 
described as included in air pollution control facility covered 
by application T-32 dated April 5, 1968. 

June 18, 1968 

---

T-32 

ft.mount __ 

$ 5,790.00 
597 .05 
102.dO 

J,988,00 

$ 10,477.05 

-- -

--



.,""'- .. ·.-. 

COLLJf\./\BlA-Vv'ILLt\A1\ETTE /\IR POLLUTION AUTl~J()R!TY 
104S.V-!. FIFTH AVENUE PORTLAND. OREGON 97204- PHONE 228-6141, EXT. 466 

8 Julyl968 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

rpr;ri!b,~ 1 ~·-·r-\ 
fi:k:t;i_,,S '?jt,µ M. James G!~e.son, Chainn2n 

Multnon1ah County 

State of O.regon 
Oregon Stat8 Sanitary Authority 
P. O, Box 231 
Portland, Gregori 

Attn: 11r. Fr·edric Ao Skir\rin 
Associate Engineer 

Gentlern:::n: 

JUL 1 0 ,;33 

This is in response to your letter of 13 Jum' 1968 requesting 
inforr.:,:;.tion concerning certificatio11 of polJ.11tion control facilities 
for ta;-: fJill'POSDS lozated at Est8 Corporation, 2770 r~. vr • . Yeon 1tver1u? 

a.rid 2141 U, W. 25th Av"nue, Portland, Orego:r.. 

Robarfl. Gtosenger 
Columbia County 

Fred Stefani 
Clackamas County 

Francis J, lvancie 
City of Portland 

Mark A. Grayson 
- City of Portland 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

· Or1 25 Jur1e 1963. v.re insp2cted th8 control f acili tie·s~q~ ds--3Cribed 
ir1 your letter rt.·latcd to e<.r-=plications iio .. T-29, 30, JJ.J 32 and 33. 
Accordi:,g to our -ree;ords and field ot-2.er1.rations, thor~ is __ 1.) in~crr;:atior1 

ir1dicBtir.g t11at certii'icatio:-:i shou.ld be denied for recisons outlir.ced in 
Ordiri.ance ht~9.635 (3) for t1'1ese pErticular piece3 of COIJ.tr_ol .. equi.r·r:1ent. 

lf l-Je can be of arr1r fu.!·ther assistance, plec'.sc con.t2ct t.:1is office 
a. +. 22·~ '11·1 E"'·'Pr·~~c.r i.t:< v ..._.-;_; •.+• J_ _,.._1,.o.._..,,.1.:;J.l- ··.i. L~<...--0. 

REH·:~-rhd 

-.Vary· t:t uly- ;yottY s, 

-r~. E. H:itch2rd 
Program Directo1· 

~/~ c/'£--:~ 
rra;yT:e Hansor1 

-·Associate Er-i.gineer 

... 



MEMORANDUM July 26, 1968 

TO Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for 
Tax Relief Purposes, No. T-33, Parts I and II. 

This application was received April 10, 1968. A summary of the 
contents and results of the staff review are given below. 

1. Applicant: ESCO Corporation 
2141 N. W. 25~ Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97210 
Phone: 228-2141 
Mr. M. L. McCaffery, Assistant Treasurer 

The applicant produces steel castings of various shapes and sizes. The 
process involves melting metal scrap, making necessary alloy additions, 
and pouring into sand molds. 

2. The facility claimed in this application consists of a baghouse dust 
collector, hood, ductwork, fan and motors which serve the steel casting 
cleaning operating in the new Slinger Building at 2141 N. W. 25~ Avenue. 

·Installation was completed and operation began on July 1, 1967. 

3. The total installed cost of the facility is $55,379.91. An accountant's 
certification of this figure is attached. 

4. Staff review: 

The process for removing steel castings from the sand molds at ESCO 
corporation involves the physical destruction (shakeout) of the molds 
and subsequent screening of the sand. Such operations cause air entrain­
ment of very small sand and dust particles. The subject facility collects 
about 2000 pounds per day of these particulates. 

Collected material is placed in metal boxes, covered with heavier wetted 
sand and hauled to the Company owned dump at the foot of Front Street in 
Portland. No saleable or usable commodities are recovered. 

A letter from the Columbia-Willamette Air Polluti.on Authority indicating 
that the faci.lity is installed and operated properly is attached. 

The staff findings indicate that the principal purpose for installing 
this facility was the reduction of atmospheric emissions. 

5. Staff recommendation: 

The staff recommends that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate" 
bearing the actual cost figure of $55,379.91 be issued for the facility 
claimed in Application No. T-33. 



2-14-67 
3-21,-67 
2-23-67 
3- 1-67 

10-31-66 
12-30...66 

6-30-67 
3-28-67 
6-23--67 
6-28-67 
6- 3-68 

·-· 
J;)C_filBIT V 

BAG HOUS)': CQ.!PTBTE INCLUDIHG FFf;UGH1'. 

Jn"lc_oice No, 

2-'l"/-A 
3-238-A 
715-100091 
3-43-A 
2822 
3211. 

30-173-1 
91672 
91769 

The Wheelabrator Corporation 
n n n 

Consolidated Freightways 
The Wheelabrator Corporation 
Sirianni Electric Corp. 

n n n 
n It " 

Howard Brewton 
.American Sheet Metal, Inc; 

n n ti n 

Sj.rianni Electric Corp. 

Total 

-In our opinion the foregoing-listed items are a. true 
and correct representation of the actual cost of the items 
described as included in air pollution control facility covered 
by a~plication T-33 dated April 5, 1968. 

June 18, 1968 

T-33 

Amount 

$ 21,,386.00 
l,500.00 

8.21, 
-885.59 

1,485. 20 
l,948.00 

69.91 
123.31, 

19,631.00 
842.63 

. _£,!;QO,QQ 

$ 55,379.91 



COL.LJ/'v1EHA-VvlLL/\hAETTE AIR P()LLUTIOl'\l AUTt .. IORITY 
104 S.W. FIFTH AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 PHONE 228-6141, EXT. 466 

8 July 196'l 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

M. Jan1es Gleason, Chairman 
Mu!tnornah County 

Stat13 of Oregon 
Oregon Stat" SanJ.ta:ry Author5.ty 
P. O, Box 231 
P9rtlar1d, Oregon 

. -Attn: 11T. Fredric A" S!.;:iririn 
.Associat-3 EnginE::sr 

a~~ntlcm:::n: 

JUL 1 O "-~,, I L:100 

This is In response to your letter of 13 June 196.'l req1~esting 
infor:.~ation concernir,g certification .of polJ_ution control facilities 
for ta}:: ·purposes lo~ated at Esc::i Corporation, 2770 II. Vl • . Yeon 1tvenue 
and 2141 N. W, 25th Avenue, Portland, Oregon. 

Robert L. Gloseng2r 
Columbia County 

Fred Stefani 
Clackamas County 

Francis J. lvancie 
City of Portland 

Mark A. Grayson 
City of Portland 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

--·an 2;; June 1963 we insp2ct.ed the control facilities as ·. ed 
-·-·-in.your letter related to a1::r1licatio:1s' !Jo. T-29, JOj 31, 32 an 33.1 

Accord:Lr,g to qur rcccTds- and field otscr\rations, there is r~o· infc.1,. .~.i'tiort 
- ir1dicating that certific.atio:i sr~ou.ld be denied for re.esons outlir:ed in 
Ordiilauce l1b9.6J5 (3) for these pn1·ticular pieces Of cor.trcl eq-u.i:pmsnt,. 

If l-re can be of a.n:r. further assistance, please contact tll.it~ office 
at 228-61Lil, E:densio!l h66, 

REH:wl1d 

Very truly yours, 

R, E. Hatch21·d 
Program Di:recto1· 

,,,4d;y~ez:L~ 
Way-r~a Horls on 
·Associate ~ngir:eer 

. 



MEMORANDUM July 26, 1968 

TO Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM Air Quality Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Applicat.ion for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for 
Tax Relief Purposes, No. T-35, Parts I and II. 

This application was received April 19, 1968. A summary of the 
contents and results of the staff review are given below. 

1. Applicant: Oregon Steel Foundry Co. (a partnership) 
2531 N. W. 28th Avenue 
Multnomah County 
Portland, Oregon 97210 
Phone: 227-3438 
Mr. K. K. Manchester, a partner 

The applicant produces steel castings for industrial uses by melting 
scrap metal in electric arc furnaces and pouring the liquid into sand 
molds. Air contaminants from this operation are metal oxide fumes 
consisting mainly of iron oxide. 

:2. The facility claimed in this application consists of a baghouse dust 
collector, hood, ductwork, fan and controls which.gather and treat the 
emissions from an 8 foot shell diameter, tip-type, 3-phase arc melting 
furnace~ Installation of the control facility was completed and opera-
tion began April 1, 1967. · 

3. The total installed cost of the facility was $46,105.72. An accountant's 
certification of this figure is attached; 

4. Staff review: 

The information submitted by the company indicates that the facility 
was installed principally for the pu~pose of reducing atmospheric 
emissions. An estimated 1000 pounds of metal oxide fumes which result 
from the melting operation are collected daily. All collected material 
is put in plastic bags, then transported to and buried at the Portland 
City Dump. Hence, no saleable or usable commodit.ies are recovered. 

The Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority has confirmed that the 
facility is installed and operating properly. (See CWAPA letter dated 
June 18, 1968.) 

5. Staff recommendation: 

On the basis of the evidence presented, the staff recommends that a 
"Pollution Control Facility Certificate" bearing the actual cost 
figure of $46,105.72 be issued for the facility claimed in tax 
application No. T-35. 



Application for Certification of 
Pollution Control Facility 

Oregon Steel Foundry Co. 

Part II, C. Supporting Documents - Exhibit 11E 11 

4. Cost of air pollution facility: 

Pangborn dust collector 
Hood on furnace 
Engineering fee 
Wiring 

Total 

Accountants•·certificate 

$27,579.42 
14,308.57 
1,518.80 
2,698.93 

$46,105.72 

We have examined the accounting records of Oregon 

-.·. . --"'-~- ""' 

. Steel Foundry Co. relating to ·the costs of the facilities listed 

above in· the total amount of $46·~ 105. 72, and ·in our opinion, the 

stated are true and correct representations of the actual cost 

of the .items listed. 

. 

r . 

DIETRICH, BYE, GRIFFIN & YOUEL 
Certified Public Accountants . 



. T·"-.. ·2" - . ,__~f <-' 
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COLUiv1BLL\-\l1/ILL/\/Vd:TTE AIR POLLUTION i6,UTl,.!ORlT'r' 
104S.W. FIFTH AVENUE PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 PHONE. 228-6141, EXT. 4$6 

. 18 June. 1968 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

• l \u! ,\,: 9 n '1 o_ ':~ '"u'" ..., ~ ..,_,, --~ M.JamesGleason, Chairman 
Multnomah County 

State of Oregon 
,- Robert L. Gloseng-'~r 

Columbia County 

Oregon St3te Sani t3ry .A.uthori ty 
P. o. Box 231 

.J Fred Stefani 
Clackamas County 

Portland, Oregon 97207 
FrancisJ. lvancie 
City of Portland 

Mark A. Grayson 
City of Portland Attn: Hr. Fredric A. Skirvin 

Associate E~glr1ser Ric-hard E. Hatchard 
Progr<im.Director 

Gentlen1en: 

This is in response to your letter of 3 June 1968 requesting 
infcrrnation concerning ce:rt"tfication of a pollution control fa·cility 
for tax purposes locatsd at Oregon Steel Foundry, 2531 N.W. 28th Avenue, 
Portland, Oregon •. 

On 18 June 196B, >Je inspected the Pangborn baghouse .and associated 
hood, ducts and controls fo~· controlling fumes from the 8 foot shell 
diar1et'2r electric arc furnace& The baghouse appeared to be pro1)erly 
inst;;illed an-j is operating ·wi thiri compliance of the· current CollLrrrbia~ 
Willernette Air Poll11tio!1 Aut.hori t~r Rules. .According to our records 
there is no info:r1l;ation indiCati..ng that certification should be denied 
for reasons outlined in Ordinance !i49.635(3) for this particular piece 
of control equipment. 

WH:ft 

If we can be of any further assistance, please contact this office. 

~-:y, ~·Cr.·-·~;,,: . .' 

Very truly yours, 

R. E. H9tchard 
Program Director 

,,,,µ,/,,/"~~ 
Wayne Hanson 
-Assi~t.nnt Engineer 



. MEMORANDUM 

July 26, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for Tax 
Relief Purposes, No. T-44, Parts I and II 

This application was received on May 27, 1968. A surnrnary of the contents and 
results of the staff review are given below: 

1. Applicant: Cr01m Zellerbach Corporation 
Lebanon, Oregon 97355 

Phone 258-3121 

The applicant owns and operates a sulfite pulp and paper manufacturing 
facility at this location. 

2. The facility covered in this application consists of an inclined screen for 
removal of fibers from waste water streams prior to their· being discharged 
to the settling basins. 

Construction of the facility was started in February 1967 and was completed 
in January 1968. 

3. The total cost of the facility is $14,781. An accountant's certification 
of this figure is attached. 

4. Staff review: 

This facility removes fibers from the waste stream, thereby reducing the 
solids load on the settling pond. '.l'he overall effect is to improve the 
settleable solids removal efficiency and reduce the solids discharge to 
the river. The fiber recovered by this screen is returned to the mill for 
processing. The company estimates that the quantity of fiber recovered 
amounts to about 459 lbs. per day. They state that the recovery value of 
this material before taxes is $5.74 per day. It is the opinion of the 
staff that the principal purpose of this facility is for pollution control 
and not recovery of a saleable or useable by-product. 

It is, therefore, recommended that a "Pollution Control Facility Certificate," 
bearing the actual cost figure of $14,781, be issued to Crown Zellerbach 
Corporation, Lebanon, for the facility claimed in tax application No. T-44. 

Attachment 



" . . . 

CROWN ZELLE:HMC!I COl\POR/\TTON 
~~.,__,,_--=--~· 

EXHIBIT F. 
F.Xll! lJ 1 T lt· l 
~="'-='-"' 

Ccrti fientlon of Pollution Control Fnci U tlen for Tax Relief PurpOG!'.!O 
~·~·""""~-·~ .. ,,...,,,..-=~--. -~=--="'..,.,..,., .. =-~~--· ,,. ___ .,.,,,.,, . ""~~ 

Fart II ., Application for Certificqtion of Pollution Control F:.i,cility 

~ C·J.~~,.9,:;,~~-!~l~1!!7~1l::I'.S'2:1::.°!'.~tl _i,;::!o -~~.~~~cg1 t~l!,_~~~~ 
Engin;oering 
~r. t.1 l\A'l ti'! 
it ··i:1_ iJo_:,...,. . .,,""" 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

Inclin~d scn;en • luIDoor, \J'ir,;, 11creem, brlllck'l'\ts, 
!'li.21ce 11 sn-souG ml.l t«rtr la l 

Pu"'!' oquipL.'<'nt fo1· n;cown:ed eoll.<la, Pu"'i', motor 
founcl~tion t1nd irrnt<'lllll',tion 

Electric!ll - motor stm:ter, wh·s, pmmr supply, light 

Piping - pipe, fitting~. valva •nd ln•t•lletlan 

Miocellrtm~;ou~ 1md contingelld!llil 

Final 
Actual 
Cot>t 

~~·~'2"-"' 

2,793 

601 

5,309 

240 

381 

llo. 781 
We ave examined this final actual cost summary of Crown 

Zellerbach Co poration's Lebanon Division water pollution control f~cility 
as of May 13, 1968. our examination included such tests of constru tion 
accounting re ords and such other auditing proc@dures as we conside [d 
necessary in he circumstances. • 

Cos
1 

s shown include outside ~ontractor;; billings, direct aterials 
purchases and other costs directly attributable to the facility. I 

In ur opinion, this final summary presents a true and co:qrect 
representatio of the actual costs, aggregating $14,781, of the abovle listed 

ter polluti n control facilities of the Lebanon Division at ]\'jay 1 , 1'968. 

· . (/j,~y< 11Z__,, tf!".T ~~;,4 •• 

May 13, 1968 
Portland, Ore on 

I 

LYBRAND, ROSS BROS. & 'MdNTGO~ 
, Certified Public Accounta.nts 



MEMORANDUM 

July 26, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for Tax 
Relief Purposes, No. T-45, Parts I and II 

This application was received on May 27, 1968. A summary of the contents and 
results of the staff review are given below: 

1. Applicant: Crown Zellerbach Corporation 
West Linn Division 
West Linn, Oregon 97068 

Phone 656-2951 

The applicant is owner and operator of a mill which produces groundwood pulp 
and paper. 

2. The facility covered in this application is separated into three basic areas: 

~A. Effluent collection and piping to the clarifier. 
B. The clarifier system. 
c. The centrifuge and press disposal system. 

The solids removed are disposed of by incineration in the mill boilers. 
Construction was started in November 1965 and completed August 3, 1967. 
Start-up of the system was on June 25, 1967. 

3. The total cost of the facility is $193,124. An accountant's certification 
of this figure is attached. 

4. Staff review: 

The company had one clarifier in operation prior to January 1, 1967. The 
operation of this basin was not satisfactory and was considered to be 
experimental. Prior to June 1, 1967, another clarifier was added along 
with other piping and primary treatment facilities to make the system a complete 
operating unit. Upon evaluating the application, the facility for which costs 
were submitted does not include construction or materials for the clarification 
basins themselves, but only the materials installed after January 1, 1967, to 
modify and improve the operation of the basins as clarifiers. 

It is the opinion of the staff that the facility claimed in this application 
is eligible for certification. It is, therefore, recommended that a "Pollution 
Control Facility Certificate," bearing the actual cost figure of $193,124, be 
issued to Crown Zellerbach Corporation for the facility claimed in tax applica­
tion No• T-45. 

Attachment 



RESIDENT PARTNERS 

WEBBER C. HARRINGTON 

ROY H. WESSTER · 

0. 0. KIMBERLING 

CLIFFORD T. STEWART 

HAROLD 0. BREVIG 

LYBRAND, Ross BROS.&, Mo"NTGOMERY 
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

MADISON BUILDING 

1221 S. E. MADISON 

PORTLAND, OREGON 97214 

TELEPHONE 233-5391 

COOPERS f;_, LYBRfu'!D 
IN AREAS OF' THE WORLD 

OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 

Exhibit F 
Page 4 

Certi.fication of Pollution Control Facilities for Tax Relief Purposes 

Part II, Item 4 - Report of Independent Certified Public Accountants 

We have examined the accompanying (Exhibit F, pages 1-3) 
actual cost summary of crown Zellerbach corporation 1s West Linn 
Di vision water pollut:i.on control facility as of May 22, 1968. Our 
examination included such tests of construction accounting records 
and such other auditing procedures as we considered necessary in 
the circumstances. 

Costs shown include outside contractors' billings, direct 
materials purchases and other costs directly attributable to the 
facility. 

In our opinion, this final summary presents a true and 
correct representation of the actual costs, aggregating $193,124, 
of the West Linn Division's water pollution _control facility at 
May 22, 1968. 

May 22, 1968 
Portland, Oregon 

~/0( tli:t~, Y. ~;FE'~ 
<:/" LYBRAND, ROSS BROS, & M~GO~RY 

Certified Public Accountants 



CROWN ZELLERBACH CORPORATION 
EXHIBIT F 

West Linn Page l 

(Division) 

Certification of Pollution Control Facilities for Tax Relief Purposes 

Part II - Application for Certific~tion of Pollution Control Facility 
Item C-3 and C-4, Materials, etc., Incorporated into Pollution Facility and Final Cost 

Engineering 
Estimate 
Item No. 

ITEM l 

El(A) 

E2 

E5 

(B) 

(C) 

(D) 

(E) 

(F) 

Ell 

ITEM 2 

El(A) 

(B) 

Description 

CLPiRIF'IER 

Sludge collecting equipment 

siudge· pump - Mill 11973 

Instrumentation 

Bot vertical sludge tank 48" I.D. x 10 1 high 

Freight 

2 pumps for clarifier 
One Goulds pump - Mill .#1000 
One Goulds pump - Mill #1001 
One 30 HP motor - Mill #3668 
One 15 HP motor - Mill #3669 
One 15 HP motor - Mill #3667 

Bot 10 HP motor - Mill #3572 

Electrical - Contract (Elec.Constr.Co. 1788 WL) 

Piping 

CENTRIFUGE 

Sharple~ P5400 Centrifuge Super-D Canter 

Rietz V press Model RVK-36 - Mill #3589 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

M 

L 
M 

M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

M 

Final 
Actual 
Cost ----

5,283 
4,090 

715 
1,102 

1,134 
2,470 

1,180 
919 

148 

6;732 
6,193 

292 

2,345 
6,405 

6,111 
3,903 

52,416 
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CROWN ZELLERBACH CORPORA'l'ION 
EXHIBIT F 

West Linn Page 2 

(Division) 

- Certification of Pollution Control Facilities for Tax Relief Purposes 

Part II - Application for Certific~tion of Pollution Control Facility 
Item C-3 and C-4, Materials, etc., Incorporated into Pollution Facility and Final Cost 

Engineering 
Estimate 
Item No. 

ITEM 2(Cont 

Description 

(c) Two Screw Conveyors 

--en) Surge Tank - 900 Gal. 

(E) Installation - Contract (Geo.Moore & Assoc. 1813 WL) 

(F) Freight 

E2 
(A) 

(B) 

(C) 

Motors 
1 -_200 HP motor - Mill #3574 

Bot 2- 3 HP motors and 1 2 HP motor 
1- 3 HP 1740 RPM motor - Mill #3558 Discharge screw 

conveyor drive 
1- 3 HP 1740 RPM motor - Mill #3563 discarge conveyor 

drive 
1- 2 HP 1730 RPM motor - Mill #3681 Sweco screen 

1 - 20 HP 1750 RPM - Mill #3589 
conveyor to press motor 

(D) 2 - 5 HP - Mill #3590 inlet & Mill #2997 outlet 

E5 

ITEM 3 

El 
(A) 

(B) 

(C) 

Wirh1g and Control - Contract (Elec.Constr.Co. 1788 WL) 

MILL 'C' PICK-UP STATION 

Equipment 
2500 GPM pump, - Mill #978 

Installation 

Sump 

M 

M 

L 
M 

M 

M 

.M 

L 
M 

M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

Final 
Actual 
Cost 

3,735 

942 

2,831 
14,183 

1,492 

4,445 

220 

1,973 
9,721 

2,307 
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CROWN ZELLERBACH CORPORATION 
EXHIBIT F 

West Linn Page 3 
(Division) 

Certification of Pollution Control Facilities for Tax Relief Purposes 

Part II - Application for Certific~tion of Pollution Control Facility 
Item C- 3 and C-4, Materials, etc._, Incorporated into Pollution Facility and Final Cost 

Engineering 
Estimate 
Item No. Description 

ITEM 3 (Con ) 

E2 

E5 

Ell 
(A) 

(B) 

ITEM 4 

El 

ITEM 5 

ITEM 6 

ITEM 7 

ITEM 8 

ITEM 10 

75 HP, 1800 RPM motor - Mill #3594 

Electric Wiring Contract (Elec. Cons tr. Co. 

Misc. Piping 
Re-route raw water screen overflow 

Piping 

NO. 10 P.M. SCREEN 

Side hill screen - not done 

MILL 'A' GROUNDWOOD 

Efflue
0

nt Piping 

GROUNDWOOD BLEACH PLANT WASHER 

Effluent Piping 

SIDE HILL SCREEN NORTH POND - Not Done 

410 REFINER RE,JECTS TO PRESS - Not Done 

CONTINGENCIES 

CLARIFIER FLOW MEAsUREMENT 

1788 WL) 

M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

L 
M 

Final 
Actual 
Cost 

1,482 

. 28 
3,373 

3,720 

1,575 
5,672 

2,241 
3,891 

203 
361 



MEMORANDUM 
July 26, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Application for Certification of Pollution Control Facility for Tax 
Relief Purposes, No. T-39, Part I, Only 

Part I, only, of a tax application (requesting a determination as to whether the 
--facility described is eligible for certification as a pollution control facility) 

was submitted by Weyerhaeuser Company, Klamath Falls, on May 2, 1968. 

The facility described is a system to collect and treat the domestic or sanitary 
wastes from the industrial plant rest-rooms and 26 company houses. The domestic 
wastes are presently disposed of to 21 septic tanks, which have direct discharge 
to a series of open drainage ditches rather than drainage fields. The estimated 
costs of the project are as follows: 

Collection system 
Lagoon for treatment 

Total system cost 

$121,100 
41,f§.QQ 

$162,700 

ORS 449.605 defines pollution control facility as follows: 

(1) ••••• "unless the context requires otherwise, 'pollution control 
facility• or •facility' means any land, structure, building, 
installation, excavation, machinery, equipment or device, or any. 
addition to, reconstruction of or improvement of, land or an 
existing structure, building, installation, excavation, machinery, 
equipment or device used, erected, constructed or installed by 
any person for the principal purpose of preventing, controlling 
or reducing air or water pollution by: 

(a) The disposal of •industrial waste• .and •other 
waste• as defined in ORS 449.075, as amended 
from time to time; 

(b) ..... 
(2) However, 'pollution control facility• or 'facility• does not 

include air conditioners, septic tanks or other similar facili­
ties for human waste, nor any property installed, constructed -
or used for the moving of sewage to the collecting facilities 
of a public or quasi-public sewerage system ••••• " 

In submitting their application, Weyerhaeuser Company claims that the facilities 
_described fall within the definition of "industrial waste" and "other waste" 
and, furthermore, that these facilities are not disqualified by the exceptions 
from eligible facilities. Copies of Exhibit B from their application and the 
legal opinions submitted by their legal counsel are: attached. These documents 

.. were .forwarded. to Mr. Arnold Silver, legal counsel for the San.itary Authority,_, 
along with a staff memo for review. Copies of the staff memo and Mr. Silver's 
review are also attac11ed. 



-Application No. T-39 -2-

It is the opim.on of the staff and legal counsel that the facilities claimed by 
Weyerhaeuser Company in application No. T-39 are not eligible for certification. 
It is, therefore, recoITu~ended that Weyerhaeuser Company, Klamath Falls, be offi­
cially informed that a preliminary determination of eligibility regarding the 
facilities claimed in tax application No. T-39 has been made and that these 
facilities have been found by the Sanitary Authority to be ineligible for 
certification for the reason that they do not qualify as pollution control 
facilities as defined in ORS 449.605. 

--Attachments 



. . 

EXHIBIT B 

JUSTIFICATION FOR CLAIM FOR TAX RELIEF CERTIFICATION 

Application is made for tax relief certification on the basis of Oregon 

Laws, .1967, Chapter 592, Section 2, subsection (1) 

As used in this Act, unless the context requires other1·1ise, 
"pollution control facility" or facility" means any land, 
structure, building, installation, exc~vation, machinery, 
equipment or device, or any addition to, reconstruction of. 
or improvement of, land or an existing structure, building, 
installation, excavation, machinery, equipii12nt or device 
used, erected, constructed or installed by any person for 
the ·principal purpose of preventing, controlling or reducing 

. air or v1ater pollution by: 

(a) The disposal of ''industrial waste" and ''othe~waste'' as 
defined in ORS 449.075, as amended from time to time; 

ORS 449.075, amended in 1967, .Section 2 ·(5) redefined "other 1·1astes" as 

"Wastes" means se1·1aqe, industrial v1astes, and all other liquid, 
gJseous, solid, radioactive, or other substance which wil1 or 
may cause pollution or tend to cause pollution of any waters 
of the state. (Emphasis added) 

ORS 449.075, amended in 1967, Section 2 (3) defines ''sewage'' as meaning 

.the water-carried human and animal waste from residences, 
buildings, industrial establishments or other places,. ... 

Application is not disqualified by Chapter 592, Section 2 (2) 

However, "pollution control facility" or "facility" does not 
include air conditioners, septic tanks or other similar faci­
lities for human 1<1aste, nor any property installed, constructed 
or used for the moving of sewage to the collecting facilities 
of a public or quasi-public se\'1erage system and does not 
include any land, structure, building, installation, excavation, 

···machinery, equipment or device, or any addition to, reconstruction 
of or improvement of, land or an existing structure, building, 
installation, excavation, machinery, equipment or device, 
that is used, erected or installed principally to recover and 
convert waste products into a salable or usable commodity. 

• 



EXHIBIT B (Continued) 

The facilities being built at the Weyerhaeuser Company, Klamath Fa 11 s 

plant, are not septic tanks or similar to septic tanks, but a more 

sophisticated and efficient system of treatment. 

The collection system is not disqualified as it will move the sewage to a 

privately built, O\'med and operated facility which is not "public" or 
• 

"quasi~public." 

\ 

• 

I 

·' 

• 
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VJ . , . · " eys2~naeus·2-::.. ..... Co:.--:n.;::;.2.,rf.y 
TacomQ., Washington 93~01 ..... 

J , " anue.r-;y .LO, 1968 

TO: Franlc L2ra 
KLAMATH FALLS [Sort 39] 

RE: Oregon Pollution Control Tax Relief 

In reply to the question po:ced by your Bernorandum to Dick 
Bittmanz1 and me da~ed Deccmbe1• 22, 1967} let rne say thc.t I believe 
that the sewage collection and treatnent system l:hich yo~ are contem­
plating is eligi.ble f'·or certif'ication by the Oregon State S2nitary 
Authority as a pollution control facility. Ore~on La~s of 1967, 
Ch. 592, § 2, defines "pollution control facility"to mean ----

"· •• any land, structure, building, inst~llation, 
excavat~Lon, machinc:--y, equipmc:r1t or dE:vice J or 
an;l addition to, r 1econstr1.1ction of or· irnpro'.re::er!.t 
of, land or an existinG·structure, buildingi- installa-

-- - tion.) e:-:c2~vation, mach:Lricr•y, eq_uj.pn~ent or device 
used> erected, constructed or installed by any person 
for .the p1·incipal purpose of px·e,renting, coritrolling 
or reducing air or \·Tater pollution by: 

(a) the disposal oI' 'industrial waste' or 
'other iraste' as defined in ORS 449.075, 
as amended I'"'ro:u time to time • • 11 

The se;,:age collect:ton end tre2:!:;me11t s:,1 stem .. \:Jl-!.ich you descrit·ed 
to roe over the telephori.e lTill undou.btedly be construc0ed .. by us fer· the 
principal purpose of preventing pollution; in fict, it has no other 
puy•pose. The syste111 vrill, theref'o:re, q11&.J_ify ir"' the hu2a:r1 i.·r2ste ;,;h~ch 

it is intended to convey and treat fits ei~her into the definition of 
'~industrial waste'' or 11 other waste'' as defined in ORS 449.075, as 
from time to titw amended. 

1 Ho~'lj then, does OF~S 449.075, as f1•orn ti1rre to tine arr:enas0:_,.­
define tr1e ter·n1s '1industrial t.;astcn and i;other l12.ste 11 ? The defiriitio:i 
of 11 industrial waste 11 is not helpful to us because it reI'ers only to 
wastes which result from industrial, mining or other business activi­
ties. However, the definition of i

1 other waste'' in that statute does 
·include human sewerage because in 1967 it was amended to r2ad as 
fol 1 mrn: 

11 'Vlastes' mt~ans se1·1age, i.i1d.ustr·ial, t.1astes 2.:nd all 
other- liql1icl, ga.seotlS ·;-solid., r·adio's.cti,le, or other 
stlbstar1ces v1hic11 \Jill 01'"' rna.y cause pollution 01 ... 
ten.d to cat\se poJ_lution of any 11,Tate1"s of t11e st2..te. n 

(Emphas1s added.) Oregon La1·rs of 1967, Cb. 426, § 2(5). 

.• 
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Frank Lara 
·January J.8, 196 8 
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~ .• . 

lt follo,•rs th.s..t a se\12.8;8 system and treu.t:aent · plal1t aY-e .a 11 pollutior1 
control f'acility" as defined in Ore;2;on 12,:rs of' 1967, Ch. 592, § 2(1) (2). 
This conclusion :Ls reinf'orcec'. by Ore;:::on La•.1s of' 1967, Ch. 592, § 2(2), 
which implies very' strongly that a 11 quasi-public S(~~·1e~"'aze .sJ~ste::::a is 
a t'pollution control facility.'' Ther~ is no doubt in my nind that 
the sewage system descr:Lbed by you is, if not a publ:Lc syste~, at 
least a ''quasi-public se~rer~ge systern. 11 Therefore, go a~ead and 
apply for certification of tl1e contempl2~ted syste.:iJ. by tl1e 0:->ec;on 
State Sanitary Au.thority. If;, after obtaining certification, the:-e 
is any doubt in your mind as to 1·r1-1ich of the t:·.ro alternativs- f'orr.-.:s. 
of' tax relief available to you yo_u should choose, Diclc Bittmann 1·:111 
advise you. 

Helmut Wallenfels 

HW:ce 
~c: Dick Bittmann 



Interoffice Co1nm·unication 

. ' ' . 
Lo.v.· Dcpartn1ent 
Ta.comn: Co::-~:_?~~.:.?: .. ~:·:. 

: . -·. 

TO: Oliver ~!alm 
Jo Julson 
Dick Bittmann 

-o:-·6Jer"ts·e:n~·-

March 25, 1968 

RE: Eligibility o:f Klamath Falls Sewer System :for Oregon 
Pollution Control Tax Relief 

I understand that the correctness of my memorandun to Frank 
Lara dated January 18, 1968, has been doubted. In .that memorand;.:;r, 
I advised him that the proposed Klamath Falls sewer system is, in 
my opinion, eligible for certification as a ''pollution control . 
:facility" under Oregon Lm·rs o:f 1967, Ch. 592. Those. who doubt the 
correctness o:f that conclusion have invoked § 2(2) of· that law, 
which states: 

''However, 'pollution 
does not include .­
:facilities :for human 

control :facility' or ':facility' 
._ septic tanks or other similar 
waste . II 

They think that the Klamath Falls sewage system is a ~septic tank 
other similar facility :for human waste" and hence ineligible :for 
certification as a "pollution control :facility.'' 

Whereas § 2(2) excludes certain :facilities from the 
de:fini ti on of "pollution control facility," § 2 ( 1) spec.ificaliy 
includes certain others, and I think it is with § 2(1) that the 
analysis o:f our problem must start. The question is .not whether 
§ 2(2) can be read as applying to our sewer system; rather, it is 
which o:f the two sections describes it better; which of the· two 
sections :fits our fact situation more snugly? 

As pointed out in my original memorandum, § 2(1) defines 
"pollution control :facilityrr to mean any structure or installatio:-i 
built :for the principal purpose o:f controlling pollution resulting 
from 

"(a) the di~posal o:f 'industrial waste' and 
'other waste' as defined in ORS 449.075, as 
amended :from time to time;" 

When one turns to the definition of "other waste" in ORS 449.075 
as amended in 1967, one finds that it means.~ among other things, 
"sewage." Oregon Laws of 1967, Ch. 1126, § 2(5). And the ter::i 
"sev1age 11 means 0 the water-carried htu11an or animal 't'last e from 
residences~ buildings, industrial establishments or ·other plctces, 
together wit·h such ground water ·infiltrat1.on and surface water as 
may be present." 

or 

i 
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Thus, there is no escape from the concluuion that the 
term ''other waste'' in Oregon Laws of 1967, Ch. 592, § 2(1), includes 
sewage, and that therefore the proposed sev1er syst"m is squarely a 
"pollution control facility'' under that section unless it is a 
•rseptic tank or other similar facility for human w~1ste.' 1 To me it 
is obvious that our sewer system is not a human waute facility 
similar to a septic tank. TypiGally, a septic tank serves a single 
dwelling or a sirigle .se1·rage-producir-1g establishmen',,.:. Our se_t1rer 
network~ on the other hand, would constitute an in~egrated syste~ 
serving several hundred peoPle in & manner completely different f~oc 
that of a septic tank. It therefore seems clear to me that § 2(1) 
of Oh. 592 of Oregon Laws of 1967, wben read in conjunction with 
0~~ ~~9.075 as amended in 1967, dcls~~ibes ~ne ays~0m which w~ a~~ 
building in Klamath Falls far more ~~curately than § 2(2) of 
Ch. 592 of Oregon Lavis of 1967 .. In ether words, I still think 
that the Klamath Falls sewer system is clearly entitled to certi­
ficati~n ~s a ''pollution control facility'' under § 2(1) of Ch. 592 
Of Oregon I,aws Of 1967. . 

Helrnur Waliehf e!s 
Helmut Wallenl°els 

HW: cc 

• 

I 

I 
I. 

)-



V.:<{ wn ·cD··· 
0 OREGON STATE BOARD OF HEALTH 

To P~ .. B .. Sil \rer: Date: 6/11/67 

From HLS~ 
Subject: Tax Application T-39 

Part I, 011ly, of a tax applicatior1 (requ.esting a dete......rrnir1a-tion as to v,·hether the 
£acility described is eligible for certification as a pollution control facility) 
\<TdS subrui tted by ~·leyerhaeuser Company, Klarn=i.th Falls, on 5/2/68. 

The facility described is a systern to collect and treat the dorrcestic or sanitary 
\'.rastes from the industrial plant rest~roorns and 26 compan~· houses.. The domestic 
tr1astes presently are disposed of ·to 21 sqptic tanJ.;:s v1hich have direct ,discharge to 
a series of ·open drcinage ditCr1es rathe:1=' t112n drainage fields. The estirrtated costs 
are as follo\·Js: 

Collection system 
Lagoon for treatrnent 

Total syste~ cost 

$121,100 

_.'±.1:.i.£00 

$162,700 

There is a question in the minds of tl1e staff as to \'111etl1er this system is eligible 
or no-t sir1ce ORS 449.605 (2) exc:ludes "septic tarLlcs ol.~ other sirnilar facilities for 
hu<nan v1as-te11 from t11e definition of a pollution control facility. l'he staff has 
ir1terpretecl this to ID'22D that any and all facilities for t11e treatmer1t or diSposal 
of dornestic wastes are not eligible for cer-t.ification .. 

Attached are copies of pertj_nent exhibits from the application relative to 
_ eligibi.li.ty of the facilities. Relative to their exhibit B, the folJowing 
seem evident to n1e: 

the 
- ' poi.n..:s 

1. P..s originally drafted, facilities for the disposal of nindustrial \·1astes" 
and nother Tdastes'' \'Jere considered to be eligible,, Facilitie.s for seltrage or 
don1estic \'rastes \•/ere not ir~cluded as being eligibJ.e.. P. ..... rio·ther 1967 act replaced 
the defj_nitior1 of 11 ot11er w2stes 11 \'1ith a general defihitior1 for 11 \.'?astes" and 
i_ncll1ded se\·J~ge ir1 tl1is general definition.. It \•/ot1ld seem to me that the 
intent of tf1e legislature \"las to exclude facilities for set:!age fron1 eligibility 
for certification.. FLt_rther-n1ore, since tl1e defin.ition of ' 1other \'iastes'1 \·las 
not amended bttt instead repealed ar1d replaced by a general definition f6r 
wa·st~s, it cot1ld be construed that the refere11ce to 11other \·1astes 11 no longer 
has any bearing on the ~atter. 

2. \'hether or not the facilities are similar to septic tanks is a matter of debate. 
I believe t'n.e facilities are si.n1ilar in fi.J.nctiori to a' septic. ta'nJ: and, t11erefore 1 

should be considered sin1ilar. (The facilities are not sintllar in engirleering 
design or ir1 structur~ld-eta-i.l).. The septic ta~nk is probably the oldest facility 
for treatraent an_d disposal of \'/aste. l"Iistor.~ically 1 its application .has been in 
the field of hu;nar1 i·1aste disposal. As in all other fields, mode.en technology 
has de•.re~oped other \•raste disposal rnethods \·Jhich are in most instancE;s superior 
to the septic tank.. Ik~Y.1ever, a pr.operly designed 2nd constructed septic ta11k: 
disposal syste;n (t,1it1:1 dl-ainfield) is still .an acceptablE;"! disposal method in 
rnarly situ.ation.s. \'Ji thin the frame~tlorJc of our modern tccl1nology, the septic 
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tar1k itself is basically a .E£ima.:r~}'_ ~E._e~t!fl~!1t unit. It provides for the 
physical ren1oval of suspended ar.cl floating solids. 1'he solids are retained 
within t1:1e tank v1here th2y undergo anaerobic· decomposition... In a conventior1al 
primary plant, the solids are removed in a clarifier and pumped to a digester 
to_ undergo anaerobic decomposition. The liqJid effluent from a septic tank i.s 
essentially the same as that from a conventional prinlary plant, ex.c·ept that it 
may _be more odorous.. If the effluent from a convention~l primary plari.t is 
cor1veyed to a biological treatn12nt syst:em for further treatment, the degree 
of treatnt:~n_Jc is said to be seco11dary.. The ci!:'e.infield follo•.·ring the se;?tic tar'-k 
accompli,shes the sane purpose. fucteria in th2 soil \·;ark to J:::reak do·.-1:.r1 the 
\vaste in a marir1er sinrilar to the bacteria covering the rocks Of a tricJ--:lir1g 
filter U11it in a secondary plant. It can also be r..Lotecl that r.·;hereas the norrn<11 
septic tar1k: is a covered tank: usually buried in the grour1d, the Inhoff tank 
used ir1 many ex.isting se0,vage treatment plants as a coITJ:iination clarj_fier-digester 
is really an open~topped septic tank.. '110.e n1ost corrunon usage for septic tanks 
today is as a d..i.sposal raethod for· single farnily d\·Jellings in spars el~{ populated 
areas of the· country. In present suburb~r1 de"'.reloprr12nts, lot sizes are usually 
too small to acco~r~11odate a drainfield. In pe.st years, ho1.·1ever, entire to\-'rns 
\o1ere ofter1 served by a se~·rcge colle-ctio11 system and a large corrunon septic tar1k • 
. Ever1 tod.::i.y, schools, trailer })arks, ca_r~ogrounds, etc., are served by suc11 large 
cormnon septic ·tanks. 

In short, I feel that the legislature intended to e):cltJde a~l facilities for disposal 
of se;.-:age (hurn.an v:aste, domestic \·1ast'2) from eligibility for certification~ In refer­
ring to t1--1e 11septic tank or other sirailar facilities for ht1man \·1aste, u they m'2rely 
ch_ose the oldest and simplest system as a base for reference and ir1t'2nded th::i.t all 
modificatior1s, in-tprovemen-ts, · and ne\·7 developrnen:=.s be considered a.s similar in 
f'ur1ctio11 .. 

I \<1ould appreciate your carelully stt1d~{ing the attached in£orri1ation and rer1clering 
a legal opini.on as to r.1het'1er the se'.-.Bge ·collection sys17en1 and trea:trner1t systern are 
eligible for certifi.cation und= ORS 449.605 - 449.645. 

P,.LS:an 
Attachn;ents 

cc: KI-IS 
EJ\'J 



S-5A-5-49 

Office Memorandum 
To Harold Sawyer 

From Arnold Silver, Legal Counsel 
Roc•ived, JUN l '/ 19-03 

Subject: Tax Relief for Pollution Control Facilities (T-39) 
Appl. No, ... T.: .. ~.1 ........... ~-= 

The ultimate issue you ask is whether ORS 449;605 to 449.645, 
can be construed to exclude facilities for human waste facilities. An 
informal brief has been received by the Sanitary Authority staff from 
counsel for Weyerhaeuser Corporation justifying tax credit relief for a 
type of human waste disposal. This memo is answer to your inquiry and 
may serve as legal justification for denial of the application. Of 
course, the ultimate decision will have to be made by the Sanitary 
Authority. 

_,, ORS 449. 605(2) provides in part: 

"However, 'pollution control facility 1 or 
1 facility 1 does not include .,, * .,, septic tanks 
or other similar facilities. for human waste ·:~ * * 11 

The definitions of "waste" and "sewage" are found within ORS 449,075. 
Subsection· (3) of that statute defines "sewage" and subsection (5) of the 
statute defines ''wastes". While it is clear that waste and sei;;vage are "other 
wastes" within the meaning of ORS 44.9,605, the Legislature has provided that 
pollution control facility does not include septic tanks or other similar 
facilities for human waste. The corporation in question urges that ·their 
facility is not a septic tank or other similar facility and hence eligible 
for tax relief. 

There are principles of substantive law and rules of construction 
that can serve as guides in order to gain the legislative intent regarding 
this statute. 

1. ORS 449.605(1) provides in part: 

"As used in ORS 449. 605 to 4LJ.9. 6l>5, unless the 
context requires otherwise * * * ". (EmphaS'is supplied) 

The Legislature has basically provided that not every pollution 
control facility is to be given tax credit. Tbe context of th.e act, upon 
examination, excludes human waste facilities, The substance of the act is 
only to provide relief for the installation of industrial waste controls. 

2. The Legislature did not intend only to prevent tax relief for 
the design of a facility but intended to prevent a function of a facilitl from 
o_btaining tax credit. In other words, the e~;rclusion fr'?m_ the statute extends 
to the function of the facility rather than its mere design. The proposed 
facility, I am informed by the staff, has functions that are really quite 
similar to a septic tank. It would appear, therefore, that regardless of 
the name used, the functions are almost identical. 
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3. The le.gisla.tion in question i:;qas primarily intended to offer tax 
relief to Oregon corporations for construction of industrial pollution control 
facilities. In othe~c v1ords, industrial tax relief. The general public does 
not ordinarily contribute toi'}a:rd air and \';1ater pollution fron1 irtdustrial 
sources on a. substantial basis,, Hoi:;vever, the public contributes t-owa.rd 
human \•1aste. If relief 1,1ere alloi:;,7ed to industry for huma.n waste control 
facilities, relief would have to be allo\,1ed to an individual who constructed 
a -i;vaste facility and urged that it 1,7as not a septic tank but some 0th.er 
means of disposal. ·He can install an air condition:er but call it by another 
name and atte1npt to obtain tax. relief credit~ Human v1aste disposal is not 
particularly an industry problem. It is a public one. The tax relief bill 
was not designed to give relief from a proble1n common to the general citizenry 
of the state. The relief offered was to a segment of the state - industry " 
to aid in abatement of industrial pollution, not pollutiOn co1mnon for the 
total community. 

4. The rule of ejusdem generis is a rule of statutory construction. 
It provides that general 'l;Vords follo"wing enurnerati.on of particular things 
are applicable only to things of the san1e general nature. 11oore 1 s Estate, 
210 Or. 23. It might be urged that llother similar fo.cilitiesTI must be 
limited to facilities like septic tanks. The rule has the following quali­
fication that "There the enu1neration of items are exl1a.usted, every other 
\'7ord inserted in tl1e statute must be given effect. The design o·f septic 
tank.s may vary, but the function remains the same. Thus, \'le must give effect 
to the \IJord.s 11other similar facilities 11 ~ Since the classification of septic 
tanks has been exha.usted, the excl1.1sion also exten_ds to other facilit:i.es 
\'7here the £11nctio11 is to dispose of hurrv1n 1;qaste~ If it \Vere other-i;.1ise 
the only item to be excluded from this statute would be septic tanks alone. 

5. Even if the doctrine of ejtlsde1n generis \Vas a'pplied, the re~· 

sul t would be almost identical, The exclusion of septic tanks and o'ther 
sin1ilar facilities wo11ld exclude installations \Vl1ose functions \'7-ere to dis~· 

pose of human waste. The preamble of ORS lj.1,9 .605 is ~iea_r_tii~·t unless the 
context requires othenvise human waste facilities are ge11erally to be 
excluded. 

6. Lommasson v, School Dist, No. 1, 201 Or. 71. This case involves 
the interpretation of t11e -i;vord "or11

• In this statute t·wo' classes are ex.,. 
eluded - septic tanks or other facilities. To give effect to this language 
"other facilities" mustalso be excluded. Otl-1erwise, septic tanks i:'Jould be 
left alone in the statute as the excluded item. 

7. ORS 4L,9 .075 is the general statute; ORS 4lf9 .605(2) is a special 
statute.. The particular enactment in ORS 4.49. 605 (2) must prevail over what 
may be embraced within the general enactment in ORS 4/i.9 .075. The total 
context of ORS 4l>9.605(2) excludes human waste facilities from tax relief 
even though human i:vaste sei:;,7age is 'lvaste within the- meaning of ORS L}1+9 .075, 
State v, Preston, 103 Or. 631; State v. Pearson, 86 Adv. Sh. 12. 
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' 
In construing a statute, the intention of the Legislature is to 

be ascertained by_ considering the context, subject matter~ the necessity 
for the lai;v~ the circu1nsta.nces of its en.actment, the mischief to be 
remedied and object to be obtained, The intent of the act was to exclude 
hun1an v7aste facilitie.s ~ The circumstances and misc.l1ief to be remedied 
were the control of industrial waste pollution by offering firms tax 
credit to control industrial pollution, not hurnan -..;.,aste~ The general 
language of a statute should be limi.ted to the persons and subject to 
which it is reasonable to suppose it was intended to apply, espedally 
when a literal it1terpretation i;vould lead to har1nful and absurd .consequences. 
Allen v. Hul tnomah County, 179 Or. 548 and Union Fishermen 1 s Co. v. Shoe­
maker, 98 Or, 659, 

There are ample and valid grounds for denial of the application 
by .the Sanitary Authority. 

AS:EB 



MEMORANDUM 

July 26, 1968 

TO: Members of the sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Benham Concrete, Inc., Coquille 

On May 24, 1968, a Waste Discharge Permit was issued to Benham Concrete, Inc., 
requiring that a settling pond be constructed prior to June 30, 1968. The 
Authority set the expiration date of the permit at July 31, 1968. 

Mr. Baton inspected the site on July 19, 1968, and found that a settling pond 
had been constructed and was being used. 

Recommended permit conditions for a renewal permit have been prepared and are 
attached. 

Attachment 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Benham Concrete, Inc., Coquille 

6/30/69 

353 (Permit No. 145) 
12/13/67 
Coos 
South Coast 
South Fork of Coquille River 

l. The word "waste," as used in this permit, refers to gravel wash water. 

2. At all times when gravel is being washed, an adequate settling pond shall be 
proVIded, used, and maintained such that a minimum of 48 hours settling time 
for all wash waters is achieved. 

3. All solids which are removed from the gravel wash water are to be utilized or 
disposed of in a manner which will prevent their entry into the waters of the 
state. 

4. No wastes shall be discharged which, either a.lone or in combination with other 
wastes, will cause turbidities in the waters of the Coquille River to exceed 5 

_Jackson_ Turbidity Units above natural background without first obtaining specific 
written approval from the Sanitary Authority. 

· 5. No wastes shall be discharged and no activities- shall be conducted which, either 
alone or in combination with other wastes or activities, will cause the formation 
of appreciable bottom o;:- sludge deposits or the formation of any organic or-in-­
organic deposits in the waters of the Coquille River which will be deleterious -
to fish or other aquatic life, or injurious to public health, recreation or - ----­
industry. 

· 6. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to c.omply with any of the con­
ditions 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. 

7. 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. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated or 
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 approv~d and a new permit issued. 

9. 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. 



Benham Concrete, Inc. -2-

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

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

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 



MEMORANDUM 

July 26, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Waste ·Discharge Permit - King City 

Attached is a letter to the Tualatin Development Company regarding the present 
Waste Discharge Permit issued to King City. 

The staff recommends that Waste Discharge Permit No. 60 be revoked since it was 
issued based on incorrect information contained in the application. 

Attachment 



ME'. ,CIE:RS OF' THE_ AUTHORITY 

, . .JOH."1 Cl. MOSSER. CHAIRMAN. PORTt.A.NO 

STORRS S. WATERMAN. PORTt.ANO 

8.. A, McPHIL.L.JPS, MCM!NN\l!l.l.5: 

HERMAN P. MEIER.JURGEN. B5:A\IE:Rl'ON 

WARD C. HARMS. JR .. SPRINGF!J;;l...O 

NNETH H. SPIES. SECRE-l'ARY. PORTl.A.NO 

CERTIFIED HAIL 

STATE OF OREGON 
OREG.ON STATE SANITARY AUTHORITY 
~DIVISION OF THE OREGON STATE SOARD OF HEALTH 

STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

1400 S. W. 5TH AVENUE: 

PORTLAND. OREGON 97201 

Tualatin Development Co., Inc. 
15300 S.W. 116th. Avenue 
Tigard, Oregon 97223 

Gentlemen: 

Re: Waste Discharge Permit No. 60 

MATL!NG ADDRESS: 
P. 0. SOX 231 
PORTl .. ANO. OREGON 972.07 

TELEPHONE: 
AREA Coo;;: 503 
%2.6-2.1 61 

Ju1y 19, 1968 

On November 8, 1967, an application for a waste discharge permit 
pursuant to ORS 449.083, was filed in the name of the City of King City, 

. -15300 S,W,-116th. Avenue, Tigard, Oregon. On March 29, 1968, waste dis­
charge permit No. 60 was issued.to the city ba~ed upon the information 
submitted in the permit application. 

The application stated that the city owns and operates a rapid 
block extended aeration treatment plant designed to treat a waste flow 
of 0.2 HGD from a population of 2,000 people with an effluent discharge 
to the Tualatin River. The application was signed by A. W. Wald, Vice 
President, Tua+atin Development Co., Inc. 

Recent.information obtained by this department discloses that the 
information furnished within the application is incorrect in very important 
and :re1.evan·t particulars. The City of King City neither owns nor maintains 
the.waste treatment plant, but rather its ownership and operation is solely 
that of Tualatin Development Campany. 

Please be advised therefore that Tualatin Development Company is 
presently in violation of the provisions of ORS 449.083 which require a 
permit to be issued by the Sanitary Authority prior to the discharge of 
wastes into the watei;s of the state. Your attention is called to the pro­
visions of this statute and you are requested to complete and return to 
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Tualatin Development Co., Inc. 2 July 19, 1968 

the Sanitary Authority the enclosed application forms immediately. 

You are further advised that the Sanitary Authority will be requested 
to take action upon this matter at its July 26, 1968 meeting which could 
result in revocation of the previously issued permit and other sanctions 
authorized by law. 

ABS :eb 
Enclosure 

cc: Mayor, City of King City 
Tigard, Oregon 

Very truly yours, 

ROBERT Y. THOR.1\lTON 
Attorney General 

By 
Arnold B. Silver 
Assistant Attorney General 
Oregon State Sanitary Authority 

Washington County Health Department 
·Hillsboro, Oregon 

be: 

Office of the District Attorney 
Washington County Courthouse 
Hillsboro, Oregon 

Mr·. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Spiea /· 
Sawyer 
Ed Lynd . 



MEMORANDUM 

July 26, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Harold L. Sawyer 

SUBJECT: New Applications Received Since June 28, 1968, Meeting 

Since the last meeting on June 28, 1968, 8 permit applications have been 
received. This brings the total number received to 642. Three of these 
applications are for new installations and will be presented under the section 
on new.installations. 

Three applications are for new or proposed installations for which action will 
be delayed until a later meeting. These are as follows: 

Culver Construction Company - Portland (Trailer Park) 
Odell Sanitary District 
City of Jefferson 

Two of these applications are listed on the following sheet, along with the 
recommended· expiration date for Temporary Permits. The staff recommends that 
Temporary Permits be issued to these applicants. 



TEMPORARY PERMITS 
for 

Applications Received Since Last Meeting 

Special Categories 

A. Fish Processing Wastes 
Recorrunendation: Temporary Permit to Expire on December _ _;g, 1968 

Application 
Number 

638 
Applicant's Name 

Olson Oyster Company, Bay City 

B. Loq Deck Drainage and Log Pond Overflow 
Recommendation: Temporary Permit to Expire on December 31, 1968 

642 Keller Lumber Company, Roseburg 
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MEMORANDUM 

'l'O: Members of the Sani. tary Authority 

FROt~: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: City of Cascade Locks 
Hood River County 

July 2~, 1968 

Final plans and specifications have been submitted to the Sanitary Authority for 
a sewage collection system and treatment facilities to serve the city of Cascade 
Locks. Waste disposal is presently accomplished by subsurface means. 

The proposed new facilities consist of a gravity collection system and a 0.15 
MOD contact stabilization sewage treatment plant with chlorination facilities 
and an outfall to the Columbia River·. The treatment plant is designed for 
approximately twice the present population of 700 people. 

The city of Cascade Leeks has received a 50% grant and a 50% loan from the 
Economic Development Admini.stration. 

Advertisement for bids is scheduled for early August 1968. 

All requirements of the staff with respect to the plans· and specifications. have 
been met. 

Recommended Waste Discharge Permit Conditions are attached for your consideration. 

Attachment 



.. RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERl1IT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration rate: 

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

City of Cascade Locks 

3/31/70 

636 
7/3/68 
Hood River 
Columbia 
Columbia River 
148 

1. Such waste collection, treatment, and disposal facilities as have been 
approved in writing by the Sanitary Authority shall be constrµcted in 
accordance with approved plans and operated in accordance with the follow­
ing standards: 

a. At all times, all waste treatment facilities and equipment 
shall be operated and maintained at maximum efficiency and 
in a manner which will minimize waste discharges. 

b. The average daily flow of sewage into the treatment facilities 
during any dry weather month shall not exceed the design flow 
of 0.15 million gallons per day (MGD). 

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

1. l~e monthly average effluent 5-day 20° C • 
. . ·Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) concentra..,; 

tion shall not exceed 30 milligrams per 
liter (mg/1) (38 lbs/day). 

2. The monthly average effluent Suspended Solids 
concentration shall not exceed 30 mg/l (38 lbs/ 
day). 

d. 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. 

e. 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. 

2. The permittee shall effectively w~nitor the operation of the treatment 
facility and shall submit reports on prescribed forms containing the data 
collected to the Sanitary Authority at the end ;:>f each calendar month. 
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Data collected and recorded shall include, but not necessarily be limited 
to, the following parameters and minimum frequencies: 

Parameter 
Total Flow 
Chlorine Residual (effluent) 
Sludge Volume 

Minimum Frequel1£X. 
Daily 
Daily 
Daily 

~. 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. 

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

5. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or whenever a change in the waste to be discharged in excess of the con­
ditions of this pennit is anticipated, a new application shall be submitted 
together with the necessary reports, plans, and speeifications for the 
proposed changes. No change shall be made until plans are approved and a 
new permit issued. 

6. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall be pennitted 
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. 

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

a. That it was pr=ured by misrepresentation of any naterial fact 
or by lack of full disclosure in the application. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or character 
of waste or type of waste disposal. 

8. 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. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Cosmopolitan Investment, Inc. 
(Propco Industrial Park) 

July 26 1 1968 

The Cosmopolitan Investment Company, 1030 N. E. Union Avenue, Portland, 
Oregon, and their contractor, W. C. Sivers Company, are presently develop­
ing the Propco Industrial Park at a site near N. E. Holman Road and 82nd 
Avenue in Multnomah County. 

Final plans for waste collection and temporary treatment facilities to 
serve a motel complex and three commercial buildings have been suhnitted 
to the Sanitary Authority for review and approval. The facilities consist 
of a raw sewage pumping station, forcemain, 15,000 gpd factory built 
extended aeration treatment plant, a 5-day holding pond and facilities for 
pumping plant effluent to the Middle Channel of the Columbia Slough. 

These facilities will be maintained by the Multnomah County Department of 
Public Works and will be removed from service upon construction of a county, 
sewerage system to serve this area. 

The plans are approvable. Recommended Waste Discharge Permit conditions 
have been prepared by the staff and are attached for your consideration. 

Attachment 



COUiJTY co:/:1,11.::;s;o~JEii.S 

L, '.'/, :iYLCJ':JOr!TH 

OA'JIO E".:CL;o:.> 

D,'\11 :JO::;EE 

r,'l<'L G:Jn00;1 

MAIN OFFICE (503) 233·5861 o 2115 S. E. 1,lORRJSON STflEET ;;:i PORTL.t\,·-;~, OPEG'.).'i 972;,: 

W, C. Sivers Co. 
5000 S. E, 25th Ave; 
Portland, Oregon 972.02 

Gentlemen: 

July 10, 19 68 

fiECEtVED 

JUL 11 18S8 

RE~ Operatiori &.::: lvlair1tenanc2 of 
Se\veJ.~s & Treatmer1t Plants for 
PROPCO and A & P lNDUSTRI.c\..L 
DEVELOPMENTS 

The Multnoi-r12.h Cot111ty Pltblic \Vo:::ks Departrne11t \vill n1ainta.in 
ancl operate t11ese t\'lO abo-v·e-:rn2.ntioned se\vi3:rage syste.rns as soon as they 
ha-ve been satisfactorily cornpleted~ 

The service cl1arges for tl1is \vork \vill be de':'rolopecl as part of 
the financing pla11 for tb.e Ce11tral Cou11ty Ser-vi.ce -Distr·ict, 

OJD:ct 

Ve1·':l trl1ly- :,rot1rs, 

P. C, NORTHROP 
Director of Public Works 



-RECOMMENDED WASTE DISGlARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: Cosmopolitan Investment, Inc. 

6/30/69 Expiration Date: 

Application No.: 632 
Date Received: 6/25/68 
County: Multnomah 
River Basin: Willamette 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

Columbia _Slough (Middle Channel) 
148 

1. Such waste collection, treatment, and disposal facilities as have been 
approved in writing by the Sanitary Authority shall be constructed in 
accordance with approved plans and operated in accordance with the follow­
ing standards: 

a. At all times, all waste treatment facilities and equipment 
shall be operated and maintained at maximum efficiency and 
in a manner which will minimize waste discharges. 

b. The average daily flow of sewage into the treatment facilities 
during any dry weather month shall not exceed the design flow 
of 0.015 million gallons per day (MGD). 

_ c. - The motel restaurant grease trap shall be serviced daily to 
remove the collected grease. All grease removed shall be 
disposed of in a manner such that it does not cause a 
nuisance and does not affect the treatment plant or reach 
any of the waters of the state. 

d. During the period from June l to November 1, the quality of 
the sewage effluent discharged to the waters of Columbia 
Slough (Middle Channel) shall be ·governed by the following: 

1. The monthly average effluent 5-day 20• c. 
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) concentra­
tion shall not exceed 20 milligrams per 
liter (mg/l) (2.5 lbs/day). 

2. The monthly average effluent Suspended Solids 
concentration shall not exceed 20 mg/l (2.5 lbs/ 
day). 

-.;..-· 

e. At all times, the liquid effluent from the treatment facility 
shall receive adequa_te 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. 

f. 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. 
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2. The permittee shall effectively monitor the operation of the treatment 
facility and shall submit reports on prescribed forms containing the data 
collected to the Sanitary Authority at the end of each calendar month. 
D3.ta collected and recorded shall include, but not necessarily be limited 
to, the following parameters and minimum frequencies: 

Parameter 
Total Flow 
Chlorine Residual (effluent) 
Sludge Volume 

Minimum Frequency 
D3.ily 
D3.ily 
Daily 

3. 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 break­
down or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its 
recurrence. A permanent record shall be maintained of all such occurrences. 

4. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
____ or whenever a change in the waste to be discharged in excess of the con­

ditions 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. 

5. 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. 

6. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or type of waste disposal. 

7. 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. 

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



Cos~~politan rn,i'"cstrY-;::nt 1 IP.c 'I' 
1030 1-J.~ E~ Union Avoni1e 
For.tland, Oi:o;gon 972 32 

Jul:t 18 , 1953 

At:terrtion3 Yu:-"' £vans R~ I.1-3.tl)lti.~i.in, Vke Pr~asic:lent 
tit11.1 Ge-nera.l t~1nage;: 

Im: Waste D:lsch01rga ., eo.r:m:l. t 
-A.,,upl.7 .. c-?.tion ~10$ 632 

YotAr upplicatiorl for a l:~<.\5te Dil:-:;;lvirge Pet'tJit hz..3 be2n re;'\r!i~CiilCd W"1.d r(::cor.t::ner1ded 
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HLS:•:'ln 
Er,,;:losu;;:e 

Very truly yo>.rcs, 

I<eru10th lt~ .s1,ic~1$ 
Sc-<:.ret;tu:.~y and Chief E.r19it1£c;m~ 

· cci f<1rQ H,, L~ Qu.esl,nJ.y,~:1:-:ry c,f W" C-.. Slvcrs Ccrnp.J.t)y 
1''.'.ultnom:ih County Dc:pai:tme;nt of Public Uort.;t; 
Po.?.'tland D.:tnts.·1ct Office 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: Olney Elementary School 
School District No. 11 
Clatsop County 

July 26, 1968 

.Final plans have been submitted to the Sanitary Authority for an oxidation lagoon, 
with chlorination facilities and an outfall to the North Fork of the Klaskanine 
River, to serve the recently expanded Olney Elementary School. Olney School is 
located approximately 11 miles southeast of Astoria in Clatsop County. 

The lagoon is designed for a minimum holding period of five months. Due to adverse 
soil and ground water conditions, the existing subsurface disposal system does not 
function properly and will be abandoned. 

The plans have been reviewed and are approvable. Recommended Waste Discharge 
Permit conditions are attached for your consideration. 

Attachment. 



( 

RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PEHMIT CONDITIONS 

·Applicant: Olney Elementary School - Astoria 

6/30/70 Expiration Date: 

Application No.: 635 
Date Received: 6/28/68 
County: Clatsop 
River Basin: North Coast 
Receiving Stream: North Fork Klaskanine River 

0.1 River Mile: 

1. Such waste collection, treatment, and disposal facilities as have been 
_approved in writing by the Sanitary Authority shall be constructed in 
accordance with approved plans and operated in accordance with the fol­
lowing standards: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

At all times, all waste treatment facilities and equipment 
shall be operated and maintained at maximum efficiency and 
in a manner which will minimize waste discharges. 
The average daily flow of sewage into the treatment facilities 
shall not exceed the design flow of 0.005 million gallons per 
day (//!GD). 
During the period from June 1 to November 1, no effluent 
shall be discharged to the waters of the North Fork of the 
Klaskanine River. 
During the period from November 1 to June 1, the monthly 
average effluent 5-day 20° c. Biochemical Oxygen Demand 
(BOD) concentration shall not exceed 30 milligrams per 
liter (mg/l) (1.0 lb/day). 

e. 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/1 after 60 
minutes of contact time at the average design flow. 

2. The permittee shall effectively monitor the operation of the treatment 
facility and shall submit reports on prescribed forms containing the data 
collected to the Sanitary Authority at the end of each calendar month. · 
Data collected and recorded shall include,.butnot necessarily be limited 
to, the following parameters and minimum frequencies: · 

Parameter 
Total Flow 
Pounds Chlorine Used 
Chlorine Residual (effluent) 
pH (effluent before chlorination) 

Minimum Freguency 
Daily. 
Daily 
Daily 
3 times per week 

3. In the event the perrnittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this permit, due to breakdown of equipment or other cause, 



Olney Elementary .. School -2-

the permittee shall immediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the break­
down or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its 
recurrence. A permanent record shall be maintained of all such occurrences. 

4. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or whenever a change in the waste to be discharged in excess of the con­
ditions 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. 

5. 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. 

6. 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. 

b. That there has been a violation of any of the conditions con- -
tained herein. 

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or character 
of waste or type of waste disposal. 

7. In the eve~t 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. 



MEMORANDUM 

July 26, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: City of Warrenton, Clatsop County 

Final plans and specifications have been submitted to the Sanitary Authority for a 
gravity collection system, three pumping stations, and a 26-acre, two-cell oxida­
tion lagoon with chlorination facilities to serve the city of Warrenton, which is 
located on the Columbia River in Clatsop County. 

Waste disposal is presently accomplished by open ditches to waters 
tributary to the river, or, in some areas, by subsurface disposal. 
an adequate sewage system is critical. 

which are 
The need for 

The proposed treatment facilities are designed for approximately 2~ times the 
present population of 1,800 people. Because of limited funds, the collection 
system being proposed now will serve the business district plus a portion of 
residential Warrenton, or a population of approximately 1,000 people. The city 
plans to extend the collection system as funds become available • 

.. The plansc are. under review and are essentially approvable, with only a few 
details still to be resolved. The city has already called for bids on this 
project. 

Recommended Waste Discharge Permit conditions are attached for your consideration. 

Attachment 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: City of Warrenton 

9/30/69 Expiration Date: 

. Application No.: 639 
Date Received: 7/18/68 
County: Clatsop 
River Basin: Columbia 
Receiving Stream: Columbia River 
River Mile: 7 

1. 

2. 

Such waste collection, treatment, and disposal facilities as have been 
approved in writing by the Sanitary Authority shall be constructed in 
accordance with approved plans and operated in accordance with the fol­
lowing standards: 

a. At all times, all waste treatment facilities and equipment 
shall be operated and maintained at maximum efficiency and 
in a manner which will minimize waste discharges. 

b. __ The average daily flow of sewage into the treatment facilities 
shall not exceed the design flow of 0.45 million gallons per 
day (MJD). 

·.c. During the period from June 1 to November 1, the monthly 
average effluent 5-day 20° C. -Biochemical Oxygen Demand 
(BOD) concentration in the effluent discharged to the 
Columbia River shall not exceed 30 milligrams per liter 
(mg/l) (115 lbs/day). 

d. At all times, the liquid effluent from the treatment 
facility shall receive adequate disinfection prior to 
discharge from the controlled confinement of the treat­
ment facility. The effectiveness of disinfection shall 
be equivalent to that obtained by adequately mixing suf­
ficient 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. 

The perrnittee shall effectively monitor the operation of the treatment 
facility and shall submit reports on prescribed forms containing the data 
collected to the Sanitary Authority at the end of each calendar month. 
Data collected and recorded shall include, but not necessarily be limited 
to, the following parameters and minimum frequencies: 

Parameter 
Total Flow 
Pounds Chlorine Used 
Chlorine Residual (effluent) 
pH (effluent before chlorination) 

Minimum Freg?ency 
Daily 
Daily 
Daily 
3 times per week 

3. 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. 
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4. 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 break­
down or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its 
recurrence. A permanent record shall be maintained of all such occurrences. 

S. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or whenever a change in the waste to be discharged in excess of the con­
ditions 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. 

6. 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. 

7. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or type of waste disposal. 

8. 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. 

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



MEMORANDUM 

July 26, 1968 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

SUBJECT: C & H Enterprises, Inc., Umatilla 

C & H Enterprises, Inc., Umatilla, proposes to operate a floating dredge for 
the removal of aggregates and the recovery of minerals (gold) from the Columbia 
River near Irrigon in the pool behind the John Day Dam. 

The applicant proposes to discharge all waters from the separation operation 
near the bottom of the river by means of a suspended (weighted) exhaust stack. 
Start-up of operations will probably be after January 1, 1969. 

Recommended Waste Discharge Permit conditions have been prepared and are attached. 

Attachment 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

C & H Enterprises, Inc. - Umatilla 

6/30/70 

629 
6/21/68 
Morrow 
Columbia 
Columbia River 
282 - 284.5 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to the total volume of wash water 
from the permittee•s proposed floating dredge, aggregate plant, and mineral 
recovery operation which is to be located between river mile 282 and 284.5 
on the Columbia River within Morrow County, Oregon. 

2. Wash waters shall be discharged at the bottom of the river by means of a 
suspended exhau.st stack as indicated in Waste Discharge Permit application 
No. 629. 

3. Wash water discharges shall be further controlled as necessary to prevent 
nuisance conditions from occurring and to insure that turbidities in the 

. Columbia River downstream from the operation or attributable to the opera­
tioncdo. no.t exceed 5 Jackson Turbidity Units above natural background. 

4. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of by incinerator toilet, chemi<:al toilet, 
or other approved means such that they do not reach any of the.waters of the 
State of Oregon. 

5. ·In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with ·anr of the 
conditions of this permit, due to breakdown of equipment or other cause, 
·the permittee shal:l immediately notify theSanitary·Authority ?f the break­
down or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its 
recurrence. 

6. 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, col­
lecting samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 
related to this permit • 

. 1. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

8. 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. 
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9. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 



.I 

TYPE OF 
WASTE 

'.St. Helens Domestic 

Multnomah County, Domestic, 
Edgefield Cente Industrial· 

Wood Village Domestic 

. I 

" • 'i . , I . ( ' 

i. 
'i 

i 
'I: 

'j l 

SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICAN'r RECOMMENDED PERMIT ,coNDI1'IONS 
J • ' ! 

TYPE OF 
TREATMENT 

(Present) 
Primary 

Trickling 
filter 

RECEIVING 
J~J:,'COM. 

S':i:'REAM 
EXP IR. 

DATE· 

Coluqibia· 
River 

i2;31Y6a 
' 

Arata Creek 12/31/68 

Trickling Ara~a Creek: lU3l/68 
filter 

. '• 

I· 
' .. FLO\'/ ' 

" '· i ' 

(Ji;xistihg) 

tr61i·~n:!, 
' : '.·.,' ' ' 

o.ci1s mri 

0.2 MOD. 

. ··, 

i ' 

S~.MER LIMITATIONS 

IlQO 

I -

I . 

! •• ' 

SUSP .• SOLID.$ 

·, : 

:· 

' . '! i . 

SPECIAL REQUIRE~SN'rS 
I, 
I 

Sub~it J>rogram by' l2/l/68 for 
completing sew,ers 'ir Railroad I 
Addition by 12/3.1/69~ . Obtain I 
permission of sani.tai.;y 'AuthoriFY 
prior to ,constructing sewers ip. 

.. other ar$s., submit program br 
7/l/69'f<?r.Pl:oviding.see0nda.ry 
treatment by 7/1/72'. · 

Submit ~rogra!n by 11/1/68 for 
aJ;landohlng, qystein or fo.r provi -
ing'improved treatment by 5/1/ o. 

' D~spos~ of animal w9.stes .so th y 
do not directly reach Arata Cr ek. 

· o.r cause nuisance conditions. ,,. 
submit•prograin J:iy.11/l/E\8 for 
,abandoning system or for provi 
'ing improved: t~eatment by 5/l/ o. 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: City of St. Helens 

12/31/68 Expiration Date: 

Application No.: 98 
Date Received: 11/28/67 
County: Clatsop 
River &!sin: Columbia 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

Columbia River 
86.0 

1. The permittee shall submit by December 1, 1968, a detailed program and time 
schedule for planning, financing, and constructing sewers in the Railroad 
Addition by Ik"Cember 31, 1969. 

2. The permittee must obtain specific written permission from the Sanitary 
Authority prior to the construction of any new sewers or sewer extensions. 
Permission will be granted only if the permittee has (a) demonstrated to the 
Sanitary Authority that construction of such sewers will not delay or in any 
"NCJY interfere with the construction of sewers in the Railroad Addition, and 
(b) submitted plans and specifications to the Oregon State Board of Health 
and the Sanitary Authority for review and approval as required by ORS 449.245 

. and ORS 449.395. 

3. The permittee shall submit by July 1, 1969, a detailed program and time 
schedule for providing by July 1, 1972, approved waste treatment facilities 
adequate to insure that: 

a. All domestic and municipal sewage receives a minimum 
of secondary treatment, or equivalent (equal to 85% 
removal of Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) and 
Suspended Solids). 

b. The effluent receives a minimum of 60 minutes of 
chlorine contact time at the average design flow 
before being discharged from the controlled confine­
ment of the treatment facility. 

4. At all times, all existing waste treatment facilities and equipment shall be 
operated and maintained at maximum efficiency and in a manner which will 
minimize waste discharges. 

5. The average daily flow of sewage through the existing treatment facilities 
during any dry weather month shall not exceed the design flow of 1.6 million 
gallons per day (MGD). 

6. At all times, the liquid effluent from the existing treatment facility shall 
receive the maximum disinfection possible with existing equipment prior to 
discharge from the controlled confinement of the treatment facility. 

7. 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 loca­
tion of disposal of all sludge. 
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8. 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 
Total Flow 
Pounds Chlorine Used 
Chlorine Residual (effluent) 
ElOD (influent and effluent composite) 
Suspended or Settleable Solids (influent and 

effluent composite) 
pH (influent and effluent) 

Minimum Frepenc_y 
Daily 
Daily 
Daily 
2 times per week 
2 times per week 

3 times per week 

9. 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 

10. The sewerage system (pipelines, conduits, pumping stations, forcemains, and 
·-a11 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. 

11. 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. A permanent record shall be maintained of all such occurrences. 

12. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

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

14. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or type of waste disposal. 
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15. 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. 

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



City of St. Helens 
P. o. Box 37 
St. llelen,sl C.r€gotl 97051 

Gent! e:v.;n; 

July 9, 1968 

Re: \<laste- Di;;::11arge Permit 
A;;ipl1.cation No. 98 

At its ni.2etinJ on Jtlne 28, 1968, tl1e O.r:L:.gon Stn\:e .Santtru.-y Au~or-lty ~-r-l:.ended 
·the er,,ilr.ation date of yow~ pre$ent Temporary Pen"il; until July 31, 1963, and 
directed the staff to revise the reco:nmended pe.i-:-rnit. cond-it.iOns £or ac·ti.011 ~1t 
the July ~1s'Bting. A copy of the rev:l.sed conditions is attaC'hed for ;r= review 
and. coi:rn.ne..."1.ts. 

Thene conditions will he presented to the Authc.>J::i.ty at its next meeting to be 
held in noom 36, State Office EulldJ.ng, 1400 s. w. 5th Avenue, Portland, Oregon, 
July 26, 1968, begim:dng at 10:00 a.m. You ar.e lnv.1.ted to apfiC<'-r. at the meet;i.i:1g 
if you so desire. 

lft.S:an 
Atte.chraent 

cc: PortJ.~.11d D:L.<Jt.rict OffJ~ce 

Very b:uly yours, 

Rrnmet."l H. Spios 
S-ec:retary and Cb_lcf Er19ineer 



M. !;, McMICHAEL, MAYOR 

COUNCILMl:N: 

JOHN H. ZANIKER, PRES. 

NICK FED!:R!CI 

PAUL S. PAULSON 

:;ENEVA M. SHADLEY 

Oregon State S ..,ni ta.ry Authority 
Board of Health 
1400 S, W. 5th Street 
Portland, Oregon 97201 

Gentlemen: 

OFFICE OF CITY RECORDf:R 

~t. :!if2ktts, ®ugm1 
97051 

July 19, 1968 

- . -·-~·· - _.._.....,....,.., 
;~ ·l.~;'\?, ~ 

····---·----~O 

L, W. MICKE:LSON 
CITY RECORDER 

DAVID 0. BENNETT 
CITY ATTORNEY-

W. A. WE:LLBORN 
MUNICIPAL JUDGE 

S\ViEP MORTON, JR. 
SUPT. OF PUBLIC WOR~S 

GLENN I~ RAY 
CHIEF OF POLICE 

EVERETT L. EME:RSON 
FIRE CHIEF 

The correspondence between your authority and the Cit.y of St. Helens has been 
considered by t.he Council of the City of St, Helens at practically every Council 
meeting for the past several months in an attenipt to solve what seems to be an al­
most unsolvable situation. The problem facing the City is that sewer districts 
and sewer improvements in the City of St. Helens, except for city-wide projects, 
have been financed by improvement distr.ict bonding under the Bancroft Bonding Act, 

Traditionally in St. Helens it has been thought by the voters that the pro­
perty owners of one distrfot who have paid for construction of sewers should not 
be required to pay for sewers for the property owners of another district and, 
therefore, a general obligation bond issue for ·the PtU'POSe of building sewers 
to serve property o;mers in one district is thought to be alJnost certain to fail 
at any election for the issuance of such bonds. 

There are 306 privately 01med lots within the area of the proposed sewer 
which is referl'ed to here as proposed Sewer District 12, commonly referred to as 
Railroad Addition, An exanrlr1ation of the records in the County Assessor's office 
disclosed that valuations of properties are too low to permit boncl:ing for the full 
amount· of the cost of sewer construct.ion in the district. Many of the lots could 
not. be bonded for more than $100.00 each. It is estimated that the cost for such 
sewer will be roughly $500.00 per lot.. Section 223.220, ORS, which is known as 
the Bancroft Bonding Act, provides that property shall be converted to a 60 per­
cent valua\>ion, and the property owner can bond twice that amo1mt. We roughly 
compute that to be about 120 percent of the true cash value as sh01m by the Count.y 
Assessor's records. 

From this you can see that if the City would attempt to build the sewer as a 
sewer improvement district, paying for construction from proceeds of sale of Ban­
croft Bonds, tlw property owners would abandon the property rather than pay for the 
sewer assessment. This would mean that the City must have available fullds with 
which to constru.c·~ the sewer and pay for the constru.ction. The City would be re~ 
quired to sell the lots which would be taken in on foreclosure of the assessment 
liens. The City must pay for each lot not:.•bonded or each lot assessment not pa.id 
by the property mmer. 

The City Council is aware of the problem fao:ing the Sa.nitary Author:i.ty ancl 
is most sincere in it.s desire to cooperate in every way wi.th the Authority to the 
fullest extent·. The City regrets that due to the activities of one of the local 



11ew:ipa;,)<1rs a couple of years ago, the P.aiLroad Addition problt'1!1 of the City has 
b·cerx rimde i;rd.:o a poli.tical gi.~ .. :tc. The need ~J::td ttie dn.r~ger were bad £~tCiu.gh w:i.tl1-
out cn:.1~. cit:i.zens bacom.ing er)~tiona1ly in:vol~.red in :?. 3:1;tltatio-r,. ~if~icl1 at tfae t:L~ne 
seru'lts to o:f:fcr ve1"";l little hope of set.tle;m~int except. a.g ''re. ·a.re goint; tio ou.tlir~e 
in this letter, 

Befor.:i going. :l11to the probla>TI, and in answer to your reque!lt fo1• scmw plan 
that the City has in mind, m~y we review wh3.t the City has dom; in the past 10 
years, which i;;i much great<1r than yon will find most cit:i.es in the St.ate of Oregon 
ha'Te been able to acconipl:l.sh. 

1, Since 1958 the City has completed the Strand and River Street sewer 
to serve 14 lot.s at a cost of $6,400.00, or $400,00 per lot. This took raw sewage 
out of the dver, 

2. Sewer District 25 serves 57 lots at a cost of $18,28h.15, or $320.79 
a lot. In this area there are 23 new single-fmnily dwellings and 2 duplexes which 
have been coristructed since the sewers were instc.lled. No raw sewe,ge eoes into the 
river from .. this project., 

J. Neuman's Subdivision sewer serves 28 lots, at a cost of $10, 196.11 
with individual lot, co~·t;s·being from $291.32 to $361+.15. Since this sewer im;~;ul­
lation sh:: new homr1s have been constructed in alidi t,i._on to the 4 e;dst:ing at the 
time of the installation of the sewer. No r1m sewage goc•B into t.he river from 
th.ts project. 

4. · Sewer Di!ltrict 23 servas 293 lots at a cost of approxiJN:rtely $211, OC'-0 
of which $388,85 was borrw l:oJ each 58 x 108 f'oot lot with the rest beine paid by the 
Federal government under the Accelerated Public Works Program. No raw sewage goes · 
into tho rivm:• fx>cm this projoct. 

. 5. ·Sewer District 19 serves 127 lot.'..J and tracts, at n cost of approx:i.-
. rnn.tel~' $100,000.00 of wh1ch $402.61 was a:messcd to each 58 x 100 foot lot with 
the bale.nca being paid by Federal governmmr!; under the AFW proerBr.J. No raw sc::wa;:::e 
from this goes :i.nt.o·the river. 

6, Nigger Creek Tnm.k Sewer was coi:·stru.cted from the prciceeds of gem,ral 
obl1gat,ion bomls of the City of St, Heler:.s ~.t a co11t of $88,,310,60. This <ms not 
int.ended for indivJdv2l con."lectiems but to c.pcr, up nreas for other scwex· distl"ict.s 
and. to di.v">:;rt oc-;\rat;;e fx•ozn other over loaderl lit1es arid mak:e service to sc~,1e1~ dis­
tricts 19 a.nd 25 am'. li"mrmn 's Subdivision poci;:ilble. Sewer D:i.str).ct. 12 (Railroad 
Addition) will cormsct to this tnmk line, !lo raw se;mge from this trunk goes in­
to the river. 

7, Sewer District 30 (Port Indu:itr5.al S:i. te) was constructed at a cost. 
of app1•ox:imat.cly $145, OOJ, 00, of which :\z was paid. by the property owiwrs. Tho 
ct.her h:.<>li' comirJg fro1n Economfo DevBlopnwni; Ac'.mlnistrat:lon, This makes sewer 
service -possible fO!' a1~f:·as aJ.o:n.g Syl~es Road r1J1cl Bacl·ielor Flat Road. 1fo rE11<7 scr.n~ge 

from this goos Jn to thn ri.ver. 

8. Constrnct:ion of a Sewage Treatment Plirnt. i;,t a cost of $207, 322 ,41, 
and an Inte:r-ccptor Se''"'l' at a cost of $15h,227 ,61.i were c.ompleted :i.n 19)9 with 
th:U·ty percent cf the ccst being borne by Health, Education and Welfare Funda a11d 
the be.lance by General Oblig11,tion Bonds of the C:t ty of St, Heleni;. 



Not,e: This general obligation bond imrn"' was for $425,coo.oo. Approx:lmately 
$300,000,00 0f this was used for the Sewer Treatme.nt Plant aml Interceptor Sewer. 
Approximately $100,000.00 was us"d toward the Nigger Trunk Constl'uct:ton and approx­
imately $30,000.00 was set aside for RE.ilrmid Addition or District 12 construction 
and is the $30,000.00 that has been mentioned in the varim.w documents as the money 
on hand which the City of St. Helens can use. 

Prior to the constru.ction of the Sewer Treatment Plant·, all raw sewage was 
di.scharged into the Columbia River. We would. like to call your attention to the 
operating efficiency of 01ll' Sewr.:r TreatrM:mt Plant in that we have 78 percent effi­
ciency :L"'l BOD removal. During low river sta.ges all sewage is treated. 

The City at the pr.es~mt t:lme h~.s under study 3 differei1t proposals to allevi­
ate the sitnat.ion in Railroad Add.it.ion wklch r.cy be able to fit in with the tradi­
tion of the property owners of St. Helens, They are as foll.<0ws: 

1. The City proposes that under the St1pr~@e Court decision of Aloha Sa:n:l.tru-y 
District WJ. Wilkiri:i, the City will p;roceed with Sewer Distr:i.et 12, assess the 
property :for the esti:nat.ed cost of construGt:!.on and permit the prc>fJt1rty 01-mers to 
bond. If sufficient monBy is sectu:'et\ by this method, the City will proceed; other­
wise it will be nec<Jssary for' the City to present to St, Helens a general obl:l.gation 
bond issue foz• the a,ci:<:•unt of any d!!ficiem;y. Th.le, of course, would be bonding 
prior to the ccmstru.ction. 

2, The second l!;ethod of ccnsid.eratif'n is the one proposed by the property 
o•mers .then.wlves that each lot stand an ov,;r&.ll lien of $100.00 to be pa1.d in 
advance of construction and i.t' property owne>•s joimod onto the SBWF.):t' system, pay 
a $400.00 hook-up fee. 

J. If both mmtber 1 and 2 fail, th'O'n the C:i.t;r as a final resort mmld seek 
approval o.f a general obli.gaticm bond i:;sue to rJ:Jli.e the comitruction, but it is 
the opinion of the Connell that, such election would almost certainly be rejected. 

PLAHS-~- The City has instrm::tBd the E.c.1::;fooor to secure the enginc,ei.·ing and 
cost data to be brought up to date on Sewer DJ<'itrict 12 so that construction can 
start as soon as a f'ir.iar~ci.ng program bas -bee11 1vox·kcd O\lt" 

.F'UTlJRE PI~AfIS- ... - Ti1€·se call fol'· extens:'.,bn. of se1r>ier lines alo1ng SJ'11:es R.ontl .frorn 
the Highway t•> Bach8J.o.t· Flat R.oad and alone Jeclwlor Flat .Road toward V<:1rnon:ta Read. 
AnotJ:1<,r line '1ill m:tend thrcmgh Cedar Oak Subt!.lvision from Sykes Road to Bachelor 
Flat Road. Jt, will b<J possil:>le to serve A1.hH::hon Sul:«ilvision if thr..t arc)a is 
anne;<ed. tO ii}le C:i:t.y_. h."operties i.J) the e1:1t.j_1~H ax·cq. will- be assessed fol." the ~ot~1l 
const:t"uct.io_n cost.. 

If the City undr:rstantls thl'I order of tlv:: Authority, the Oregc;,;a Stnte Sanit~r.r 
Authority will re.fi.i.se, exci;;pt for ex•cepti.on:; hm•1,i.ns.£ter noted, to peri11it, 2ny of 
thei>·D futm:e cci:1etrc.i.,1;ions until Railroad Addit:ton has been coropleted, We feel 
that in vie1·1 o_f tlle Clty 1s ~cciper,;;i.tio.1:l an,1 J.t~; l',n\-~.sus.l pro,'hictiv-"$ recr,-,i;>(l ill co:n­
plying Yitb t.h-~ roqt~:l.rPt1ents of the atrt.~-1o:r: i~~:r ut.i wo hai;~e set out, such. i~e3t1•:i.ctiorJ. 
on future cons"tru.ct:i.on is doe.n~ing t.o property own·~rD in om• area able to afford 
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seweri'l the right to de•a,lcip th'"ir properties. We .further u:iderst!!;"ld lillder the 
reec,m.meno..at:i.en~ received by us with your letter of July 9 that tM.s provision 
has been m:;dified so that further extensions can be l1'.:;.de if it can be iihown to 
the Authod.ty 1s satisfaction that such constrw:::t,:ton will not interfere w:i.t.h the 
development of Railri:w.d Addition, Sewer District 12, but that this pGrmillsim·, 
is still 1mbject to review and refusal if t,he authority is of the opinion that 
the city could do more for Sewer District. 12, 

In addit.ion to all of the above that we have otttl:i.ned, we also want to call 
attenti-011 to t.he sev1er ta::.c assessment that i~ l'itr~d,:: J:1ontltly to each r11ater user of 
the City of St. He], ens of 25 cents on every water meter in the Ci-t;y, which goes 
into a Sewer Construction :F'imd. for Sewer Di:Jtriet 12, 

Yours very :tl'llly 

>!? ?!: 7lk~~t"'->e--
L. W. Hickelson 
Cit•y Recorder 



RE<COMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Multnomah County - Edgefield Center 

12/31/68 

292 
12/5/67 
Multnomah 
Columbia 
Arata Creek 
3.0 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to domestic sewage (including laundry 
wastes, canning and meat cutting wastes, milk parlor wastes, and all other 
such wastes'generated on the premises) and all animal wastes •. 

2. The permittee shall submit by November 1, 1968, a detailed program and time 
schedule for either: 

a. Abandoning the existing treatment plant and connecting all 
domestic sev.Jage to -an area-'lt1ide system, or 

b. Providing by May 1, 1970, an approved waste treatment 
facility or equivalent control of all domestic sewage 

·adequate to insure that: 

(1) The average concentration of 5-day 20° C. 
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) in the 
effluent discharged shall not exceed 
20 rng/l or 13 lbs/day. 

(2) The average concentration of Suspended 
Solids in the effluent discharged shall 
not exceed 20 mg/l or 13 lbs/day. 

(3) The effluent receives a minimum of 60 
minutes chlorine contact time at average 
design flow before being discharged from 
the controlled confinement of the treat­
ment facility. 

3. All animal wastes shall be disposed of in a manner such that they do not 
directly reach the waters of Arata Creek or create nuisance conditions. 

4. At ail times, all existing domestic sewage treatment facilities and equipment 
shall be operated and maintained at maximum efficiency and in a manner which 
will minimize waste discharges. 

5. The average daily flow of sewage through the existing treatment facilities 
--durin~ any dry weather month shall not exceed the design flow of 0.075 

million gallons per day (MGD). 

6. At all times, the liquid effluent from the existing treatment facilities shall 
receive the maximum disinfection possible with'existing equipment prior to 
discharge from the controlled confinement of the treatment facility. 
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Edgefield Center 
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7. 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 
reeord shall be maintained which indicates the quantity, method, and 
location of disposal of all sludge. 

8. 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 
Settleable Solids (influent and effluent) 
pH (influent and effluent) 
Chlorine Residual (effluent) 
Pounds Chl.orine Used 

Minimum Frequency 
·2 times per \veek 
3 times per week 
Daily 
Doily 

_9.-- 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. Breakdovrn information 

10. 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. 

11. No additional source of waste may be connected to the treatment facility and 
loads presently connected shall not be increased without prior written 
approval from the Sanitary Authority. 

12. 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 break­
down. or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its 
recurrence. A permanent record shall be maintained of all such occurrenceso-

13. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
.or 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. 

14.- Authorized-representatives of the Sanitary Authority $h2lll_be_p_ermitted, 
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. 
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15. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 

16. 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 additional conditions to this permit. 

17. This permit, or a photocopy thereof, shall be displayed at the treatment 
facility where it can be readily referred to by operating personnel. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

City of Wood Village 

12/31/68 

Application No.: 239 
Date Received: 12/1/67 
County: Multnomah 
River Basin: Columbia 
Receiving Stream: Arata Creek 
River Mile: 3.2 

1. The permittee shall submit by November 1, 1968, a detailed program and time 
schedule for either: 

a. 

b. 

Abandoning the existing treatment plant and connecting all 
domestic sewage to an area-wide system, or 
Providing by May 1, 1970, an approved waste treatment 
facility or equivalent control of all domestic sewage 
adequate to insure that: 

(1) The average concentration of 5-day 20° C. 
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) in the 

- - --- effluent discharged shall not exceed 
20 mg/l or 33 lbs/day. 

(2) The average concentration of Suspended 
Solids in the effluent discharged shall 

---not exceed 20 mg/l or 33 lbs/day. 

2. At all times, all existing waste treatment facilities and equipment shall be -
operated and maintained at maximum efficiency and in a manner which will 
minimize waste discharges. 

3. The average daily flow of sewage through the existing treatment facilities 
during any dry weather month shall not exceed the design flow of O. 20 
million gallons per day (MGD). 

4. At all times, the liquid effluent from the existing treatment facility shall 
receive adequate disinfection prior to discharge from the controlled confine­
ment 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 perm:i_ttee shall effectively monitor the operation and efficiency of the_ 
existing treatment plant and the quantity and quality of the effluent dis­
charged. A permanent record of all such data shall be maintained at the plant. 
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Data collected and recorded shall include, but not necessarily be limited 
to, the following parameters and minimum frequencies: 

Parameter 
Total Flow 
Settleable Solids (influent and effluent) 
pH (influent and effluent) 
Chlorine Residual (effluent) 
Pounds Chlorine Used 

Minimum Frequency 
Daily (after August 1, 1969) 
2 times per week 
3 times per week 
Daily 
Daily 

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 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. 

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 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. 
A permanent record shall be maintained of all such occurrences. 

11. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or whenever a change in the v1aste 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 cbange 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. 
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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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or type of waste disposal. 

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. 
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SUMMARY OF THE SIGNIFICANT ROCOMMENDED PERMIT CONDITIONS 
.I 

'rYPE OF TYPE OF . RECEIVING 
Wl\STE TREATMENT STREAM 

'Pacific Power & Filter bac 
tight, Mill Cit wash wat 

'.L. H. Cobb Rock crush Settling 
' (contractor) ing wash ponds 

water 

United Flav-R- Food "Ponds" 
. Pac Growers, I • processin 

1 
'Springbrook 

Les' Poultry, 
McMinnville I Poultry . 

processi 

Mallorie's Dairy, Dairy 
Silverton wastes 

·Beltview Dairy, 
Yamhill 

Dairy 
wastes 

Septic 
tanks 

North Santia 
River 

Tributary to 
Fanno Creek 

Springbrook 
Creek 

Trib. of 
N. Yamhill 

Trib. of 
Pudding R. 

N. Yamhill 
River 

RECOM. 
EXP IR. 

DATE 

6/30/69 

12/31/69 

12/31/68 

12/31/68 

3/31/69 

9/30/69 

FLOW 

SUMMERLIMITl\TIONS 

130D SUSP .• SOLIDS 

-

-

·r 
SPOCIAL REQUIREMEN'r,s 

Minimize waste discharge and 
resulting turbidity. 

No.wastes shall be d:Lscharged 
which will cause bottom, deposi 

Operate so no nuisance is · 
created. Submit program by 
12/1/68 for providing seconda 
treatment by 6/1/69. 

Submit plans to pump waste to 
city by 9/1/68. Construct 
facilitiE;!s by 12/31/68. 

Prevent· entry of animal waste 
into waters of sta,te. 

Construct subsurface disposal 
facilities for wash water and 
manure holding facilities 
adequate to prevent runoff. · 
before 8/1/69. 

CO!'ll1ENTS 

s. '· .. 

'•' 

I 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

_ ApPlicant: 

Expiration Date: 

-- Application No.: 
Date Received: 

--County: 
River Basin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

Pacific Power & Light Company ~ Mill City 

6/30/69 

419 
12/21/67 
Marion 
Willamette 
North Santiaro River 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to the total volume of filter back­
wash water discharged during the normal operation of the permittee's domestic 
water treatment plant at Mill City, Oregon. 

2. All water treatment processes shall be operated and maintained at all times 
at maximum efficiency and in a manner v1hich will minimize waste discharge and 
resulting turbi_dity to the North Santiam River. 

3. Sapitary wastes_shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recommend-ations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

4. 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 

~ -- ---·-~-·--or- cai:.rse ,-·---and -the ·steps-· taken to ·correct -the .. prolJlem-and- prevent --it·s--- recur-··----·-­
rence. 

S. 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, col­
lecting samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 
related to this permit. 

6. \•Jhenever a significant change in the character of the v,raste is antj_cipated 
or \Vhenever a change in the 111aste to be discharged in excess of- the conditions 
of this permit is anticipated, a ne\v 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. 

7. 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

.di:tional cdnili.tions -to ·this permit. 

- --8-. -This permit .is-subject to termin.ation 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. 

b. '!'hat there has been a violation of any _of the conditions . 
contained herein. 

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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---- - RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

Application No. 
Date Received: 
County: 
River Easin: 
Receivi~g Stream: 
River Mile: 

L. H. Cobb - Beaverton (Contractor) 

12/31/69 

174 
11/30/67 
Washington 
Willamette 
Unnamed tributary to Fanno Creek 

1. 11 i-Vastes, n as used in this permit, refers to the total volume of wash v-1aters 
-from the rock crushing facilities operated by the perrnittee. 

2. No wastes shall be discharged and no activities shall be conducted which will 
cause the formation of appreciable bottom or sludge deposits or the formation 
of any organic or inorganic deposits in the waters of the unnamed tributary 
to Fanno Creek which will be deleterious to fish or other aquatic life, or 
injurious to public health, recreation or industry. 

3. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon 
State Board of-Health and the local county health department. 

4. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this permit, due to breakdm-m of equipment or other cause, the 

-----permit tee shal-1-irnrnedia tel y -notify the-Sanitary Authority--of the. breakdown or 
cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recurrence. 

5. 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 tin1es for the purpose of making ir1spections, surveys, col­
lecti.ng samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 

-related to-this permit. · 

6. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or whenever a change in the 1Naste 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. 

7. In the event that a change in the conaitions of the receiving waters results 
in a dangerous degree of pollution, the Sanitary Authority may specify ad-

- ditiona1·conditions-to·this permit. 

s •. -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 • 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of w0ste or method of waste disposal. 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PEIDIIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

United Flav-R-Pac Growers, Inc. - Springbrook Plant 

12/31/68 

281 
12/5/67 
Yamhill 
Willamette 
Springbrook Creek 

1. "V.Jastes," as used in this pennit, refers to industrial process waters, cooling 
waters, and other liquid waste discharges cited in the permit application sub­
ject to the limitations and provisions imposed by the conditions of this permit. 

2. All plant processes and all waste collection, treatment, and disposal facilities 
shall be operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency, such that 
it does not create a health hazard or nuisance co_ndition, and in a ma~ ~h 
:wf11 minimize \'Jaste-discharges to Springbrook Creek. 

3. A detailed program and time schedule shall be submitted by not later than 
December 1, 1968, for providing by not later than June 1, 1969, secondary 

...... ±reatment or. equivalent control of waste discharges. 

4. All solids which are removed from the \Vaste v1ater are to be utilized or dis­
posed of in a manner which will prevent their entry into the waters of the 
.state. 

5. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

6. 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. 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, col­

. 'l:ecting samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 
related to this permit. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
____ D£ ___ w_h~ne_y:_er __ §1: __ c:;h~ri:ge __ in_ the wast~ ___ t __ g _b_E;'.! __ .di_.$_C_harged in_excess of the_ ~011ditions 

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. 

9. 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. 
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United Flav-R-Pac Growers, Inc. - -2-
Springbrook Plant 

10. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of ivaste or method of waste disposal. 
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[lNr 1Et\P · PERM 
------ i ~· ---- ! ----

Mr. H. L. Sawyer 

i !t°l~L:(~r~· .. :-~{?/~L~ :j:.- ~1~Jff(I~ c~L~t(«0:r.~,. •0x:•:JO!'.:/ 
r~\(~J~.E'., (~.~{;:~ 1~~1\:·~-~~·::~·-i ·_ 

MAILING ADDRESS: P. 0. BOX 3288 

Ju 1 y 1 I , I 968 

I Fila 
No. 

OREGON STATE S;'riiTA;;Y AUTHOS:m 
Waste Dis<~l<>,_ i':rc:iit Progrsm 

£-nvad .JUL 12 1968 

I 

Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
P. O. Box 231 
Portland, Oregon 97207 

.r~?J ll!Jvl. No• ................................. ---

__ ..... .-. ... ., .................. _.,,,~ 
Dear Mr. Sa1•1yer: 

In accardarlce with the instruction we have received to submit comments 
relative to the Preliminary Recommended Waste Discharge Permit Condi­
tions by July 12, 1968, we wish to make the following Information avai !­
able to you. 

:we fully accept the conditions enumerated in item one·and in terns four 
through ten. However, in connection with i tern two, we have the imp res­
s ion that if a nuisance condition occurs as a result of our operation 
of the Springbrook plant, that it is to a very few persons >vhci are 
particularly vocal in their representation to the Sanitary Authority. 
The economic benefits which are conferred upon the Newberg community 
by our plant operation should, in some manner, be equated With these· 
complaints. I hardly need mention the payroll amounting to nearly one­
thi rd of a mi 11 ion do I Jars per year, the second largest for Nsv1berg. I 
probably should mention the fact that there is a contingent agreement 
with ?referred stockholders in the forr;ier Springbrook Packing Company 
to pay them nearly $200,000 over a period of several ~ears provided this 
plant may be operated with some certain percent of margin during those 
years. These shareholders include a large percentage of the residents 
of Newberg as well as farmers in that community. 

In connection with item three, we have been furnished with co?ies of 
the engineers 1 reports to the City of Newberg "' i th p roposa 1 s for the i r 
sewage treatment program which indicate that sewers could not, under 
the most favorable conditions, be available before late 1970. In this 
connection I might add that the "favorable conditions" of a 75% grant 

·from combined federal and state governments do not appear to be avail­
able at this time to the City of Newberg. Wa will continue to study 
that and any other possible methods of equivalent control of waste 
discharges between now and December I, 1968 at which time ~1e must conclude 
whether continued operation of that plant is feas\ble. 

AFFILIATED WITH: North Pacific Canners & Packers, Inc. MEMBER OF: Northwest Conners & Freezers Association 
National Conners Association• Norlhwest-Pockers&Growers, Inc.• Associated Blue lake Green Bean Canners, !nc. 
Purple Pluni Association • Associaied Orenon Industries. 
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We are fully aware that conditions at the Springbrook plant will have 
to be improved. The plant Is old and inefficient to operate. The 

-city of Newberg taxes the plant for being in the city, but cannot pro­
vide adequate water or adequate sewage disposal faci Ii ties so tnat we 
do not obtain the benefits of lower insurance rates, and we were even 
threatened with loss of industrial water at our peak season last year 
when their reservoir dropped to a certain level. However, that plant 
has been providing payroll and taxes for a number of years and should 
deserve at least the consideration that is given to a new plant con­
structing a lagoon system near a populous area, whrch has been approved 
by the Sanitary Authority. 

We appreciate your establishing a date for our report to your office 
of our intended program of waste disposal, which will permit us to 
schedule production in another area if we are unable to meet yo~r 
conditions for operating at Springbrook. 

DES:sg 

Very truly yours, 

Ut,ITED FLAV-R-PAC GRO\vERS, INC. 

' 07 . 
(~~~1;1~1_,/ 

____ ·- D._ E. Snyder J' 
Secretary-Treasurer 
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-- RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERi'IIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration rate: 

-Application No. : 
Date Received: 

.County: 
River Basin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

Les' Poul try - McMinnville 

12/31/68 

520 
1/22/68 
Yamhill 
Willamette 
Intermittent Tributary of the North Yamhill River 

J.. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to industrial process waters, 
cooling waters, and other liquid waste discharges cited in the permit 
application, subject to the limitations and provisions imposed by the 
condition of this permit. 

2. 'The permittee shall submit detailed engineering plans fo:r a collection 
and pumping system adequate to discharge all wastes (including sanitary 
wastes) to the McMinnville sewerage-system to the Oregon State Sanitary 
Authorit')' for review and approval prior to September 1, 1968. Such_ .f<'lcili­
ties ·shall be constructed in accordance with the approved plans and placed 
.ilnto operation prior to December 31, 1968. 

3. All solids which· are removed from the waste water are to be utilized or 
disposed of in a manner which will prevent their entry into the waters of 
the state. 

4. Until the collection and pumping system is operable, all sanitary wastes 
Shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system which has been 
:installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon State Board 
of Health and the local county health department. 

5. 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

6. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall be permitted 
access to the premises of all facilities owned and operated by the permittee 
at aJ.l reasonable times for the purpose of making inspections, surveys, col­
:!lecting samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 
reJ.ated to this permit. 

7. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 
lNo change shall be miide until plans are approved and a new permit issued. 



( 

Les• Poultry - ---2-

8. In the event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results 
in a dangerous degree of po~lution, the Sanitary Authority may specify ad-

- -- --ditional conditions to this permit. 

9. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMI'r CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

Application No.: 
Date Received:' 
County: 
River Ea.sin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

Mallorie's D:liry, Inc., Silverton 

3/31/69 

208 
12/1/67 
Marion 
Willamette 
Intermittent, unnamed tributary to the Pudding River 

1. 11 ~'/astes," as used in this permit, refers to animal wastes and the total volume 
of water used to wash down the dairy herd prior to each milking (50,000 
70,000 gallons per day). 

2. All plant processes and all waste callee ti on, treatment, and disposal facilities 
shall be operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a 
manner which will minimize waste discharges to an unnamed tributary to the 
Pudding River. 

3. All animal wastes shall be utilized or disposed of in a manner which will not 
cause a ntlisance and \'Till prevent their entry into the- waters of the state .. 

4. Sanitary-wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance v1ith the recomrnendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

5. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this permit, due to breakclo1.rn1 of equiprnent or other cause, the 
permitte.e shall immediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence .. 

6. 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 makir1g inspections, surveys, col-­
lecting samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 
related to this permit. 

· 7. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or ivhenever a change in the wa:::.te to be disc11arged 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. 

8. 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. 



Mallorie's Dairy, Inc.-,- Silverton -2-

9. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 



R£COl1MENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PiORMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Beltview Dairy, Yamhill 

9/30/69 

212 
12/1/67 
Yamhill 
Willamette 
North Yamhill River 

1. "~\Tastes, 11 as used in this permit,_ refers to animal \.<1astes ar1d the total 
volume of water and disinfectant and detergent used in the daily cleansing 
of the permittee's milking parlor and equipment. 

2. The permittee shall proceed to construct and place into operation before 
August 1, 1969: 

a. Subsurface disposal facilities adequate to inslire 
. no surface runoff of wash waters into the North 

Yamhill River. 
b. Manure-holding facilities adequate to insure no 

... surface runoff of . .animal. wastes into the .North 
Yamhill River. 

3. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been.installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

4. In the event the permittee is temporarily.unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this permit, due to breakdoi.-1n 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 recur­
rence. 

5. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall be permitted 
access to the premises of all fc;<cilities owned and operated by the permittee 
at all reasonable times for the purpose of making inspections, surveys, col­
lecting samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 
related to this permit. 

--5. ---v.lhenever a---signifi·cant- ·change in -the character of the- waste- i-s -anticipated 
or whenever a change in the \l/aste to be discharged in excess of the conditions 

··-of this permit is anticipated, a new application -shall be ·submitted together 
witl1 the necessary reports, plans, and specifications £or the proposed changes. 

__ No change shall be made until plans_ 11re approvecl and a new permit _is_sued. 

7. 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. 



Beltview Dairy, Yamhill -2-

8. This permit is subject to termination i.f the Sanitary Authority finds: 

a. That it was 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 
contained herein. 

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERNIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Ash Grove Lime & Portland Cement Company 

3/31/73 

350 
12/13/67 
Multnomah 
Willamette 
Willamette River 
3.0 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to cooling waters, rock wash.Ing 
waters, dust collector disposal water, and sanitary sewage. 

2. The permittee's .Industrial wastes shall be disposed of or discharged .i.n a 
manner such that no nuisance conditions are created. 

3. All plant processes and waste treatment and disposal fac.i.lities shall be 
operated and maintained at all t.i.mes at max.i.mum efficiency and in a manner 
which w.i.11 minimize waste discharges. 

4. Uncontaminated cooling waters may be discharged directly to the Willamette 
River. 

5. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

6. 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. 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 t1mes for the purpose of making inspections, surveys, collect1ng 
samples, obtaining data, and carry1ng out other necessary functions related 
to this permit. 

-8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

9. 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. 

·. ··, .. 



Ash Grove Lime & Portland Cement Company · -2-

10. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Fibreboard Corporation - Pabco 

6/30/69 

309 
12/7/67 
Multnomah 
Willamette 
Willamette River 
7.6 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to felt paper wastes and sanitary 
sewage. 

2. The permittee shall negotiate with the City of Portland to accept all of the 
perJnittee's wastes into the city interceptor se>/er within thirty (30) days 
after notification of completion of the sewer in front of the permittee's 
property. 

3. Prior to September 30, 1968, the permittee shall submit a detailed program 
and time schedule for providing before April 30, 1969, waste control facili­
ties adequate to meet the city's requirements for discharge to the sanitary 
sewer. 

4. All plant processes and waste treatment and disposal facilities shall be 
operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner 
which will minimize waste discharges. 

5. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drain field system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recontrnendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

6. 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. 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. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated or 
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 togethe.r 
with the necessary reports, plans, and specifications for the proposed changes. 
No charn3e shall be made until plans are approved and a new permit issued. 

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



Fibreboard Corporation - Pabco ~2-

10. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 



PP.PER PRODUCTS CORPORATION 

Mr. Kenneth H. Spies, Secretary 
Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
1400 S, W. 5th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97201 

SUBJECT: Waste Discharge Permit Application 309 
Fibreboard Corporation 
Pabco Roofing Division 
6350 N, W. Front Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

Dear Mr. Spies: 

G:a5o H. w. FRONT AVENUE • PORTLAND e. OREGON 

July 9, 1968 

OREGON STA~·r.: ':-··'''.""',,!\,;,'{ AUTH!mff'V 
Waste D';::"" · '"'!:t Progra1J1 

Recei"'d Ju L 11 196& 

Appl. 11o,.:..S/L.1. ....... ~---

In your letter of July 1st you requested connnents regarding the 11Recommended 
waste Discharge Permit Conditions,» 

We have discussed our waste fibre problem with Mr. Hahn of the Portland Sewer 
User Department and have submitted samples for analysis. Last year we issued a 
Purchase Order to Stevens, Thompson, Runyan & Ries, Inc. to evaluate our wastes and 
prepare plans for collection and separation of these wastes satisfactory to both th'! 
Oregon State Sanitary Authority and the City of Portland Sewer Department, After some 
preliminary work it was decided to halt until we could get firm figures on the Sewer 
Department's charge for suspended solids and BOD. At this writing we have been unable 
to get these costs. We cannot make a decision on waste water separation or primary 
treatment until these costs are known. 

When these costs are available the Engineering firm will need time to evaluate 
and prepare the necessary plans. The time required depends on the work load. 

We would prefer to discuss the time schedules for submitting a detailed program 
a:fter we have determined"what the sewer charges will be. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

FWW:pp 

cc :: l<I o Simon 
Montgomery Street 

Very truly yours, 

F. W. Wo0d 
Plant Man.ager 

l,/V"!-ts;: Poil!J.:-ion C0:i.f.u-t 
Oregon SL:i..:c Bc.:rd c'. I2~--~.li1 

(ffirn@rnOWill 
JUL ! i 1968 

-----DNF ____ TEMP _____ PERM 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

International Terminals 

12/31/68 

361 
12/14/67 
Multnomah 
Willamette 
Willamette River 
3.9 

1. "Wastes, t1 as used in this permit, refers to cooling i..11aters and sanitary 
sewage. 

2. The permittee shall negotiate with the city of Portland to accept all the 
permittee'S wastes and the wastes of the other firms which are connected to 
the permittee's sewers into the city interceptor sewer within thirty (30) 
days after notification of completion of the sewer in front of the permittee's 
property and tne other firms' properties. 

3. Uncontaminated cooling waters may be discharged directly to the Willamette 
River from Container Corporation of America and Sefton Can Company. 

4. ·In the event· the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this permit, due to breakdoi,.11n 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 recur­
rence. 

5. Authoriz,ed 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, col­
lecting samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 
related.to this permit. 

6. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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 nevi pern1it issued. 

7. 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. 

8. 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. 

b. · That there h~s been a violation of any of tl1e conditions 
contained herein. 

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Beaver Creamery Association 

9/30/69 

447 
12/27/67 
Tillamook 
North Coast 
West Creek 
15.0 - 0.5 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to whey, wash down water, and 
sanitary sewage. 

2. The permittee shall submit an engineering report a.nd time schedule by not 
later than. Septem]Jer 30, 1968, for providing by not later than September 30, 
1969, secondary treatment or equivalent control of all waste discharges. 

3. In the interim period until adeqtiate waste treatment facilities are provided, 
all plant processes and waste treatment and disposal facilities shall be 
operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner 
which will minimize waste discharges. 

4• The permittee shall submit "Monthly fu.iry Industry Waste Reports" on forms 
supplied by the Oregon State Sanitary Authority. 

5. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon 

.State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

6. 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. 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. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

·· 9. 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. 
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Beaver Creamery Association -2-

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

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

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Central Cheese Association 

9/30/69 

263 
12/4/67 
Tillamook 
North Coast 
Nestucca River 
2.0 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to-whey, wash down water, and 
sanitary sewage. 

2. The permittee shall submit an engineering report and time schedule by not 
later than September 30, 1968, for providing by not later than September 30, 
1969, secondary treatment or equivalent control of all waste discharges. 

3. In the interim.period until adequate waste treatment facilities are provided, 
all plant processes and waste treatment and disposal facilities shall be 
operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner 
which will minimize waste discharges. 

4. The permittee shall submit "Monthly Dairy Industry Waste Reports" on forms 
supplied by the Oregon State Sanitary Authority. 

5. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

6. 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. 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. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

9~ 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. 
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Central Cheese As"sociation -2-

10. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHA.RJE PEH!1IT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Cloverdale Creamery Association 

9/30/69 

608 
4/22/68 
Tillamook 
North Coast 
Nestucca River 
7.0 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to whey, wash down water, and sanitary 
sewage. 

2. The permittee shall submit an engineering report and time schedule by not 
later than September 30, 1968, for providing by not later than September 30, 
1969, secondary treatment or equivalent control of all waste discharges. 

3. In the interim period until. adequate waste treatment facilities are provided, 
all plant processes and waste treatment and disposal facilities shall be 
operated and rraintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner 
which w:ill minimize waste discharges. 

4. The permittee shall submit "Monthly Dairy Industry Waste Reports" on forms 
supplied by the Oregon State Sanitary Authority. 

5. Sanitary sewage shall either be discharged into a city sewer system or dis­
posed of in accordance with the recommendation of the Oregon State Eoard of 
Health and the Tillamook County Health Department by September 1, 1969. 

6. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply w:ith 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. 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. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

9. In the.event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results 
in a dangerous degree of pollution, the Sanitary Authority may spe<::ify ad­
ditional conditions to this permit. 
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Cloverdale Creamery Association -2-

10. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration !Ete: 

Application No.: 
03.te Received: 
County: 
River Basin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

Hebo Cheese Association 

9/30/69 

ll9 
ll/29/67 
Tillamook 
North Coast 
Three Rivers 
10 - l 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to whey, wash down water, and 
sanitar}' sewageo 

2. The permittee shall submit an engineering report and time schedule by not 
later than September 30, 1968, for providing by not later than September 30, 
1969, secondary treatment or equivalent control of all waste discharges. 

3. In the interim period until adequate waste treatment facilities are provided, 
all plant processes and waste treatment and disposal facilities shall be 
operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner 
which will minimize waste discharges. 

4. The permittee shall submit "Monthly fuiry Industry Waste Reports" on forms 
supplied by the Oregon State Sanitary Authority. 

5. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recorrnnendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

6. 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 irrnnediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the probl.em and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. 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. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the ~'aste is anticipated 
or 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 toget.her 

-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. 

9. 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. 
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Hebo Cheese Association -2-

10. 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. 

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

c. 1'hat there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Mohler Creamery Association 

9/30/69 

260 
12/4/67 
Tillamook 
North Coast 
Nehalem River 

1. "Wastes," as used in this perrni t, refers to whey, wash do\-m water, and 
sanitary sewage. 

2. The permittee shall submit an engineering report and time schedule by not 
later than September 30, 1968, for providing by.not later than September 30, 
1969, secondary treatment or equivalent control of all waste discharges. 

3. In the interim.period until adequate waste treatment facilities are provided, 
all plant processes and waste treatment and disposal facilities shall be 
operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner 
which will minimize waste discharges. 

4. The permittee shall submit "Monthly Dairy Industry Waste Reports" on forms 
supplied by the Oregon State Sanitary Authority. 

--S. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which. has been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

6.· 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. 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. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

9. 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. 



Mohler Creamery Association -·2-

10. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERi'IIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

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

Oretown Cheese Association 

9/30/69 

99 
11/28/67 
Tillamook 
North Coast 
Nestucca Bay 
0.0 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to whey, wash down water, and 
sanitary sewage. 

2. The permittee shall submit an engineering report and time schedule by not 
later than September 30, 1968, for providing by not later than September 30, 
1969, secondary treatment or equivalent control of all waste discharges. 

3. In the interim period until adequate waste treatment facilities are provided, 
all plant processes and waste treatment and disposal.facilities shall be 
operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency and in a manner 
which will minimize waste discharges. 

4. The perrriittee shall submit "Monthly Dairy Industry Waste Reports" on forms 
supplied by the Oregon State Sanitary Authority. 

s. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to a septic tank and drainfield system 
which has been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon 
State Board of Health and the local county health department. 

6. 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 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recur­
rence. 

7. Authorized representatives of the Sanitary Authority shall be permitted access 
to the premises of all facilities ovmed 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. 

8. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

9. In the.event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results 
in a dang0rous degree of pollution, the Sanitary Authority may specify _ad~· 
ditional conditions to this permit. 
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Oretown Cheese Association -2-

10. 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. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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Lumber c 
1
., Ha~dboard 
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l 

TYPE OF 
TRE/\TMENT 
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tion and 
settling 

Settling 
and land 
disposal 
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SciJggin 
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3/31/69 
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Es'lentially 
·same as raw 

',.;ater 
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,·1.:' 
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' 
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-.j ,: 

I 

I 
Es;>el'tially

1 

I! ! ; 

' ' 

same.as raw 
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iS~/rIAL · R8QUlREMGNTS' 
, 'If·. I' ·j , 

'. i -. i, 
between· 7.0 arid 8.5. 

, . ' I 

Temper.a;t}lt'e - .not more than 
30°i F~; a'.bove river~ :_. 

pH
1 

.;. be~ween 6. 5 arid 8 • 5 • 
E~sehtially .no settleqb'l.e 
j: .. ' i :: I 

'.1 i-
.), 

pH 

soli s, 

, . . I .. ' 

T·o• t. al l'it;rogen shali not .exceedj 
, 10 mg/l. , ' , • 
Ammohia riitrogen shall not exce d 
? rrig/l•' ' ' ! ' 

Operate oil· recovery systems at 
maximum. efficiencx· 

Sllbmit pi-,:.gran\ by 12/l/6S for 

Pf·. ov. i(li. n~ , second.· ary, .• tre~tment. b~. ;L/1/69, ·Dispose of waste on 
land 7/1/68 to 11/1/68. Ope.rat 
settling pond for qiaximum reten 
tion of1 Suspended Solids. 
' ' . ' ., ' 

. I <t 

"': 

I; 

' 
1'' I 

1:! 11 

COI"1MEN'l'S 

'.' 

.: . 

(See letter) 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: 

Expiration Date: 

Application No.: 
Date Received: 
County: 
River fu.sin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

Anodizing, Inc .. 

6/30/69 

34 
11/17/67 
Multnomah 
Willamette 
Columbia Slough 

1. u1vastes, ti as used in this permit, refers to sanitary v.Jast.es, industrial process 
_wastes, cooling \.-Jaters, and other liquid v.1aste discharges cited in the permit_ 
application subject to the limitations and provisions imposed by the conditions 
of this permit. 

2. The average waste flow discharged to Columbia Slough shall not exceed 220,000 
gallons per day (gpd). 

3. Such treatment facilities as have been approved by the Sanitary Authority shall 
be continUC:ni.Sly and efficiently operated to produce an ef-fluent having: 

a. A pHrange between 6.5 and 8.5 
- -b~-E:ssentially no- settleable solids 

4. The permittee shall effectively monitor the wastes discharged and subnit 
reports to the Sanitary Authority immediately following the end of each 
calendar--month: · Data shall be collected at the frequency indicated for each __ _ 
waste \va.ter discharge for the follo1;1ing parameters 1 unless otheri.<Jise agreed 
to by the Sanitary Authority: 

Parameter 
Flow 
pH 
Nitrates 
Sulfates 
Sodium 
Aluminum 
Copper 
Nickel 

Minimum FreS\':'enst 
Daily 
Daily 
Monthly 
Monthly 
Monthly 
Monthly 
Monthly 
Monthly 

5. The sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to approved septic tank and drainfield 
systems, or by other approved means. 

6. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this perrni t, dl1'2 to breakc101,vn of equipment or other cause, the 

-Permittee Shall --imffiediately notifY ttte Sanitary Authority of tr1e bi:-'2akdo1.11r1 or 
cause, and the steps taJcen to correct the problen1 and prevent its recurrence~ 

7. Autl1orized represer1tat·ives of the Sanitary Autl1ority shall be permitted access 
to the premises of all facilities owr.ecl and operated by the perrnitteeat all 
reasonable times for the purpose of making inspections, surveys, collecting 
samples, obtaining data, and car.rying out other necessa.ry functions related 
to this permit. 
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.Anodizing, Inc-. 

8. '(.IJhenever a significant change in the character of the 'rdaste is anticipated 
or \-Vhenever a change in the waste to be di·scharged in exCess of the conditions 
of this pennit is anticipated, a neo,v application shall be subr.tltted together 
'\'1ith the necessary reports, plans, and specifications for the proposed changes. 
No change shall -be made until plans are approved and a nevr permit issued. 

9. 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. 

· 10·~ This permit is. subject to termination if the Sanitary-Authority finds: 

a. 'l'hat 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 
contained herein. 

c. That there has been a material cl1ange in quantity or 
character of \vaste or method of v.raste disposal. 
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- RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: Shell Chemical Company - St. Helens 

Expiration Date: 3/31/69 

Application No.: 110 
Date Received: 11/29/67 

Columbia 
Columbia 
Columbia River 
82.0 

County: 
River Basin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

1. ni'lastes, n as used in this permit, refers to industrial process waters, cool..., 
ing waters, sanitary wastes, 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 quantity and quality of liquid effluent discharged to the waters of the 
state by the permittee shall be go\rerned by the follo\·1ing: 

a. The total waste flow shall not exceed 25 MGD. 
b. The pH range shall be between 7 .0 and 8 .5. 
c. The temperature of the waste stream shall not be 

-------raised-more than 30° F. above the temperature of 
· the river water at the point of intake. 

d. The maximum concentration of total nitrogen shall 
not exceed 10 milligrams per liter (mg/l). 

e.;~· The maximum- concent-ration of ammonia· nitrogen shall 
not exceed 5 mg/l. 

f. The 5-day 20° C. Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) and 
Suspended Solids concentrations of the waste ~dater 
discharges shall be essentially the same as that of 
the raw river water at the plant's water intake. 

3. Oil collection and recovery systems shall be continuously operated and main­
tained to achieve maximum removal efficiency. 

4. All solids or sludges which are removed from waste waters are to be utilized 
or disposed of in a manner which will prevent their entry into the waters of 
the state. 

5. The company shall effectively monitor its waste discharge and submit reports 
of.daily waste discharge data to the Sanitary Authority immediately following 
the end of each calendar month. Data shall be collected daily for the follow­
ing parameters unless otherwise agreed to by the Sanitary Authority: 

-- --a. - Flow (total) 
b. Temperature 

1. Intake 
2. Discharge 

c. Nitrogen 
1. Total (Kjeldahl) 
2. Ammonia 

d. pH (continuously monitored and recorded) 
- -- .(report daily range) 
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Shell Chemical Company -
St. Helens 

-2-

6. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to an approved septic tank and drainfield 
system or by other approved means. 

7. In the event the permittee is temporarily unable to comply with any of the 
conditions of this perrnit, due to breakdotvn of equipment or other cause, the 
permittee shall immediately notify the Sanitary Authority of the breakdown 
or cause, and the steps taken to correct th~ problem and prevent its recur-

_rence. 

B. 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, col­
lecting samples, obtaining data, and carrying out other necessary functions 
related to this permit. 

9. Whenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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. 

10. 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. 

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

a. That it \rlaS procured by misrepresentation of any n1ateria_l 
fact or by lack of full disclosure in the application. 

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 
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OREGON STATE SANITARY AUTHORITY 
STATE OFFICE BUILDING 

1400 S. W. STH AVENUE 

PORTLAND, OREGON 97201 

Mr. R. H. Slaugl1tcr 
Plant Superintendent 
Shell Chemical Company 
P. 0. Box 427 

July 18, 1968 ~°' JUL 1 !-1 lOOB 

~ fl'i:>, ___ )/.{:?.-. ...... ,,. .. __ 
~ ....... ......_. ............ ,..~,,~· 

St. Helens, Oregon 97051 Re: I\£ 3-0 Shell Chemical, St. Helens 
WDP Application 11110 

Dear Mr. Slaughter: 

This_ is in anst•cr. to your letter of J_uly 11, _1968,__ commenting 
upon the RecomrnenC.cd Waste Discharr.e Permit Conditions set forth 
by the staff for the Shell Chemical Company operation in St. llelens. 

_In considering Item 2-b _(pli range) of the quality of liquid 
effluents to be discharged you cocmontc<l that on several occasions 
spot checks of tl1e Columbia River witer into the plant ranged 
up to B.2. In checking back an error was made in tl1e suggested 
range and shoulJ have been 1:0 to 8.5. A revised copy is 
enclosed for your inforsation. 

You also raised a question as to wl1ether you should report 
average pH or the pl! range when rnonitoring facilities are 
completed in August. The daily pH range should be reported 
since we are concerned witl1 the extreues outside tl1e range 
7.0 to fi.5. 

You are reminded that this waste <lisci1arge permit will be considered 
by the Sani t:iry Authority for fornal adoption at the 111eeting on 
July 26, 1963, in Room 36, State Office Building, 1400 S. W. 5th, 
Portland, Oregon, beginning at 10 a.ti. You are invited to appear 

---~t ti1e meeting if you so desire . 

. _ Very truly yollrs, 

---10C:lb Kenneth IL Spies 
State Sanitary Ungineer 

cc: Portland District 



RECOMMENDED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT CONDITIONS 

Applicant: Stimson Lumber Company, Forest Fiber Products Company 
-Division, Forest Grove 

Expiration Date: 12/31/68 

Application No.: 
·Date Received: 

132 
11/29/67 
Washington 
>-iillamette 
Scoggin Creek 
4.0 

County: 
River Basin: 
Receiving Stream: 
River Mile: 

1. "Wastes," as used in this permit, refers to industrial process waters, cooling 
waters, sanitary wastes, 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 permittee shall submit a detailed program by December 1, 1968, for provid­
ing by not later than November 1, 1969, at least secondav1 treatment or equiva­
lent control on a year around basis of Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD) and 
Suspended Solids for the total plant wastes. 

3. During the period July 1, 1968, to November 1, 1968, all contaminated waste 
streams shall be disposed of on land in such a manner so as to prevent runoff, 

-- -----·-- --ponding, --and- -nuisan?e---or- -odor---condi tions .---- --Dtlring- -the---period- approx._ima tel y. __ 
November 1, 1968, to January 1, 1969, all plant processes and waste treatment 
facilities shall be operated and maintained at all times at maximum efficiency 
and in a manner which will minimize BOD and Suspended Solids waste discharges 

- · to Scoggin Creek. 

4. During the period from July 31, 1968, to November 1, 1969, the permittee shall 
continue to operate at maximum efficiency the existing two-cell settling pond 
for maximum control and retention of Suspended Solids. Tne release of plant 
discharges shall be controlled in such a manner as to minimize the effects of 
the effluent upon the receiving stream and as agreed upon with the Sanitary 
Authority. 

5. 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 into the waters of the 
state. 

6. The company shall proceed to effectively monitor its waste discharges and 
submit reports of daily data to the Sanitary Authority irmnediately following 
the end of each calendar month. Data shall be collected daily for the follow­
ing parameters, unless otherwise agreed to by the Sanitary Authority: 

a. Flow (daily total) 
- Jo. .pH (daily) 

c. Temperature (daily) 
d. BOD (weekly on 24-hour composite) 
e~ Suspended Solids (weekly on 24-hour composite) 
f. Production (average) 
g. General observations of outfall and river (relating to 

waste discharge) 
1. Discoloration 

--- 2. Foam 
3. Odor 
4. Slime 
5. Deposits 



Stimson Lumber Company, Forest -2-
Fiber Products Company Division, 
Forest Grove 

7. All sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to approved septic tank and drain­
field systems or by other approved means. 

8. 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 or 
cause, and the steps taken to correct the problem and prevent its recurrence. 

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

10. \'lhenever a significant change in the character of the waste is anticipated 
or 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 
"\;iitfi-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. In-the ever£ that -a change in-theconditlonsof-tf1e receiving \vaters resulls-­
in a dangerous degree of pollution, the Sanitary Authority may specify ad­
ditional conditions to this permit. 

12. Tnis permit is subject-to termination if the Sanitary Authority.finds: _____ _ 

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

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

c. That there has been a material change in quantity or 
character of waste or method of waste disposal. 

I 
/ 



St:L~son Lt1!7Lbt3T.' Corn~Jany 

Forcct F:iJ)c=.r P..tuclucts Cor;1pc!.riy Division 
P $ 0~ Be~::~ GS 

At.-tentio!1: 

Gentle:nen: 

97116 

Re: !'l":lstc iflscl1ar,Je PcrrrJ. t 
April:tcation ?So~ 132 

---Tl;.-e- S2l.rdtary 1~trC'!1ori\:y -stu:!:f 11us rcv-le';Jc~:l- yo1.:;i"'- a?r1lica-t.;;f.lt1- for- a -t.ra~:rte Dit~~l.tr-'JG­

Pertfdt and pr·epa2'.'ed re.:;;.""Jiilln011l10'~1 per··i-:tlt cor1ditions'» You ar.e i.trvJ.tc;d to rc-.;ric-'.'.'1 the 
al:tad.11.;;d co1JY 2nd sllixtit Wi.Y cofil-:ten!::s you r.lcl.Y l1ave ln 1.-,:ritir1~J prior.· to Jttly 12, J9G8o 
l\foceGsary co.rrc--.:tior-;.,:; or r0~vlnions vJ.11 ba U1a('1e afte?_r that d"J.te a:r1d t1'l~ .!."'"tcor'.lnor1ded 

-- conditions T~-ill be r-u:er.Y?11tcc\ to tho Sacita17y P .. ut1·io.r~JJ::2· £or cct.io11Q 

Tl!.ese recorrne!'ld0d perrilit co11ditlor..s hnvc be-en prer~c:..,.:l based 011 tl1e st~:f" s cnr211uatio:;:1 
of b'1e ad8Cfl.la.CY of p:!:cscrlt tre-ab:-tcrrt pract.i.cci3 ar1c1 011. t1E3 o~servcd_ cifects of :lcttr 
1rdste disch . .::rges on th0 .rc-cei vir19 st..rertla Tl1e sta:ff lms been coP..cer11c:J. £or soc1.e t.lne 
about: t110 proli£.lc sl.ic.e grotr(:l1s ir1 trJin~cer and d.0£)L"cssec1 ilissol~.rccl o:;.:::y-;JG.i.t co-r1d1.tio~~s 
.LT'l stt::.:r,12·r h-.::i:ng c::l1;E;2;1 j,r1 ::-.co3gin Cccci.;:: 1,y w2r::t.('! d·t::;;r:ti.nr9e,s fran yo1JY.: r1la_nt" I11 
vi.a-1 o:i: tl1e histoi.-1 of; tlie pr-o}Jle.ms ur::::;oc:lat0.1 \'Jit,li t:ltls \;.21ste dit:'cf1.3Y.•Je:i ·i·3:1icl1 are 

. vei:·i:fie-d by z.~occrrG in:«restigatioric 17J t11e s·tr:ifi: 1 adc-c_[l1at<~ y::~ar arouod cor1trc,1s ari.::1 
b~~e~3.bik~'lt arc .t~ecpJcn·Ced to be r;:·rovided lY'.! n-::rG latc:t:- t11a11 !'Jo'V'Cirfr:ic.t" 1969,,. Ir11~easin-g 
derna1·1(ls for l1isl12.1: t,,uter q··n81ity a:nd t11c snnll size~ of t11e .t .. 8ceiv'"i11g stt"'eaJ rccr.li:ce 
tJ2t t11e l1i9'11est a11cl b0st i'.)rac-!.::icublc t:.i::-<::.'atne~:it be provic1ed. at tl-1:.ts lcca·tio:r1~ 

Cqn~litj_(}T! I-Joa 2 or tl1e recc~cl!!te11<led i;ernUwt. rcc.ft!ires b1at a c1c;!tailed pZ'OJra~n :t.e SiJ]:>­

rnitted lYJ L\._.::>i::er,1ber l~ 1968 1 i~o.t· p:CO'Ji0_:l.r":J l:!J not later b11a:n. lf,')vcrlbe;: lJ 1969, at 
le.a.st secor1d--..:lry \:ree::d:irte~'lt or O•Tr.Jiv.;ile.."lt: c1:>x1t.~l of f:()D and. Sl.1spcnc1cc1 Soli{J.s £,:u:.~ t1'10 
total pla:.'1t v.us·Gos on a ya.--u:- arot1ncl busis.. It: is di:f£.1 .. c:clit at titlr:;; tir.-cs., 1XlS£'"'.:1 c1;1 

--the--d:ita a\."1.ilo.k.11e 1 to arrJ.v--e at t112 o:?:,;:1ct des.roe of tte:;-i.tr,1CI1:t:. rcs.'1..ri..t:'c::o"l., BJ.sed on 
p.t"GZe1t t:Bste load and s"i.:r~Ui-\1 dat..q, it \vould appear tlmt: a r:tlrllintr;n of 90:~ r<?r;royal of 

--PND- arKl Su .. sp€::1d<:~:l --Soli.;ls ttlll be !.."E'.:--c_:J.irod.,, .Afte;:" 211.- cn9i.20·:).1"~1r~J-r8z::·o1.:-t -l:lG.n 11e:c1ri 
prepared wi·t11 re.ore co;-;n)lete ef:E::tuel-t d.:ita, a rr.ore c.i:itical e·value:tiori ca.."1 }).~- r~~{ie a·o.<l 
an allo~:rable di.Scll.-31::'.:.JC lc1ud u..t.~r1·ve1J a:t. in ter1ns o·~ fXJu.!1-d.s of BOD pci:e day .. 

'I11e S.:u"l.i. t.t:l.l::Y A1.:rt.11ori·::y ~lill be rtx1u;~~;-Ge;J tv is,suc a pet11:5 .. t basc~:l 011 st:-::i:Ei~ :rc.-cor;1~ 
u1eri·:1at-..:lorw at t11e ffi(?;~rtinJ teni.:ativ·cly sch.::-dul¢xl £0.r:- Jt11y 26, 19&3, to !JG 1-1;;;;ld 111 



Stim.SOYi. l.<tJmJ)t'...:l:: Com:??-11Y 
June 27 1 1968 
Pago 2 

Room 36 o:f t.'10 Sti'.lte O:ffica Bui.lding, JAOO S. Wo Pifi:h Ave:1ue, l?ortlmx1, Orc";Jon, 
boJiP~ri-i ng at 10:00 B¢Yitg You ar-c i.n\rited to appf;;tr at tl10 n"KY~ting ::Lt-: yotl so d.esireo 

I.OC:an 
Enclostrre 

Very truly yours, 

Ke.rr::t;i:t.11 fl.':> Spies 
Sc.:::rE:trLry arid C!l.1..0£ &1g.i.t1eer 



II!) Loe, 
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FIBER PRODUCTS COMPANY 
MANUFACTURERS OF "WOOD IN /TS 

POST OFFICE BOX 68, FOHEST GHOVE, OREGON 9ill6 TEL. 357-2131 

July 12, 1968 

Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
State Office Building 
1400 S. W. ;)th Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 

Gentlemen: 

FINEST FORM" 

POHTLAND TEL. 6.+4-9158 

Your letter of June 27th has been received and has been studied by 
both our Technical and Production departments. As we have demonstrated 
by our cooperation in the past, we intend to continue, whenever 
possible, to work in conjunction with your department in future 
activities. 

We will exert all possible effort to provide the engineering study 
within the timetable set forth. We have retained as engineering 

_ ______ council Cornell, Rowland, Rayes &Merryfield, Corvallis to direct our 
----group-in the study and preparatici'ris- of' engiri.eered--efflu.ent -disposal.' 

developed system design criteria, make schematic flow diagram of 
possible treatment systems, make preliminary layout of possible solid 
separation and design system including preliminary evaluation of 
settlement ponds and a conventional clarifier sy:.Stem, consideration· 
of stream quality changes which may result from up-stream usage, 
recommendation of the system to be used, development of time schedule 
for system changes that may be needed, consider stage construction 
of over-all system, and prepare a written report. Copy of the report 
could be submitted to the Oregon State Sanitary Authority for· review 
and approval. · 

We have had an effluent disposal system operative during low flow 
summer months for many years. This system has been supplemented by 
a constant routine monitoring of the stream for contamination. For 
some years your department has been receiving copies of these reports. 
From our records it is our opinion that little if any, effluent reaches 
the stream from the irrigated areas and Scoggins Creek itself has a 
low D.O. reading originating in contamination sources above our plant. 
This has resulted on occasion in the paradoxical situation of a lower 

____ _D.O. above the mill than either of the two monitor stations at the 
mill and below. 

\"-:-::·,-::-· •-···>cc 
r..::a::<:J{':.1 ~:2'.(' 

l~I ~' 
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Oregon State Sanitary Authority 
Portland, Oregon 

July 12, 1968 
Page 2 

With the fluctuating D.O. Readings in Scoggins Creek from. areas 
not associated with our plant it would seem that a 90% reduction 
in B.O.D. load for discharge during the high volume winter months 
.could be difficult to obtain and would not effectively control the 
D.O. reading. 

We appreciate your invitation to appear at the Sanitary Authority 
meeting and if we can provide additional information, please advise. 

FMH/m 

Very truly yours, 

FOREST FIBER PRODUCTS CO. 

. . --:7··.········· 
~-;l /./._(_1 :(C/ 

°F. M. Hughes 
General ... Mana ger 

CD/Cornell,Howland,Hayes & Merryfield 



MEMJRANDUM 

TO: Members of the Sanitary Authority 

FROM: Water Pollution Control Staff 

DATE: July 26, 1968 

SUBJEC'r: Waste Discharge Permit Oak Lodge Sanitary District 

On April 26, 1968, waste discharge permit No. 94 was issued to the Oak 
Lodge Sanitary District. Condition No. 1 required that a program and time 
schedule be submitted by May 31, 1968, for providing approved chlorination 
facilities by September 30, 1968. 

On Wednesday, June 5, 1968, Mr. Les Wierson of the engineering firm of 
Cornell, Howland, Hayes and Merryfield met with members of the staff re­
garding the required program. Mr. Wierson, who had been retained by the 
District after the waste discharge permit was issued, proposed a revised 
schedule that would be more compatible with a study he had been authorized 
to do. He -exp1ain~d that expandj_ng 0r !"elocating the contact cl1am})er now 
might conflict with future treatment plant expansion. The revised 
schedule proposed by Mr. Wierson was as follows: 

·7kvJ 
1. January, 1969. Submit a letter-report to }Wur office outlining the 

chlorine contact.basin additions after the current engineering study 
has been completed in sufficient detail to allow full consideration 
of size and location of _the basin. 

2. February, 1969. 
improvements in 

Prepare final plans and specifications for 
accordance with the approved letter-report. 

the 

3 40 Februarl' 19fi9.. Adver.ti.se pr?ject for bids. Project- would be 
financed by ftmds on hand, 

4. May, 1969. Complete construction of the project and place in 
operation. 

A special. interim program was proposed that would control the bacteria 
concentration in the plant effluent. This program, which consisted of 
the installation of baffles and.super chlorination, was put into effect 
July 12, 1968. Snmples collected by the staff indicate that satisfactory 
bacteriological levels can be obtained with chlorine residuals of 2.0 mg/I,. 
The results tabulated from the most recent survey are attached. 

Recommendation 

It is recommended that the Authority approve the revised schedule as 
submitted above in lieu of the time schedule contained in Condition No. 1 
of the vh:sst:P. discharge permit with the spec:ial provision that a minimum 
of 2.0 rng/L chlorine residual be maintained in the plant effluent at .all 
times .. 



BACTERIOLOGICAL RESULTS 

OAK LODGE SANITARY DISTRICT SEWAGE TREATMENT PLAN!' EF'FLUENI' 

July 22, 1968 

Chlorine 
Sample Flow Residual 
No. Time !"GD mq/L MPN/100 ml 

1 11 :40 am 1.8 1.3 6,200 

2 11 :40 am 1.8 1.3 2,000 

3 12:15 pm 2.0 1. 7 <450 

4 12:15 pm 2.0 1.7 6,200 

5 12:40 pm 1.8 2.0 600 

6 12:40 pm 1.8 2.0 600 

Objective MPN for sewage plant effluent -- 1000 or less/100 ml 




