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9:00 a.m. 

AGENDA 

Environmental 0uality Commission Meeting 
October 4, 1972 

Auditorium, Portland Water Bureau Bldg. 
1800 S.W. 6th Ave., Portland 

A. Minutes of July 27, 1972 EQC Meeting 

B. Project Plans for Ju·ly and August, 1972 

C. River Isl and Sand & Gravel, Clackamas County (Staff Report) 

O. Authorization for Public Hearings (Air 0uality Regulations) 

a) Proposed Emission Regulations for Kraft Mills (replaces 1~.}D1 
existing rule) 

b) Proposed Amendments to OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, 
Section 25-105 through 25-130, Hot Mix Asphalt Plants 

c) Proposed Amendments to OAR Chapter 340, Division 2, 
Section 25-315 (Board Products Industries) Establishing 
Emission Standards for Veneer Driers 

d)· Proposed Amendments to OAR Chapter 340, Division 2, 
Section 20-050 through 20-070, Parking Facilities and 
Highways in Urban Areas. 

E. Parking Facilities (Request for Approval) 

a) Habitat Too Apartments, Portland 
b) Port of Portland, Terminal #1 
c) City of Portland, Park Block #1 
d) Portland Osteopathic Hospital 
e) White Stag Mfg. Co., Portland 
f) Portland Commons Office Building 
g) Port of Portland/Li. S. Navy 
h) Valley River Inn, Eugene 

· i) ~,ringl T ~reek. ~ar~,5~gt1Str~,~.~~'.;e(' Sal em 
F. Allocation of State Funds to Regional Air Pollution Authorities for 

period July 1, 1972 through June 30, 1973 

·G. Variances Granted by the CWAPA (Request for EQC Approval) 

a) No. 72-4 Wasteco, Inc., Tualatin 
b) No. 72-5 Publisher's Paper Co., Molalla Division 
c) No. 72-6 J. C. Compton, Alder·Creek 

H. Statewide Solid Waste Action Plan (Status Report) 

I. Tax Credit Applications 

J. EQC Meeting October 25, 1972 (Officially Schedule for Opening Bids and 
Awarding Sa.le of Pollution Control Bonds) 

3:00 p.rn. 

K. Zidell Exp'lorations, Inc. (Continue Formal Hearing begun Sept. 7, 1972) 

I_ \1 ",, 

,, 
' 
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9:00 a.m. 

AGENDA 

Environmental Quality Commission f"eeting 
October 4, 1972 

Auditorium, Portland Water Bureau Bldg. 
1800 S.W. 6th Ave., Portland 

A. Minutes of July 27, 1972 EQC Meeting (Chairman) 

13. Project Plans for July and August, 1972 (Weathersbee) 

C. River Island Sand_& Gravel, Clackamas County (Staff Report) (R. Gilbert) 

D. Authorization for Public Hearings (Air Quality Regulations) 

a) Proposed Emission Regulations for Kraft Mills (replaces (Ayer) 
existing rule) 

b) Proposed Amendments to OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, 
Section 25-105 through 25-130, Hot Mix Asphalt Plants 

c) Proposed /\rnendments to 0AR Chapter 340, Oivision 2, 
Section 25-315 (Board Products Industries) Establishing 
Emission Standards for Veneer Driers 

d) 

E. Parking 

a) 
b) 
c) 
d) 
e) 
f) 
g) 
h) 
i ) 

Proposed Amendments to OAR Chapter 340, Division 2, 
Section 20-050 through 20-070, Parking Facilities and 
Hi gll\'lays in Urban Areas. 

Facilities (Request for Approval) 

Habitat Too Apartments, Portland 
Port of Portland, Terminal #1 
City of Portland, Park Block #1 
Portland Osteopathic Hospital 
White Stag Mfg. Cp.; Portland 
Portland Commons Office Building 
Port of Portlancl/U. S. Navy 
Valley River Inn, Eugene 
Pringle Creek Parking Structure, Salem 

(Phillips) 

(Phi 11 i ps) 

(Downs) 

(Downs) 

F. Allocation of State Funds to Regional Air Pollutfon Authorities for (Patterson) 
period July l, 1972 through June 30, 1973 

G. Variances Granted by the C~iAPA (Request for EQC Approval) (Snyder) 

a) No. 72-4 l•iasteco, Inc., Tualatin 
b) No. 72-5 °ublisher's Paper Co., Molalla Division 
c) No. 72-6 J. C. Compton, Alder Creek 

H. Statewide Solid Waste Action Plan (Status Report) (Schmidt)· 

I. Tax Cn~cli t Appl i cations , ( Sa1vyer) 

J. EQC Meeting October 25, 1972 (Officially Schedule for Opening Bids and {Gildow) 
Awarding Sale of Pollution Control Bonds) 

_3: 00 p.m. 

K. Zidell Explorations, Inc. (Continue Forrnal Hearing begun Srcpt. 7, 1972) (Silver') 



MINUTES OF THE THIRTY-EIGHTH MEETING 

of the 
Oregon En vi ronmenta'J Quality Commission 

October 4, 1972 

The thirty-eighth regular meeting of the Oregon Environmental Quality 
Commission was called to order by the Chairman at 9:00 a.m., Wednesday, October 4, 

1972 in the Portland Water Bureau Building Auditorium, 1800 S.W. 6th Avenue, 
Portland, Oregon. All members were present and included B.A. McPhillips, 
Chairman, Arnold M. Cogan, Edward C. Harms, Jr., George A. McMath and Storrs S. 

Waterman. 
Participating staff members were L.B. Day, Director; E.J. Weathersbee 

and K.H. Spies, Deputy Directors; Harold M. Patterson, Harold L. Sawyer and 
Fred M. Bolton, Division Directors; T.M. Phillips, Chief, AQC Technical Services 

Se~tion; R. Bruce Snyder, Meteorologist; R.E. Gilbert, District Engineer; 
R.D. Jackman, Supervising Sanitarian; M.J. Downs and F.A. Skirvin, Program 

Supervisors; B.J. Seymour, Information Director; and A.B. Silver and R. Haskins, 
Legal Counsel. 
MINUTES OF JULY 27, 1972 MEETING 

It was MOVED by Mr. McMath, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 
that the minutes of the thirty-sixth regular meeting of the Commission held 
,in Portland on July 27, 1972 be approved as prepared. 
PROJECT PLANS FOR JULY AND AUGUST, 1972 

It was MOVED by Mr. Waterman, seconded by Mr. McMath and carried 
that the actions taken by the Department during the months of July and August 
1972 (and June for 2 industrial waste disposal projects) as reported by Mr. 
Weathersbee regarding the following 123 domestic sewerage, 4 industrial waste 

disposal, 32 air quality control, and 6 solid waste management projects be 
approved: 

Water Pollution Control 
Date Location 

Industrial Waste 
6/72 Nyssa 

6/72 Mapleton 

Project 

Amalgamated Sugar Co. concept 
proposal 
U.S. Plywood-Champion Papers, 
Inc., treatment facilities 

Action 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 



Water Pollution Control 
Date 
Municipal 
7/5/72 
7 /5/72 

7 I 5/72 
7 /l 0/72 
7/10/72 

7/10/72 
7/11/72 
7/12/72 
7 /l 2/72 

7/12/72 
7 /l 2/72 
7 /13/72 

7/13/72 
7/17/72 

7/17/72 

7/18/72 

7/18/72 

7/19/72 
7/19/72 
7/19/72 
7 /l 9/72 
7/19/72 

7/19/72 
7/19/72 
7 /19/72 
7 /19/72 
7 /19/72 
7 /19/72 
7/19/72 
7/20/72 
7 I 20172 
7/21/72 
7 /21/72 
7 I 26/72 
7/26/72 
7 I 26/72 
7 /26/72 

Location 
Projects (46) 

Gresham 
Lake Oswego 

USA (Metzger) 
Dundee 
Bear Creek Valley 
Sanitary Au th. 
USA (Fanno) 
North Roseburg SD 
Gladstone 
Sweet Home 

Seaside 
Gresham 
Rainier 

Eugene 
Fremont National 
Forest 
Eugene 

Wi l sonvi 11 e 

Neskowin 

Gresham 
Prairie City 
Grants Pass 
Portland 
East Sal em Sewer 
& Drainage Dist. I 
Sunri ver 
Canby 
Eugene 
Carlton 
Oak Lodge San.D. 
Gresham 
USA {Banks) 
The Da 11 es 
Gresham 
Long Creek 
Maupin 
Lebanon 
USA (Aloha) 
Keizer 
Salem 
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Project 

Kay Subdivision sewers 
Parrish St. & Palisades 
Heights No. 5 sewers 
Royal Oak Subd. sewers 
Dundee Terrace Subd. sewers 
Addendum No. l to contract 
for ripraping interceptor 
West Greenlea Park Subd. sewers 
Hill Place sanitary sewer ext. 
Forest Park Subd. sewers 
Stonebrook Improvement 
District sewers 
Sunset Hills Subd. sewers 
Mossytree Park Subd. sewers 
0.5 MGD activated sludge 
sewage treatment plant and 
"A" Street interceptor 
Five sanitary sewer projects 
U.S. Forest Service sewage 
sludge study 
Willakenzie pump station over
flow structure modifications 
Eilers Run sewer - Phase II 
Charbonneau Subd. 
Taho Dev. Co. sewage treatment 
plant expansion, 0.05 MGD 
activated sludge with holding 
pond and disinfection 
Columbia Village sewers 
Sanitary sewer extension 
Two sanitary sewer projects 
Two sanitary sewer projects 
0 & C Tracts #3 Subd. sewers 

Ranch Cabin Model Homes sewer 
North Cedar Street sewer 
Sanitary sewer project No. 786 
North Yamhill St. san. sewer 
Vineyard Hts. Subd. sewers 
McKeel Heights Subd. sewers 
Wilkes St. sanitary sewer 
13th St. sewer extension 
212th Street sewer extension 
Sewerage study 
Sewerage study 
Pletzer's Green Subd. sewer 
Rosemeade Subd. Plat #2 sewers 
Rawlins & Gardner Subd. sewers 
Schurman Ori ve sewer 

Action 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Approved 

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

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

Prov. app. 
Approved 

Not approved 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

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

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Approved 
Approved 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
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Water Pollution Control - continued 
·Date Location Project 

Municipal Projects (46) - continued 

7 /26/72 
7 I 26/72 
7 I 26/72 

Silverton 
Canyonville 
Salem 

Municipal Forced Annexations 

7/21/72 
7/21/72 

Coquille 
Sal em 

Air Quality Control 

Date 

7 /19/72 

7/19/72 

7 /19/72 

7/19/72 

7 /20/72 

7 I 20172 

7 I 20172 

7 /25/72 

7 /25/72 

7 I 25/72 

7/27/72 

Location 

Multnomah 

Multnomah 

Multnomah 

Multnomah 

Lake 

Douglas 

Douglas 

Curry 

Curry 

Curry 

Multnomah 

The Trees Subd. sewers 
Mont St. sewer extension 
Pacwood Court sewer 

Ferbasche Heights sewers 
College Heights sewers 

Project 

Oregon Automobile Ins. Co. 
Proposal for surface auto
mobile parking facility 
Kaiser Medical Center 
Proposal for surface auto
mobile parking facility 
Good Samaritan Hospital 
Proposal for surface auto
mobile parking facility 
Westmoreland Union Manor 
Proposal for surface auto
mobile facility 
Dame Lumber & Moulding Co. 
Proposal to phase-out WWB 
through utilization of 
shavings 
Robert Dollar Lumber Co. 
Plans and specifications 
for baghouse control systems 
Glendale Plywood Company 
Plans and specifications for 
baghouse control systems 
Western States Plywood Coop. 
Plans and specifications for 
modificatidn of one (1) of 
two (2) wigwam waste burners 
Western States Plywood Coop. 
Proposal to phase-out one (l) 
remaining WWB 
Brookings Plywood Corporation 
Plans and specifications for 
modification of WWB 
Portland State College 
Proposal for surface auto
mobile parking facility 

Action 

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

Approved 
Approved 

Action 
Approved 

Approved 

Approved 

Approved 

Approved 

Approved 

Approved 

Approved 

Approved 

Approved 

Add'l info 
req. by EQC 



Air Quality Control - continued 

Date 
7 /27 /72 

7 /28/72 

7 /28/72 

7 /28/72 

Solid Waste 
Da,te 
7 /l 2/72 
7 /l 9/72 

Location 
Multnomah 

Linn 

Clackamas 

Yamhill 

Management 
Location 
Harney County 
Seneca 

Water Pollution Control 
Date Lo ca ti on 
MuniciQal Projects (75) 

8/1/72 Keizer Sewer Dist. 
8/1 /72 USA ( Aloha) 
8/1/72 Siletz 
8/2/72 USA (Sunset) 
8/2/72 Eugene 

8/2/72 Lebanon 
8/2/72 Newberg 
8/2/72 USA (Beaverton) 
8/2/72 Wi l sonvi 11 e 

8/ 2/72 Astoria 

8/2/72 Clackamas County 
Service Dist. I 

8/8/72 Tualatin 
8/8/72 Gresham 
8/8/72 Inverness 

8/8/72 Ashland 

8/8/72 Multnomah Co. ( E) 
8/8/72 Deschutes County 

I 
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Project 
Terminal Sales Bldg. 
Proposal to construct 
parking structure 
Crown Zellerbach Corp. 
Proposal for control of 
digester emissions 
Publishers Paper Co. 
Proposal for recovery 
furnace control 
Publishers Paper Co. 
Proposal for recovery 
furnace control 

Project 
Ponderosa Ranch San. Landfill 
Seneca Landfill 

Project 

Lawndale Subdivision sewers 
Farmington West II sewers 
Weaver Trailer Park sewers 
143rd Street sewer ext. 
3 sewer projects, Jobs #778 
863, 855 
Hansard Ave., Market St. sewers 
Northwood Park #3 sewers 
Little Tree Subd. sewers 
Charbonneau pump sta. water 
supply 
Modified plans - interceptor 
project 
Interceptor sewer, Phase III 

K-Mart sewer 
Hyster Co. sanitary sewer 
Unit 5A-2, pump station and 
force main 
Sewage treatment plant flow 
measurement 
Union Avenue Motel sewer 
Black Butte Ranch - irrigation 
waste disposal and sewer ext. 

Action 
Denied by EQC 

App. subject to 
execution of 
Stip. & Order 
Approved 

Approved 

Ac ti on 
Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 

Ac ti on 

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

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

Approved 

Prov. app. 

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

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
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Water Pollution Control - continued 
Date 
Muni c_ijla l 

8/8/72 
8/8/72 

8/8/72 
8/9/72 
8/9/72 

8/9/72 
8/9/72 
8/9/72 

8/9/72 
8/10/72 
8/15/72 

8/15/72 
8/15/72 

8/15/72 
8/17/72 
8/17/72 
8/17 /72 
8/17 /72 

8/17 /72 
8/17 /72 
8/17/72 

8/17/72 
8/17/72 
8/17 /72 
8/17/72 

8/17 /72 
8/17 /72 
8/17 /72 

8/17 /72 
8/17/72 

8/17/72 

8/22/72 

8/22/72 
8/22/72 

Location Project 
Projects (75) - continued 

Scio 
Green San. Dist. 

Lebanon 
Newberg 
Silverton 

USA (Beaverton) 
Canby 
North Bend 

Bend 
Brookings 
Wilsonville 

Medford 
Central Point 

North Umpqua S.D. 
Wasco County 
Woodburn 
Gresham 
Clackamas County 
Service Dist. I 
Lincoln City 
Odell San. Dist. 
Klamath Falls 

Troutdale 
Medford 
The Dall es 
Gresham 

Gresham 
Keizer Sewer Dist. I 
East Salem Sewage 
& Drainage Dist. I 
Hillsboro (Rock Cr.) 
Brookings 

Wilsonville 

Tualatin 

Hillsboro (Westside) 
Hillsboro (Rock Cr.) 

Thomas Creek pumping station 
Change Order #1 to pond con
s truc ti on contract 
Edgewater Square Dev. sewers 
Hess Creek sanitary sewer 
Bridge Creek Apts. sewage 
pumping station 
Randall Apts. sewers 
Green Tree Manor Subd. sewers 
Modification of water line 
at sewage treatment plant 
Riverside Motel pump station 
Sewer rehabilitation project 
Brown Road sewer & Parkway 
pump station 
Rogue Terrace Subd. sewers 
Sierra Vista-Temple Court 
Subd. sewers 
Sanitary sewer extensions 
Sportsmans Park #3 Subd. sewers 
Parkview Court Subd. sewers 
Drew Addition Subd. sewers 
Change Order #2, Phase I, 
interceptor 
South 49th Street sewer 
Mid-Valley Subd. sewers 
Airport interceptor sewer 
and pump station 
Fairfax Heights Subd. sewer 
Springdale area sewer 
Chenowith Rim complex sewer 
Binford Farms, Phase II, 
Subdivision sewers 
Wayfarer Addition sewer 
Andrew Park Subd. sewer 
Lancaster Estates sewers 

Hollman Park Subd. #3 sewers 
Addendum No. l Brookings sewer 
sealing project 
Addendum No. 1 Brown Road 
sewer and pump station project 
Sewage treatment plant ex
pansion -- 0.445 MGD activated 
sludge-split flow effluent 
polishing 
Sanitary sewer extensions 
Val Park Subd. sewers and 
pump station 

Action 

Prov. app. 
Approved 

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

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
Approved 

Prov. app. 
Approved 
Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 

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

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

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

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

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 

Approved 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
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Water Pollution Control - continued 
Date Location Project 
Municipal Projects (75) - continued 

8/23/72 
8/23/72 
8/23/72 
8/23/72 
8/24/72 
8/28/72 
8/29/72 

8/ 29/72 
8/29/72 
8/29/72 
8/29/72 
8/ 29 /72 
8/29/72 
8/29/72 
8/ 30/72 
8/ 30/72 
8/30/72 

8/ 30/72 
8/ 31 /72 

8/31/72 

8/31 /72 

USA (Sherwood) 
Salem (Willow Lake) 
USA (Tigard) 
Li nco 1 n City 
Gresham 
Molalla 
East Salem Sewage 
& Drainage Dist. I 
USA (Aloha) 
Gresham 
Gresham 
Amity 
Lake Oswego 
USA (Beaverton) 
USA (Sunset) 
Rainier 
Hillsboro (Rock Cr.) 
Brookings 

Salem (Willow Lake) 
Uma ti 11 a 

Clackamas County 

USA (Tigard) 

Industrial Waste 

8/ 1 /72 Coos Bay 

Air Quality Control 
Date 

8/1 /72 

8/3/72 

8/4/72 

8/9/72 

Location 
Union County 

Corvallis 

Multnomah Co. 

Jackson County 

Allan Olson Subd. sewers 
Two sewer projects 
Burnham Park Subd. sewers 
North Lincoln Hospital sewer 
Key Estates Subdivision sewer 
Briarcroft Addition #3 sewers 
Jan Ree East #2 Subd. sewers 

Jersey Park #2 Subd. sewers 
7th Day Adventist Sch. sewer 
Kelly Avenue sewer 
Sanitary sewer laterals 
LID 133 sewers 
Central Park Condominium sewer 
The Bluffs Subd. sewers 
Fern Hill Subd. sewers 
Sanitary sewer extensions 
Change Order #1 to sewage 
treatment p 1 ant contract 
12th Street sewer 
Change Order #3 to sewage 
treatment plant contract 
Promontory Park sewage 
treatment plant 
Pathfinder Subd. sewers 

Mayflower Farms, Inc. whey 
evaporation facilities 

Project 
Boise Cascade Corporation 
Plans to install bolometer 
to monitor smoke emissions 
from boi 1 er 
Good Samaritan Hospital 
Construction 
Deer Run Apartments 
Plans to construct 52-space 
surface parking facility 
Timber Products Co. 
Plans to install rota-clone 
scrubber to control sander
dust emissions 

Ac ti on 

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

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

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Prov. app. 

Action 
Cond. app. 

Approved 

Approved 

Approved 



Air Quality Control - continued 

Date 
8/9/72 

8/9/72 

8/15/72 

8/16/72 

8/21 /72 

8/22/72 

8/24/72 

8/24/72 

8/24/72 

8/28/72 

8/28/72 

8/ 30/72 

Location 
Medford 

Hood River Co. 

Clatsop County 

Crook County 

Multnomah Co. 

Deschutes Co. 

Multnomah Co. 

Washington Co. 

Multnomah Co. 

Multnomah Co. 

Multnomah Co. 

Multnomah Co. 

Solid Waste Management 

8/9/72 
8/11/72 

8/23/72 
8/31 /72 

Curry County 
Region 9 COG 

Lane County 
Grant County 
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Project Action 
Skylark Subdivision (near Not approved 
airport) 
B & D Paving Company Not approved 
Proposal to install wet 
scrubber system on asphalt 
plant 
Warrenton School District Not approved 
Plans to install single 
chambered incinerator 
Prineville Forest Products Approved 
Plans to install two (2) hog 
fuel fired boilers with 
scrubber controls 
Good Samaritan Medical Bldg. Approved 
Plans to construct 192-space, 
3 level, parking facility 
Bend Veterinary Hospital Approved 
Plans and specifications for 
installation of pathological 
incinerator 
Sizzler Family Steak House Approved 
Plans to construct 55-space 
surface parking facility 
Cedar Hills Professional Assn. Approved 
Plans to construct 87-space 
surface parking facility 
Reuben's & Coco's Restaurants Approved 
Plans to construct 140-space 
surface parking facility 
Freightliner Corp. Approved 
Plans to construct 125-space 
surface parking facility 
Port of Portland Approved 
Plans to construct 400-space 
surface parking facility 
Harbor Drive Closure Add. inf. req. 

R.D. Tucker Landfill 
Mid-Columbia District Solid 
Waste Study & Plan 
Florence Sludge Site 
Hendrix Landfi 11 

Prov. app. 
Comments 

Prov. app. 
Prov. app. 
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RIVER ISLAND SAND & GRAVEL, CLACKAMAS COUNTY 
Mr. Gilbert presented the staff report dated September 26, 1972 re

garding the operations of the River Island Sand & Gravel Company plant located 
in the flood plain at approximately river mile 14 adjacent to the Clackamas 
River in Clackamas County. He reported that seepage from the operations causes 
turbidity in'the river in violation of the special water quality standards 

covering the Clackamas River. The company has been operating under a non
conforming land use permit from Clackamas County, a dredging or gravel removal 

permit from the Division of State Lands, and since December 26, 1969 a waste 
discharge permit from DEQ. The company through its attorney Robert E. Glasgow 

earlier this year objected to the conditions proposed by the DEQ staff for 
renewal of its waste discharge permit. The main objection was to the condition 
that the plant be relocated on higher ground having an elevation above the 
flood plain. The company claimed it does not own any such land and cannot 
obtain any. 

Mr. Gilbert used several colored slides to show the location, site 
development and effect on the river of the sand and gravel operations. 

The staff report contained the Director's recommendations as follows: 
l. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc., be directed to immediately retain a 

professional engineer registered in the state of Oregon to develop a water 
quality management program and time schedule for its Clackamas River operation 

which will insure adequate protection of the Clackamas River from waste-
water discharges. 

2. The water quality management program shall be completed and submitted to 

the Department as soon as practicable but not later than November 30, 1972 
and upon approval by the staff be immediately implemented. 

3. A waste discharge permit encompassing the above recommendations be issued 
by the Department to River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. 

4. The Division of State Lands be requested to include as an integral bart 
of its material removal permit for River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. the 
water quality management implementation plan as per its Waste Discharge 
Permit. 

5. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. be requested to limit rock crushing 
operations to the hours between 8 a.m. and 6 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
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In response to questions from the Commission members Mr. Gilbert said 
the conditions shown in the slides were typical of operating conditions and 
that the problem is not seasonal but exists throughout the year. 

Mr. Robert E. Glasgow, Attorney, 1.Jas present to represent the company. 

He said the owner recognizes the potential water pollution problem and is most 
willing to cooperate to solve it. He claimed however that past efforts on the 
part of the company have gone unrecognized by DEQ. He claimed further that the 
complaints have been from only a few persons who are more interested in stopping 
the operation of the sand and gravel plant than they are in abating the pollution. 

He stated again that the company does not own any higher elevation 

property but it thinks that other alternatives are available for solving the 
water pollution problem. He denied that there is a noise problem and claimed 
that the nearest residence is about one-third mile away. He indicated, how
ever, that the owner plans to plant trees as a buffer and also to install 

facilities in the screening plant to control or reduce the noise. 
He also reported that Mr. Bryan M. Johnson, Consulting Engineer, had 

recently been retained by the company to develop a water quality management 
program and time schedule for the purpose of preserving the quality of the 
Clackamas River and that Mr. Johnson's recommendations were expected to be 
completed by not later than November 30, 1972, the deadline proposed by Mr. Day. 

Mr. Glasgow stated that the plant normally operates from 6:45 or 
7:00 a.m. to not later than 8:00 or 8:30 p.m. on Monday through Saturday of 
each week . 

. Mrs. Hazel Stevens who lives across the Clackamas River from the 
sand and gravel plant then presented a rather lengthy but well prepared 
statement objecting to the operations and describing in considerable detail 
their environmental impact. She used several colored slides to substantiate her 
statements. In addition to pollution in the river she complained about noise 
and dust from the truck traffic on Sundays as well as on week days. 

Mrs. Stevens also submitted for the files a letter dated October 2, 

1972 from Lloyd E. Bryant, Route l, Box 173, Eagle Creek, objecting to the 
operations of the gravel plant. 

Mr. John Dodd, General Manager for the Oak Lodge Water District, 

complained that the turbidity caused in the Clackamas River by the River 
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Island Sand and Gravel Con1pany operations increases the cost of water treatment 
for his district. He estimated there are presently some 90,000 persons who 

use water fron1 the lower Clackamas for domestic and municipal purposes and 

that by the year 2000 the figure would be 500,000 persons. He expressed the 
opinion that sand and gravel aggregate can and should be obtained from sources 
other than the Clackamas River flood plain. 

Mrs. Earl R. Marsh, property owner adjacent to Barton Park, was the 
next person to make a statement in opposition to the River Island Sand & Gravel 

Company. She complained about the turbidity in the river and the excessive 
noise caused by the plant operations and the truck traffic. She said the truck 
traffic occurs practically every day including Saturdays, Sundays and some 
holidays. 

Mr. William Sanderson who lives near the confluence of Big and Little 
Creeks also spoke in opposition to the gravel company. 

Mr. Day emphasized that the hearing in this matter at this meeting 

was only for the purpose of gathering information and was not a formal hearing. 
He also pointed out that the permits referred to by Mrs. Stevens and others were 
the permits issued by the Division of State Lands and by Clackamas County and 
not the ones issued by DEQ. 

There being no one else who wished to be heard in this matter Mr. Harms 
made the statement that a great deal of information had been received which added 
to the Commission's total knowledge concerning the situation on the Clackamas 
River but which did not indicate that the Director's recommendations were not the 
only appropriate ones at this time. 

It was therefore MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. McMath and 
Mr. Waterman and carried that the Director's recommendations be adopted. 
AUTHORIZATION FOR PUBLIC HEARINGS 

(a) Proposed Emission Regulations for Kraft Mills. The Director said this 
matter would be deferred until the October 25, 1972 meeting of the Commission. 

(b) Proposed Amendments to Hot Mix Asphalt Plant Regulations. 

Mr. Skirvin read the staff report dated September 22, 1972 covering 

the Department's proposed amendments to OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, 
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Section 25-105 through 25-130, pertaining to Hot Mix Asphalt Plants. 
Mr. Patterson pointed out that copies had been distributed to the industry 
for comment. 

It was MOVED by Mr. McMath, seconded by Mr. Harms and carried 
that the Commission authorize the Director to schedule a public hearing, 
at a time and place to be determined, for the purpose of receiving 

testimony relevant to the adoption of proposed amendments to OAR Chapter 
340, Division 2, Section 25-105 through 25-130, Hot Mix Asphalt Plants. 

(c) Proposed Amendment to Regulations Covering Emission Standards for Veneer 

Driers. 
Mr. Phillips briefed the staff report dated September 22, 1972 

concerning the Department's proposed amendment to OAR Chapter 340, Division 

2, Section 25-315 (Board Products Industries) Establishing Particulate 
Emission Standards for Veneer Driers. 

jt was MOVED by Mr. Waterman, seconded by Mr. Cogan and carried 
that the Commission authorize the Director to schedule a public hearing, at 
a time and place to be determined, for the purpose of receiving testimony 

relevant to the adoption of a proposed amendment to OAR Chapter 340, 
Division 2, Section 25-315, Subsection (1) establishing particulate emission 
standards for veneer driers. 

(d) Proposed Amendments to Regulations Governing Parking Facilities and Highways 
in Urban Areas. 

Mr. Downs presented the staff's report dated September 25, 1972 
regarding the Department's proposed amendments to OAR Chapter 340, 

Division 2, Sections 20-050 through 20-070, Parking Facilities and Highways 
in Urban Areas. 

Mr. Harms commented about urban core areas in Springfield and 
Corvallis, requirements for the city of Medford, and about provisions for 

amendments to parking plans. 
Mr. Cogan pointed out the close relationship of transportation and 

parking plans. 
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It was MOVED by Mr. Cogan, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 
that the Commission authorize the Director to schedule a public hearing 
before the Commission, at a time and place to be determined, for the 

purpose of receiving testimony relevant to the adoption of proposed 
amendments to OAR Chapter 340, Division 2, Sections 20-050 through 
20-070, Parking Facilities and Highways in Urban Areas. 

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

1:30 p.m. 
PARKING FACILITIES (Request for Approval) 

Mr. Downs read the staff reports pertaining to the requests for 
approval of parking structures in Portland, Salem and Eugene covered by the 

following motions: 
(a) It was MOVED by Mr. McMath, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 

(b) 

that th1~ Commission approve the construction of the Habitat Too Apartments 
397-space surface parking facility in Portland. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Cogan, seconded by Mr. vJaterman and carried 
that the Commission approve construction of the Port of Portland Terminal 
No. l, 59-space surface parking lot in Portland with the condition that 
no net increase in available parking spaces at Terminal No. l shall result 
from this construction. 

(c) It was MOVED by Mr. McMath, seconded by Mr. Harms and carried that 

the Commission approve construction of the proposed 95-space underground 
parking facility by the city of Portland in Park Block No. l with the 
condition that the city remove all curb parking on the park side of 

S.W. Park and Ninth Streets between S.W. Washington and Stark Streets 
immediately upon completion of construction of the parking facility. 

This project is to be financed by a federal HUD grant of $600,000, 
private gifts totaling $175,000 and a $600,000 revenue bond issue. 

Mr. Don Jeffrey, Senior Attorney for the city of Portland; Dr. Chas. 
Gardner, Chairman of the Sloan Fountain Committee; and Mr. Donald Edmundson, 
Architect, spoke in favor of the project and presented arguments why the 
project had to be started at once and without awaiting the final adoption 
of the city's transportation control strategy and associated comprehensive 
parking plan scheduled to be submitted to DEQ by October 10, 1972. 
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Mr. Cogan abstained from voting on this motion. 

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

(e) 

that the Commission approve construction of the proposed Portland Osteopathic 
Hospital 94-space surface parking lot in Portland. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Cogan, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 
that the Commission approve construction of the proposed White Stag 

Manufacturing Company 80-space surface parking lot at 5100 S.E. Harney 
Drive, Multnomah County. 

(f) It was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. McMath and carried 

(g) 

that the Commission approve the construction of the proposed 214-space 

parking facility within the Portland Commons office building on block 
No. 114 and the 146-space parking facility on block No. 115 with the 
condition that the Director determines the parking facilities are consistent 
with the city's transportation control strategy to be submitted October 10, 
1972. 

Mr. Larry Williams of the Oregon Environmental Council objected 

to the wording of the motion as he felt it made no provision for disapproval 
of the project if the city's transportation control strategy itself were 

found to be unacceptable. 
It was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. Cogan and carried that 

the Commission approve the construction of the proposed 100-space surface 
parking lot at 6735 N. Basin Avenue on Swan Island in the city of Portland 
for the U.S. Navy with the conditions that said parking lot be paved no 
later than June 1973 and that the existing gravel lot not be used for 

parking after construction of the new lot is completed. 
(h) It was MOVED by Mr. Cogan, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 

that the Commission approve construction of the proposed Valley River Inn 
481-space surface parking facility in the Valley River Center shopping 

mall, Eugene, near the intersection of the Delta Freeway and Goodpasture 
Island Road. 
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(i) It was MOVED by Mr. McMath, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 

that the Commission approve· the construction by the city of Salem of 

the proposed Pringle Creek 480-space parking structure to be bounded by 
Liberty, High and Trade Streets and Pringle Creek in Salem. 

(j) It was MOVED by Mr. Cogan, seconded by Mr. McMath and carried 
that the Commission approve the construction of the proposed Pioneer 

Industries Apartments 95-space surface parking facility on S.W. 35th 
Drive near the Baldock Freeway (I-5), Portland, and that the Director be 
instructed to inform the appropriate local governmental agencies of the 
Department's concerns about the location and design of this apartment 
complex. 

STATE GRANTS TO REGIONAL AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITIES 

Mr. Patterson presented the staff report pertaining to the requests 
of the regional air pollution authorities for allocation of state funds for 
fiscal year 1973. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Waterman seconded by Mr. Cogan and carried 
that the Commission approve state money allocations to each of the three 
Regional Air Pollution Authorities to assist them in financing their programs 
during fiscal year July l, 1972 to June 30, 1973 as follows: 

CWAPA $53,771; LRAPA $30,269; and MWVAPA $22,809. 
VARIANCES GRANTED BY CWAPA (Request for EQC Approval) 

(a) 

( b) 

Mr. Snyder presented the reports prepared by the staff covering 

the Department's review and recommendations of the variances granted by CWAPA 
and which had been submitted for approval of the Commission. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. McMath and carried that 
CWAPA variance 72-4 granted to Wasteco, Inc. be approved as submitted. 

It was MOVED by Mr. McMath, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried 
that CWAPA variance No. 72-5 granted to Publishers Paper Company, Molalla 
Division, be approved with the following modification: Condition 5 of the 
variance shall be modified to read "After May 15, 1973 and prior to June 15, 
1973, Publishers Paper Company, a Corporation, Molalla Division, shall sub

mit to the Authority a written statement describing research and develop
ment completed on utilization, disposal or other methods specifically for 
handling present and expected future wood waste from the Molalla Mill in 

a manner which complies with Authority emission standards, including estimated 
implementation costs and time schedules for each method explored." 
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(c) It was MOVED by Mr. Waterman, seconded by Mr. Cogan and carried that 
the CWAPA variance of September 20, 1972 to the J.C. Compton Company paving 
plant at Alder Creek be approved as submitted. 

TAX CREDIT APPLICATIONS 
Mr. Sawyer presented the Department's evaluations and recommendations 

regarding the 7 tax credit applications covered by the following motion: 
It was MOVED by Mr. Cogan, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried that 

Pollution Control Facility Tax Credit Certificates be issued to the following 
applicants for facilities claimed in the respective tax credit applications and 
for the costs as claimed with 80% or more of said costs being allocated to 
pollution control as follows: 
Appl. No. Applicant 
T-243 Little River Box Co., Glide 
T-360 Willamette Industries, Inc., Albany 
T-362 Weyerhaeuser Co., North Bend 
T-363 Weyerhaeuser Co., North Bend 
T-364 Weyerhaeuser Co., North Bend 
T-367 3-G Lumber Co., Philomath 
T-375 Herbert Malarkey Roofing Co., Portland 

BID OPENING FOR SALE OF STATE .POLLUTION CONTROL BONDS 

Claimed Cost 
$ 11,825.00 
138,975.69 
24,006.00 
3,204.00 

167 ,042.00 
110,640.04 
114 ,880. 60 

The Director made the official announcement that at the next regular 
meeting of the Environmental Quality Commission to be held in the Second Floor 
Auditorium of the Public Service Building, 920 S.W. 6th Avenue, Portland, Oregon 
on Wednesday, October 25, 1972 bids will be received and opened for the sale 
of $45,000,000 in state bonds to be designated "OREGON POLLUTION CONTROL BONDS, 
SERIES 1972" pursuant to authority granted by Article XI-H of the State Con
stitution and by Chapter 662, 1971 Oregon Laws. 
STATEWIDE SOLID WASTE ACTION PLAN 

Mr. Jackman presented a brief report on the present status of the 
Department's statewide solid waste management action plan. 

ZIDELl EXPLORATIONS, INC. 
The formal hearing begun September 7, 1972, regarding Zidell 's 

waste discharge permit was reconvened at 3 p.m. 
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Mr. Silver advised the Commission that the DEQ staff had worked 
out with Mr. Alterman, Zidell's attorney, what was thought to be an 
acceptable revised permit which the Director was prepared to recommend be 
issued to Zidell, Inc., to supersede the contested permit. Copies of the 
revised proposed permit were passed out to members of the Commission and 
the differences between the revised version and the contested version were 
pointed out by Mr. Sawyer. The principal difference is that the requirement 
for Zidell to provide a slip or dry dock, immediately, was revised to make 
this requirement contingent upon the inability of Zidell to adequately control 
oil and other wastes during a year of operation utilizing Zidell 's proposed 
control procedures. A copy of the revised proposed permit is attached and 
made a part of these minutes. 

Mr. Silver reported that he had just been informed by Mr. Alterman 
that the proposed revised permit was not acceptable to Zidell in its present 
form and suggested two changes which he stated would make it acceptable to 
them. These suggested changes were to insert the word "uncontrolled" ahead 
of "spills" in the second line of condition lb. and to terminate the wording 
of condition 4. after ''debris'' in line 3. 

After some discussion it became apparent that agreement as to 
wording could not be reached between the Department and Zidell, Inc., 
within a reasonable time. Mr. Day then inquired of Mr. Silver if it would 

be appropriate for the Commission to issue the proposed revised permit in 
lieu of the company's existing permit. Mr. Silver responded affirmatively. 

It was then MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. McMath and carried 
that the proposed revised permit be issued to Zidell without change, and that 
October 25 be set as a hearing date in the event Zidell desires a hearing on 
this permit. 

Mr. Thomas Levak, attorney for the Metal Trades Council, spoke in 
support of their previously filed motion for intervention. 

It was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. McMath, and carried 
that intervention by the Metal Trades Council be allowed and that such an 
order be prepared. 

The hearing and the meeting were then adjourned by the r.hairman. 
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A PPL!CANT: REFERENCE INFORMATION 

Zidell Explorations, Incorporated File Numbert 99762 
3121 s. w. Moody Avenue .Appl. No. 1 1089 Received& 7-1-70. 
Portland,. Oregon 97201 Major Bn1 Willamette Minor Bns 

Receiving Streams Willamette River 
River Miles 1-:q.6 
County: Multnomah 

Until such time as this permit expires or is modified or revoked, Zidell Explorations, 
Incorporated, is herewith permitted to: 

a. Construct and operate approved oily waste water separation and oil 
storage facilities. 

b. Discharge adequately treated effluents to the Willamette River in a 
controlled manner. 

All of the above activities must be carried out in conformance with the requirements, 
limite.Uons and conditions which follow. 

All otl:e:" waste discharges are prohibited. 

l. ?:":'-o::- to December 1, 1972, the permi ttee shall submit to the Department of Environmente.l 
·~ .. -~~ ty detailed plans and specifications for constructing and installing by not later 
'='::.c_:;_ :.:ay 1, 1973, such facilities as are necessary to achieve the following with an 
e.s s ·.:red factor of safety: 

a. All liquid discharges from the permittee's operation including but not limited 
to storm water, yard drainage, tank draw waters, bilge waters and ballast waters 
shall be collected and treated to meet the following standards priqr'to dis-· 
charge to public waters: 

Oil (ether solubles) 
BOD 
Suspended solids 
pH 

Shall not exceed 10 ppm 
Shall not exceed 20 ppm 
Shall not exceed 50 ppm 
Within range 6.5 to 8.5 

Facilities shall also be provided for flow metering and collection of 
composite sa:rnples ~ 

b, Dockside operations including but not limited to ship disme.ntling and scrapping 
shall be performed in a manner so u.s to prevent all spills of oil or other 1vaste 
into the :ci ver. 

c. Facilities shall be provided for handling, transporting, storing and loadine; of 
11aste oils in a manner so as to meet all fire ari_d safety codes and so as to 
provide posi ti ".;e co11to,:Lnment of spill::;. 

' 
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Plans for the above required facilities shall be prepared by a professional engineer 
licensed to practice engineering in Oregon. Plans shall be approved by the Department 
of Environmental Quality prior to start of construction as required by ORS 449.395. 

2. The permittee shall submit a detailed spill prevention, control and cleanup plan 
(spill contingency plan) to the Department by not later than December 1, 1972 for 
review and approval. 

3. Prior to December 1, 1972, the permittee shall submit a detailed plan and timetable 
for providing by the earliest practicable date, restoration of the river bank areas 
adjacent to the operations to a reasonably aesthetically acceptable condition. 
Deposited debris and waste materials shall be removed and disp::ised of in an approved 
ma11ner ~ 

4. In the event the permittee is unable during the period of this permit to provide 
adequate control of spillage of oil or debris to the Willamette River, it shall 
institute a method for positive containment of spilled oil or debris, including but 
not limited to a slip, dry dock or other facility isolated from the Willamette River. 

5. Plant and shipboard operations and waste oil collection, storage and disposal facilities 
shall be conducted and maintained in a manner w:Cich will prevent accidental: oil spills 
and debris from entering the Willamette River. 

6. The quantity and quality of liquid effluent discharge directly or indirectly to the 
W:'.llamette River shall be limited as follows: 

Parameter Discharge Limits 

Oil (ether solubles) Shall not exceed 10 ppm 
BOD Shall not exceed 20 ppm 
Suspended solids Shall not exceed 50 ppm 
pH Within range 6. 5 to 8.5 

7. All waste solids and debris shall be utilized or disposed of in a manner which will 
prevent their entry into the waters of the state and such that health hazards and 
nuisance conditions are not created. 

8. No petroleum base products or other substances other than authorized by this permit 
shall be discharged or otherwise allowed to reach any of the waters of the state. 

9. Sanitary wastes shall be disposed of to e" septic tank c.nd drainfield system which 
kcs been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon State Board 
oi' !Ie'1lth and the local county health department or uy other approved means. 
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10. The permittee shall observe and inspect all waste handling, treatment and disposal 
facilities and the receiving stream above and below its operations at least three 
times per day to insure compliance with· the conditions of this permit. A written 
record of all such observations shall be maintained at the plant and shall be made 
available to the Department of Environmental Quality staff for inspection and review 
upon request. 

11. Upon completion of an approved oil/water separator, the permittee shall effectively 
mon.itor the operation and efficiency of said separator and the quantity and quality 
of the wastes discharged. A record of all such data shall be maintained and sub
mitted to the Department of Environmental Quality at the end of each calendar month. 
Unless otherwise agreed to by the Department of Environmental Quality, data collected 
and submitted shall include, but not necessarily be limited to the following para
meters and minimum frequencies: 

?arameter 
Oil (ether solubles) 
Suspended solids 
pH 
Flow 

Minimum Frequency: 
Daily 
Daily 
Daily 
Daily 

12. In the event a spill or breakdown of equipment ~r facilities causes a violation of 
any of the conditions of this permit or results in any unauthorized discharge, the 
p2~nittee shall: 

"-· =mmediately talce action to stop, contain and clean up the u_nauthorized 
· ~~scharges and correct the problem. 

==:::iediately notify the Department of Environmental Quality so that an 
cr,vestigation can be made to evaluate the impact and the corrective actions 
~a.~en and determine additional action that·must be taken. 

c. Submit a detailed written report describing the breakdown, the actual quantity 
and quality of resulting waste discharges, corrective action taken, steps tal<en 
to prevent a recurrence and any other pertinent information. 

Compliance with these requirements does ·not relieve the permittee from responsi
bility to maintain continuous compliance with the conditions of this permit or 
the resulting liability for failure to comply. 

13. Authorized representatives of the Department of Environmental Quality shall be per
nittcd access to the premises of all facilities o>med and operated by the permittee 
o.t all times for the ptlrpose of 1no.king inspections, surveys, collecting samples, 
obtai.ning data and carrying out otl1er necessary functions related t.o this permit. 

14, Whcmever a si1;nificant chan1;e in the character of the waste is anticipated or when
ev·cr a c11E1,nge in t11e waste to be discl1arged in excess of the co11di tions of this 
p2rmi t is anticipated, a new application shall be submitted together with the 
necc::::s8.ry reports, plans, and specifications for the pro}?osed changes. No change 
sh'.3,ll be made until plans are approved and a new permit issued. 
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In the event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results in a 
dangerous degree of pollution, the Department of Environmental Quality may specify 
additional conditions to this permit. 

This permit is subject to termination if the Department of Environmental Quality 
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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MEMORJ\N OUM 

To: Environmental Quality rommission 

From: Di rector 

Subject: Agenda Item No. B, Oct. .4, 1972, Enc r~eeti ng 

Industrial Waste Project Plans for ,June 1972 

During the month of June, 1972, staff action was taken 

relative to plans, specifications and reports for industrial 

waste facilities as follows: 

1. Provisional approval given for 

a) Amalgamated Sugar ro., ~lvssa, concept prooosal. 

b) ll. s. Plywood-rhampion Papers, Inc., Mapleton 

treatment facilities. 

Director's Recommendation 

It is recommended that the Commission give its confirming 

approval to staff action on the industrial waste project plans for 

the month of June, 1972. 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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Project Plans for July 1972 

Durin~ the month of ,July, 1972, staff action was taken relative 

to plans, specifications and reports as follows: 

Water nuality Control 

1. Forty-six (46) domestic sewage projects were reviewed: 

a) Provisional approval was given to: 

40 plans for sewer extensions 

1 plan for sewage treatment works improvements 

b) Approval without conditions given to 

3 sewerage studies 

1 contract modification for ripranping interceptor 

cl Not approved was: 

1 plan for vJillakenzie pump station overflow structure. 

2, fJne (1) Industrial waste facility concept proposal was 

given provisional arproval--Tillamook County Creamery. 

Air nualitv Control 

1. Fifteen (15) project olans, reports or prooosals were 

received and reviewed: 

a) 6 Proposals for Surface A.uto Darking Facilities 

1 ) 4 approved 

2) 1 additional information reouested 

3) 1 denied 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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b) Wigwam burner phase out or modification 
l) 4 approved 

c) Baghouse control 
l l 2 approved 

d) Industrial A0C proposals other than above: 
l) /\.pproved (2 proposals for recovery furnace control) 

2) Approved subject to execution of stipulation 

Solid Waste Disposal 

and order - Crown Zellerbach oroposal for control 
of digester emissions. 

1. Two project plans were provisionally approved:·• ' 
Ponderosa Ranch Sanitary Landfil 1--Harney County 
Seneca Landfill--Seneca 

Directors Recommendation 
It is recommended that the Commission give its confirming 

approval to staff action on project plans for the month of ,luly. 
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Mrmorandum 

To: 

From: 
Environmental Quality Commission 
Director 

Subject: Agenda Item No. B ,; October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting 

Project Plans for August 1972 

During the month of August 1972 staff action was taken 

relative to plans, specifications and reports as follows: 

Water Quality Control 

1. Seventy-Five (75) domestic sewage projects were reviewed: 

a) Provisional approval was given to: 

56 plans for sewer extensions 

3 plans for sewage treatment works improvements 

6 plans for sewage lift stations 

b) Contract modification 

b) Approval without conditions was given to: 

6 contract modifications 

l sewer extension 

treatment works proposal 

l pump station 

2. One (1) project plan for industrial waste facilities was given 

provisional approval - Mayflower Farms whey evaporation, Coos Bay 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 



Air Quality Control 

1. Seventeen (17) project plans, reports or proposals were received 

and reviewed: 

a) Approval given to: 

7 parking facilities (6 surface-1 three-level) 

2 hog fuel boilers - Prineville Forest Products 

l Incinerator ( pathol ogi ca.l) Bend Veterinary Hospital 

Roto-clone scrubber to control sanderdust-Timber Products Co. 

Hospital construction- Good Samaritan - Corvallis 

b) Conditional approval given to: 

1 plan to install bolometer to monitor smoke emissions-Boise-Cascade 

c) Additional information requested on 

1 plan for Harbor Drive Closure 

d) Not approved were plans for 

1 Subdivisfon (Skylark) 

Wet scrubber on asphalt plant - B & D Paving Co., Hood River 

1 Single chamber incinerator - Warrenton School District 

Solid Waste Management 

1. Four (4) plans and reports were received and reviewed: 

a) Provisional approval given to: 

2 Landfills (R.D. Tucker-Curry Co. and Hendrix, Grant Co.) 

1 Sludge site (Florence) 

b) Comments 

l Solid waste study and plan (Mid Columbia District-Region 9 COG.) 



Director's Recommendation 

It is recommended that the Commission give its confirming 

approval to staff action on project plans for the month of August 1972. 

9/18/72 EJW 



PHO,Jr::C'r PL/INS 

Du.ring the month of July, 1972, the following project plans and spec
ifications and/or reports \·1ere revic\oJed by the staff.. The disposition 
of each project is shot.·ln, r>ending ratification by the Environmental 
Quality Co1nmission. 

Date 

7/5/72 

7/5/72 

7/5/72 

7/10/72 

7/10/72 

7/10/72 

7/11/72 

7/12/72 

7/12/72 

7/12/72 

7/12/72 

7/13/72 

7 /13/72 

7/17/72 

7/17/72 

Location 

Gresh;::~ra 

Lake Os\'.1e90 

USA (Metzger) 

Dundee 

Bear Creek v·c:11.lcy 
Sanitary Auth. 

USA (Fanno) 

North Roseburg SD 

Gladstone 

sweet l:lon\e 

Seaside 

Gresham 

Rainier 

Eugene 

Frernont National 
Forest 

Eugene 

Kay Subdivision se\vers 

Parrish St. & Palisades 
Hei9hts No. 5 se~r,rers 

Royal Oak Subd. sewers 

Dundee Terrace Subd. se1.;rers 

Addend urn No. 1 to contract 
for riprap.ing intercc1?tor 

Action 

Prov. approval 

Prov. apriroval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. a_!.l.prova l 

Approved 

West Grccnlca Park Subd. sewers Prov. approval 

Hl.11 Place ~anitary s2wcr' ext. 

Forest Park Subd. se,,1ers 

Stonebrook I1nprovement 
District sewers 

Sun~5et Hills Subd. sewers 

Mossytree Park Subd. sewers 

0.5 MGD activated sludge 
se'l'1age t.r~at:1ncnt. plant: and 
11 A1

' Street interceptor 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

PrO'l ~ approval 

Prov. alJproval 

Prov. apJ:Jroval 

Prov. appro\1al 

Five sa.ni tary seh1er projects Prov. approval 

U.S. Forest Service sev1age Approved 
sludge study 

i·1i.llakenz:i.e pump station over- Not approved 
flo\.; structure n\odifications 



Date Location 

7/18/72 Wilsonville 

7/18/72 Nesko\vin 

7/19/72 G:r:esham 

7/19/72 Prairie City 

7 /19/72 Grants Pass 

7/19/72 Portland 

7/19/72 East Salem Se;,ver 
& Drainage Dist. I 

7/19/72 Sunriver 

7/19/72 Canby 

7/19/72 Eugene 

7/19/72 Carlton 

7/19/72 Oak Lodge San. D. 

7/19/72 Gresha1n 

7 /19/72 USA (B2mks) 

7/20/72 The Dalles 

7/20/72 Gresham 

7/21/72 Long Creek 

7 /21/72 Maupin 

7/26/72 Lebanon 

7/26/72 USA (Aloha) 

7/26/72 Keizer 

7/26/72 Salern 

-2-

Eilers Run se\'ler - Phase II 
Charbonneau Subd. 

'l~aho Dev. Co. sewage trentntent 
plant expansion, 0.05 MGD 
activated Bludge with holding 
pond and disinfection 

Columbia Village sewers 

Sanitary sewer extension 

'I1Vl0 sanitary Se\'ler projects 

T\•lO sani t.a1-y se\1er projects 

O&C Tracts No. 3 Subd. sei;.1ers 

Action 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov, approval 

Prov·., approval 

Prov. a_pproval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Ranch Cabin Model Homes sewer Prov. approval 

North Cedar Street sewer Prov. approval 

Sanitary sewer project No. 786 Prov. approval 

Nort11 Yamhill St. san. sewer Prov. approval 

Vi.nciyard Hts. Subd. sewers Prov. approval 

McKeel Heights Subd. se\\rers Prov. approv·a1 

Wilkes St. sanitary se·wer Prov. approval 

13th St. sewer extension Prov. approval 

212th Street se'11er extension Prov. approval 

Sewerage study Approved 

Sewerage study Approved 

Pletzer' s Green Subd. sc\1er Prov. ~pproval 

Rosemeade Subd. Plat #2 sewers Prov. approval 

Rawlins & Gardner Subd. sewers Prov. approval 

Schurman Drive sewer Prov. approval 



Date !Jocation -------
7/26/72 Silverton 

7/26/72 Canyonville 

7/26/72 Salern. 

7/21/72 ·Coquille 

7/21/72 Sa.lem 

Industrial Waste 

7 /21/72 Tillamook County 
Creamery 

-3-

Action 

IJ.'he Trees Su])d. sewers Prov. approval 

11ont St. sewer extensioi1 Prov. approval 

Pac\.\'ood Court sewer Prov. approval 

Ferbasche Heights se\.;rers Approved 

College Heights sewers Approved 

Concept Proposal Prov. app. 
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PROJECT PLANS, REPORTS, PROPOSALS FOR AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION FOR 
JULY, 1972 

DATE LOCATION PROJEC'r ACTION 

July 19 Multnomah 9regon Automobile Ins.Co. Approved 
Proposal for surface auto-

19 Multnomah 

19 Multnomah 

19 Multnomah 

20 Lake 

20 Douglas 

20 Douglas 

25 Curry 

25 Curry 

25 Curry 

27 Multnomah 

27 Multnomah 

mobile parking facility. 

Kai~r _Medical Center Approved 
Proposal for surf ace auto-
mobile parking facility • 

. Good Samaritan Hosoital Approved 
Proposal for surf ace auto-
mobile parking facility. 

Westmoreland Union Manor Approved 
Proposal for surface auto-
mobile facility. 

Dame Lumber & Moulding Co. Approved 
Proposal to phase-out wwb 
through utilization of 
shavings. 

Robert Dollar Lurr~er Co. Approved 
Plans and specifications 
for baghouse control systems: 

Glendale Plywood Comoany Approved 
Plans and specifications 
for baghouse control systems. 

·.)'/~stern States Plywood Coop.1 ·;.pproved 
Plans and specifications 
for modification of one (1) 
of two (2) wigwam waste 
burners. 

Western States Plywood Coop. Approved 
Proposal to phase-oue one (1) 
remaining wigwam waste burner. 

Brookings Plywood Corpation Approved 
Plans and specifications for 
modification of wigwam waste 
burner. 

Portland State College 
Proposal for surface auto
mobile parking facility. 

Terminal Sales Bldg. 
Proposal to construct 
parking structure. 

Add 'Lin.: 
formation 
requested 
by EQC 

Denied by 
EQC 
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PROJECT PI,ANS, REPORTS, PROPOSALS FOR AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION FOR 
JULY:j'. 1972 (cont.) 

DATE LOCATION 

28 Linn 

28 Clackamas 

28 Yamhill 

PROJECT 

Crown Zellerbach Corp. 
Proposal for control 
of digester emissions. 

Publishers Paper Co. 
. Proposal for recovery 

furnace control. 

Publishers Paper Co. 
Proposal for recovery 
furnace control. 

ACTION 

Approved 
subject to 
execution 
of Stipula
tion & Order 

Approved 

Approved 



PROJECT PL!\?fS 

During the month of July, 1972 
~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

, the following project 

pla.ns and specifications a.nd/01"" reports 1·1ere rev·ievred by trJ._e 

staff~ The d~sposition of each project is shown, pending 

confirmation by the En•1ironment2l Qt1ality Cornmission .. 

Da.te 

12 

19 

Location 

Harney County 

Seneca 

Project 

Ponderosa Ranch Sanitary Landfill 

Seneca Landfill 

Action 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 



PROJECT PLANS 

Water Quality Division 

During the month of August, 1972, the following project plans and spec
ifications and/or reports were reviewed by the staff. The disposition 
of each project is shown, pending ratification by the Environmental 
Quality Commission. 

Date Location Action 

Municipal Projects (75) 

8-1-72 Keizer Sewer Dist. I La\11nda:le Subdivision sewers Prov. approval 

8-1-72 

8-1-72 

8-2-72 

8-2-72 

8-2-72 

8-2-72 

8-2-72 

8-2-72 

8-2-72 

8-2-72 

8-8-72 

8-8-72 

8-8-72 

8-8-72 

8-8-72 

USA (Aloha) 

Siletz 

USA (Sunset) 

Eugene 

Lebanon 

Newberg 

USA (Beaverton) 

Wilsonville 

Astoria 

Clackamas County 
Service Dist. I 

Tualatin 

Gresham 

Inverness 

Ashland 

Multnomah Co. (E) 

Farmington West II sewers 

Weaver Trailer Park se\'lers 

143rd Street sewer ext. 

3 sewer projects, Jobs #778, 
863, 855 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Hansard Ave. , Market St. sewers Prov. approval 

Northwood Park #3 sewers 

Little Tree Subd. sewers 

Cl1arbonneau pump sta. water 
supply 

Modified plans - interceptor 
project 

Interceptor sewer, Phase III 

K-Mart sewer 

Hyster Co. sanitary sewer 

Unit 5A-2, pump station and 
force main 

Sewage treatment plant flow 
measurement 

Union Avenue !1otel sew·er 

Prov. approval· 

Prov. approval 

Approved 

Approved 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov, approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

l ~ 
['! 
I 
r~ 

l 

i 
I 

I 

r: 
. I 

\ 



Date 

8-8-72 

8-8-72 

8-8-72 

8-8-72 

8-9-72 

8-9-72 

8-9-72 

8-9-72 

8-9-72 

8-9-72 

8-10-72 

8-15-72 

8-15-72 

8-15-72 

8-15-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

Location 

Deschutes County 

Scio 

Green San. Dist. 

Lel1anon 

Newberg 

Silverton 

USA (Beaverton) 

Canby 

North Bend 

Bend 

Brookings 

Wilsonville 

Medford 

Central Point 

North Umpqua S.D. 

Wasco County 

Woodburn 

Gresham 

Clackamas County 
Service Dist. I 

Lincoln City 

Odell San. Dist. 

-2-

Project Action 

Black Butte Ranch - irrigation Prov. approval 
waste disposal and sewer ext. 

Thomas Creek pumping station 

Change Order lt 1 to pond con
struction contract 

Edgewater Square Dev. sewers 

Hess Creek sanitary sewer 

Bridge Creek Apts. sewage 
pumping station 

Randall Apts. sewers 

Green Tree Manor Subd. sewers 

f'1odification of v1ater line 
at sewage treatment plant 

Riverside Motel pump station 

Sewer rehabilitation project 

Brown Road sewer & Parkway 
pump station 

Rogue Terrace subd. sewers 

Sierra Vista-Temple Court 
Subd. sewers 

Sanitary sewer extensions 

Prov. approval 

Approved 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Approved 

Prov. approval 

Approved 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Sportsmans Park #3 Subd. sewers Prov. approval 

Parkview Court Subd. sewers 

Drew Addition subd. sewers 

Change Order #2, Phase I, 
interceptor 

South 49th Street sewer 

Mid-Valley Subd. sewers 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Approved 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

[ 



Date 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72• 

8-17.-72 

8-17-72 

8-17-72 

8-22-72 

8-22-72 

8-22-72 

8-23-72 

8-23-72 

8-23-72 

8-23-72 

8-24-72 

8-28-72 

Location 

Klamath Falls 

Troutdale 

Medford 

The Dalles 

Gresham 

Gresham 

-3-

Project 

Airport interceptor se\'1er 
and pump station 

Fairfax Heights Subd, sewer 

Springdale area sewer 

Cheno\•li th Rim complex se'\>1er 

Binford Farms,· Phase II, 
Subdivision sewers· 

Wayfarer Addition sewer 

Keizer Sewer Dist. I Andrew Park Subd. sewer 

East Salem Sewage 
& Drainage Dist. I 

Lancaster Estates sewers 

Hillsboro (Rock Cr.) Hollman Park Subd, ll3 sewers 

Action 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Brookings Addendum No. 1 Brookings sewer Prov. approval 
sealing project 

\vilsonville Addendum No. 1 Brown Road Approved 
sewer and pump station project 

Tualatin Sewage treatment plant e·x- Prov. approval 
pans ion -- O. 44 5 MGD activated 
sludge-split flow effluent 
polishing 

Hillsboro (Westside) Sanitary sewer extensions 

Hillsboro (Rock Cr.) Val Park Subd. sewers and 
pump station 

USA (Sherwood) Allan Olson Subd. sewers 

Salem (Willow Lake) Two sewer projects 

USA (Tigard) Burnham Park Subd. sewers 

Lincoln City North Lincoln Hospital sewer 

Gresham Key Estates Subdivision Sewer 

Molalla Briarcroft Addition ll3 sewers 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

II 
11 
ji 

ii 
" " " (i 
:1 
ii 

ii 
I 
L 



Date 

8-29-72 

8-29-72 

8-29-72 

8-29-72 

8-29-72 

8-29-72 

8-29-72 

8-29-72 

8-30-72 -

8-30-72 

8-30-72 

8-30-72 

8-31-72 

8-31-72 

8-31-72 

8- 1-72 

Location 

East Salem Sewage 
& Drainage Dist. I 

USA (Aloha) 

Gresham 

Gresham 

Amity 

Lake Os\>1ego 

-4--

Project 

Jan Ree East #2 Subd. sewers 

Jersey Park #2 Subd. sewers 

7th Day Adventist Sch. sewer 

Kelly Avenue se\'ler 

Sanitary sewer laterals 

LID 133 sewers 

Action 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

USA (Beaverton) Central Park Condominium sewer Prov. approval 

USA (Sunset) The Bluffs Subd. sewers Prov. approval 

Rainier Fern Hill Subd. sewers Prov. approval 

Hillsboro (Rock Cr.) Sanitary sewer extensions 

Brookings < Change- Order #1 to sewage 
treatment plant contract 

Salem (Willow Lake) 12th Street sewer 

Umatilla Change Order #3 to sewage 
treatment plant contract 

Clackamas County Promontory Park sewage 
treatment plant 

USA (Tigard) Pathfinder Subd. sewers 

Coos Bay Mayflower Farms, Inc. 
Whey Evaporation Facilities 

Prov. approval 

Approved 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov. approval 

Prov.· ,l\pproval 



AP - 9 PROJECT PLAt!S, REPORTS, PROPOSALS FOR AIR QUALITY CONTROL 
DIVISION FOR AUGUST, 1972 

DAT£ 

August l 

3 

4 

9 

16 

21 

22 

24 

LOCATIOM 

Union County 

PROJECT 

Boise Cascade Corporation 
Plans to install bolometer 
to monitor smoke emissions 
from boiler. 

ACTION 

Conditiona 1 
Approval 

Corval 1 is Good Samaritan Hos pi ta 1 Approved · 
Construction 

Multnomah Co. Deer Run Apartments Approved 
Plans to coristruct52-space 
surface parking facility. 

Jackson County Timber Products .ConipanJ!. Approved 
Plans to install rota-clone 
scrubber to control sander-
dust emissions. 

Medford Skylark Subdivision (near 
Airport) 

Not Approved 

Hood River Co. B & D Pavinq Comoany 
Proposal to install wet 
scrubber system on asphalt 
plant. 

Not Approved 

Cl a ts op County 

Crook County 

Multnomah Co. 

Deschutes Co. 

Multnomah Co. 

Warrenton School District Not Approved 
Plans to install single 
chambered incinerator. 

Prine~ille Forest Products Approved 
Pl~ns to install two (2) hog 
fuel fired boilers with 
scrubber controls. 

Good Samaritan Medical Bldg. Approved 
Plans to construct 192-space, 
3 level, parking facility. 

Bend Veterinary Hospital Approved 
Plans and specifications for 
installation of pathological 
incinerator. 

Sizzler Family Steak House Approved 
Plans to construct 55-space 
surface parking facility 



AP - 9 PROJECT PLAllS, REPORTS, PROPOSALS FOR AIR QUALITY COMTROL 
DIVISION FOR AUGUST, 1972 Page 2 

DATE LOCATIO:I PROJECT ACTION 

August 24 Washington Co. Cedar Hills Professional Assn. Approved 
Plans to construct 87-space 
surface parking facility 

24 Multnomah Co. Reuben's ?, Coco's Restaurants Approved 
Plans to construct 140-space 
surface parking facility 

28 Multnomah Co. Frei ghtl i ner:__t;_QJ::P_orati on Approved 
Plans to construct 125-space 
surface parking facility 

28 · Multnomah Co. ·Port of Portland Approved 
Plans to construct 400-space 
surface parking facility 

30 Multnomah Co. Harbor Drive Closure Addit.ior1al 
·Information 
Requested 



PROJEC'l' PLANS 

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMEN'r DIVISION 

During the month of August 1972 ---, the following project 

plans and specifications and/or reports were reviewed by the 

staff. The disposition of each project is shown, pending 

confirmation by the Environmental Quality Commission. 

Date Location Pro.j ect Action ---

9 Curry County R.D. Tucker Landfill Prov. Approval 

11 Region 9 COG Mid-Columbia District Solid 
Waste study and Plan Comments 

23 Lane County Florence Sludge Site Prov. Approval 

31 Grant County Hendrix Landfill Prov. Approval 



TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 
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Director 
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COMMISSION 
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Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S, WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

DEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 
From: Director 
Subject: Agenda Item No. f, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

River Island Sand & Gravel, Incorporated 
CTai:kamas CountY -

Introduction 

This subject is being presented to the Environmental Quality 

Commission due to the numerous water pollution complaints which have 
been issued against River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. It was felt that 
local concern and staff activities related to the operation should be 
brought to the attention of the Environmental Quality Commission for its 
information and guidance. 
Background 

Site 

1. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc., operates a rock crushing, 

retail sand and gravel plant at approximately river mile 
14.0 adjacent to the Clackamas River. The plant site is 
located on relatively low flat ground in the Clackamas 
River flood plain and part of the northern site area is an 
old channel of the river. A drawing of the plant site is 

included for your reference. 
2. The gravel removal operations are primarily on the northern 

area of the property and due to the elevation differential 
between the Clackamas River and the removal area, ground 

water is observable in much of the borrow area. 
3. To protect the borrow area and rock crushing plant from 

flood waters of the Clackamas River, a dike has been con~ 

structed on the east side of the property. Nevertheless, 
during the past several winters, flooding of this area has 
occurred either due to breaching of the dike or flow around 
the dike. 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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4. Seepage has developed through the toe of the dike and a 

sha 11 ow ditch has been constructed to co 11 ect and dis

charge this water to the old river channel. Dikes have 

been constructed in the old channel to provide for 

settling but these dikes have washed out during periods 

of high runoff. 

5. The gravel plant is located adjacent to the borrow area 

and is susceptible to flooding. Wash waters from the 

gravel plant are discharged to a series of settling basins 

located in the borrow area. 

Hi story 

l. As a result of numerous complaints and investigations by 

the staff, River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc., submitted 

an application for a Waste Discharge Permit on October 13, 

1969. This application indicated that gravel wash waters 

from the plant would be discharged into settling ponds and 

recirculated. The application was submitted by a previous 

owner of River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc., Loren Obrist. 

2. The Department sent a letter to Loren Obrist, dated 

October 27, 1969, informing him of the adopted water quality 

standards (attached) for the Clackamas River basin. 

3. A Waste Discharge Permit was issued to River Island Sand 

& Gravel, Inc., on December 26, 1969. Condition No. l of 

this permit required that the permittee submit a program and 

time schedule for providing before May l, 1970, such 

facilities as are necessary to meet the water quality 

standards for the Clackamas River. 

4. At the beginning of 1970, Mr. Frank M. Lamb purchased 

River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. At this time settling 

ponds had been constructed in the borrow area to receive 

gravel wash waters from the plant. 

5. In October, 1970, River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. began 

construction of the shear dike adjacent to the Clackamas 

River to protect the borrow area and plant site from 

river flooding. 
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6. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. submitted an application 
for renewal of their Waste Discharge Permit dated 

December 7, 1970. 
7. A Waste Discharge Permit was issued on May 18, 1971, 

which required the following: 
a. Prior to August l, 1971 - complete construction of 

the shear dike to protect the gravel wash water 
settling ponds from flooding. 

b. Perform no activities which would violate the Water 

Qua 1 i ty Standards for the Clackamas River. 
8. On July 14, 1971 a written complaint was received of 

turbid waste water discharge from River Island Sand & 
Gravel, Inc., from Jay Massey, District Fishery Biologist, 

Oregon Game Commission. In addition numerous telephone 
complaints were received regarding the operation. 

9. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. submitted an application 
for renewal of their Waste Discharge Permit on December 21, 

1971. 
10. Based on the above considerations, the Department completed 

its evaluation of River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. 
operation and issued proposed permit provisions on April 26, 

1972. Condition No. l of this proposed permit stated: 

1 . Prior to September 1 , 1972 the permi ttee sha 11 submit 
a detailed proposal and timetable for providing as 
soon as practicable but not later than July 1, 1973, 
such facilities and controls as are necessary to: 
a. Relocate the gravel crushing plant to a site 

acceptable to the Department of Environmental 
Quality. 

b. Provide a gravel wash water recirculation system 

adequate to insure no discharge of wash waters to 
the Clackamas River except by means of seepage at 

a controlled rate so as to reduce turbidities to 
the lowest possible level and such that the 
requirements of condition number 2 are not violated. 
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11. On May 12, 1972 the Department received comments from 
Robert E. Glasgow, Attorney at Law, representing River 

Island Sand & Gravel, Inc., indicating his client does 
not own any property at a higher elevation and objecting 

to condition 1 (a) of the proposal. 
12. On May 16, 1972 a copy of a report dated May 12, 1972 

prepared by Dames and Moore, Consulting Engineers, 
regarding the River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. rock 

removal and crushing operation was submitted. 
13. On July 21, 1972, the Department sent a letter to the 

Division of State Lands requesting that the material 
removal permit for River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. which 
was currently on file for renewal be denied until such 

time as the Environmental Quality Commission has reviewed 
the operation and taken appropriate action. 

14. On August 2, 1972, the Division of State Lands sent a 
letter to Mr. Lamb, President of River Island Sand & Gravel, 
Inc., denying the issuance of the material removal permit. 

15. During 1972 numerous telephone and written complaints were 

issued against the operation for discharge of turbid waters 
to the Clackamas River, and for noise produced by the 

crusher, front end loader and trucks. 

Evaluation 
l. The staff has thoroughly investigated the site and found 

the following deficiencies in the location and operation 
of the facilities: 
a. The borrow area is located in the flood plain and 

during winter high water conditions the dike protecting 

the area can be breached and or circumvented causing 
severe erosion of the excavation area. /\t this time, 
silt and other debris are then washed downstream. 

b. The soil conditions of the area are natural river run 
rock a 11 owing v1ater to filter rapidly through the 
excavation area and to the river. 
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c. Seepage through the dike also collects silt and 
discharges to the river. 

d. Gravel wash waters are discharged to a series of 
settling ponds constructed from river run rock, 

these ponds are ineffective in providing adequate 
settling or entrapment of the waters. The waste 
waters filter rapidly through the pond and discharge 

to the river, containing varying concentrations of 
silt. 

2. In addition the report presented by Dames and Moore indi

cated that due to the high ground water table and the 
permeability of the sand and gravel exposed in the area 

a recirculation system is not feasible. 
3. Noise from the crusl1ing operation varies according to the 

size of rock being crushed, and the operation was relatively 

quiet during noise surveys conducted by the staff. Many 

Conclusions 

of the neighbors object to the noise when large rocks are 
crushed or when the crusher is operated in the evening, 
early morning, or on the weekend. Gravel trucks using 

the facility are also a significant source of neighborhood 

complaint, but most of these trucks are not owned or 
operated by River Island Sand and Gravel, Inc. 

1. Serious water quality problems result from the operation 

of River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. The location of the 
seepage ponds in the flood plain, and movement of water 
through the borrow area, a 11 ow turbid waters to seep 
through the river run rock and into the river. This 
results in discharges exceeding the turbidity standards 

established for the Clackamas River. 
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2. To effectively control these water quality problems, 

two alternatives exist: 
a. Remove the crushing plant, close the area to gravel 

removal and initiate a program of rehabilitation for 

the area. 
b. Relocate the gravel crushing plant and seepage ponds 

to an acceptable site. In addition, this would 
require that River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc., develop 
a total (including a removal and rehabilitation plan) 

water quality management program to protect the 

Clackamas River. 
3. Noise from the crushing operation is excessive for evening, 

early morning and weekend operation. When large rocks are 

crushed, noise is occasionally excessive for week day 
operation. Many trucks using the facility create excessive 

noise, but are not under the direct control of River Island 

Sand and Gravel, Inc. 
Recommendations 

It is the recommendations of the Director that: 
l. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc., be directed to 

immediately retain a professional engineer registered in 

the state of Oregon to develop a water quality management 
program and time schedule for its Clackamas River operation 

which 1~ill insure adequate protection of the Clackamas River 
from waste-water discharges. 

2. The water quality management program sha 11 be completed and 

submitted to the Department as soon as practicable but not 
later than November 30, 1972 and upon approval by the staff 
be immediately implemented. 

3. A Waste Discharge Permit encompassing the above recommendations 
be issued by the Department to River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. 

4. The Division of State Lands be requested to include as an 
integral part of its material removal permit for River 
Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. the water quality management 
implementation plan as per its Waste Discharge Permit. 
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5. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. be requested to limit 

rock crushing operations to the hours between 8 a.m. and 

6 p.m., Monday through Friday. 

September 26, 1972 
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TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 

Director 

SUBJECT: Agenda Item D a) for October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting 

Kraft Mill Emission Regulation 
(OAR 340, Sections 25-155 through 25-195) 

Background: 

The kraft mill emission regulation, adopted by the Sanitary Authority 

in April, 1969, set total reduced sulfur (TRS) emission limits from recovery 

furnaces at an immediate level of 70 parts per million (ppm), or 2 pounds of 

sulfur per ton of pulp (lb S/t), with a 1975 limit of 17. 5 ppm or O. 5 lb S/t, or 

"such other limit of TRS that proves to be reasonably attainable utilizing the 

latest in design of recovery furnace equipment, controls, and procedures." A 

review and public hearing was provided for no later than July, 1973, to review 

technology and adequacy of the recovery furnace emission limits. 

A second important provision of the 1969 regulation required mill 

operators to conduct special studies of other emission sources throughout the 

mill with the objective of establishing a basis for specifying more effective 

control of all kraft mill odor sources. 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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Discussion: 

It has become desirable to set definite 1975 limits well in advance 

of the July, 1973 date in order to allow for the two years' construction time 

required for major installations where necessary. Also, the technology of 

controls for both conventional and low-odor furnaces has µrogressed to the 

point of allowing limits to be set with reasonable certainty, and the importance 

of "other sources", heretofore considered minor, has become more apµarent. 

Accordingly, a proposed amended kraft mill regulation has been drafted 

which expresses these developments and also redirects the emphasis of 

the regulation towards total odor control at the mill site. 

The timing and limits in the new proposed regulation are: 

Jan. 1, 1974 

July 1, 1975 

July 1, 1978 

Notes: 

Recovery Fur
naces (1), (2) 

10 ppm or 
0.3lbS/t 

5 ppm or 
o. 15 lb S/t 

Lime 
Kilns (2) 

20 ppm or 
O. 1 lb S/t 

10 ppm or 
O. 05 lb S/t 

All Other Sources 

The sum of all TRS emissions 
not to exceed 0. 1 lb S/t, and 
also no vent TRS to exceed 
lOppm 

(1) New recovery furnaces would be required to comply with the 5 ppm TRS 

limit immediately (after an appropriate, short-term run-in period). 

(2) The limits are given in terms of a concentration and a mass emission rate. 

The proposed regulation adds, "whichever is the more restrictive." 
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Stepwise limits on lime kiln TRS have been added, with deadlines 

of July 1, 1975 and July 1, 1978. Three lime kilns in Oregon emit less than 

10 ppm TRS gases with good reliability. However, the technology of lime kiln 

TRS control is not well known. Some studies have been made, and more are 

in progress, but since the reliability of even the best kilns for emitting less 

than 10 ppm is not absolute, and since there is still much that must be learned 

about why any given kiln emits the concentrations it does, the first step of 

control has been set at 20 ppm for 1975, with a subsequent limit of 10 ppm in 

1978. The 10 ppm appears to be the best that technology can deliver, and also 

it appears to be a limit on the accuracy of TRS monitors. This accuracy 

limitation does not arise in the detection-analysis part of the monitoring systems 

but rather in interferences from other contaminants in the sample lines between 

stacks and detection units. Ten ppm from a lime kiln is approximately a 

mass-emission rate of O. 05 lb S/ton, or roughly equivalent to a recovery 

furnace emitting two ppm. 

Tn addition, the particulate limit deadline for recovery furnaces 

and lime kilns is being moved up from July 1, 1975 to May 1, 1975, to 

conform to Oregon's State-wide Clean Air Act Implementation Plan. This 

is the only change in the particulate emission limits. 

Under the proposed revised regulation, the mills would be allowed 

to retain conventional recovery furnaces provided they could operate within 

the 10 ppm TRS limit by not later than July 1, 1975, and within a 5 opm TRS 

limit by not later than July 1, 1978. For the 1975 TRS limit, where there is 

more than one furnace stack (for example, a low-odor and a conventional 
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furnace on one plant site), averaging the stacks at 10 ppm would be allowed, 

provided that no furnace stack would exceed more than 15 ppm or 0. 45 lb S/ton. 

The 5 ppm TRS limit would apply immediately to all new furnaces and after 

1978 to all existing furnaces as well as to new furnaces. 

These proposed limits are based on emissions averaged over each 

calendar day. Peaks from recovery furnace stacks would be limited to four 

times the average for no more than sixty cumulative minutes per day, that is, 

40 ppm by July 1, 1975, and 20 ppm by July 1, 1978. 

The proposed revised regulation represents, to a degree, a shift 

in emphasis in that the existing regulationconcentrates essentially entirely 

on recovery furnaces, while the proposed regulation would bring other odor 

sources under highest and best practicable control. Continuing to restrict 

recovery furnace emissions to the point of requiring that all recovery capacity 

be converted to low-odor configurations by July 1, 1975 would not only require 

great expenditures of time and money, but would not in itself solve the kraft 

mill odor problem. The other sources, such as pulp-washing systems, lime

mud recovery ("recausticizing cycles") systems, and black liquor oxidation 

vents, account for as much as O. 5 lb S/ton, or equivalent to a recovery furnace 

at 20 ppm. 1t is believed that the time and money to control these sources 

would do more at this time to reduce the kraft odor problem than would the 

greater expenditure necessary to convert all existing recovery furnace capacity 

to low-odor configuration. 

"Other Sources" are not uniform throughout the industry, in that 

the strengths and indeed the array of vents present at any mill will vary with 

different types of pulp produced, the wood species pulped, and differences in 

equipment and procedures. Therefore, developing a program for compliance 
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with this provision would follow staff inspections and detailing with the mill 

staffs of sources and controls. Some of the sources listed in the definition 

of "Other Sources" (Section A, Definition 7) would be included in the vents to 

be treated in the non-condensible systems or given equivalent treatment, namely 

the knotter and brown-stock washer vents, brown-stock-washer filtrate tank 

vents, and black-liquor-oxidation tower vents. 

It is proposed that contaminated liquid streams be steam-stripped 

prior to re-use or treatment, and the stripped gases incinerated in the non

condensible system. Examples of these streams are condensate from multiple

effect evaporators and wash water from lime-mud washers. ~n the interest of 

water re-use programs, to reduce BOD loadings to treatment systems and to 

reduce the fresh water demand of the mills, these streams presently are 

commonly used for scrubbing media for particulate scrubbers or for wash water 

elsewhere. When used as a scrubbing medium, flue gases can strip out odorous 

gases, thus transferring a water quality problem to an air quality oroblem. 

Stripping the odorous gases in a steam stripper would make these liquid effluents 

suitable for re-use, and also remove a certain amount of BOD to aid the water 

treatment programs and help limit odorous emissions from aerated lagoons, 

It is intended in this way to keep air and water quality programs from defeating 

each other and indeed to provide some mutual benefit, 

A requirement would be added to enclose sewers and drains which 

are presently open troughs. These drains serve as spill and leak collectors, 

and the liquid streams in them are often very ootent. 
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The use of anaerobic lagoons, which have been used for primary 

treatment (settling ponds) in waste water treatment would be prohibited, because 

of observations and complaints of odors from this type of lagoon in the past. 

A limit would be set on recovery furnace sulfur dioxide at 300 ppm. 

At oresent, under normal operating conditions, few furnaces emit as much 

as 100 ppm 80
2

. However, low-odor furnaces have emitted as much as 

1000 ppm in their start-up phases. Imposing a limit would ensure that 802 

control would not be neglected when the furnaces are designed and operated, 

as well as provide a basis for regulatory control should problems develop in 

the future. 

New facilities would be required to be in compliance with applicable 

limits within 180 days of start-up. This requirement would apply to new mills 

or to an added or modified piece of equipment in an existing mill. The time 

limit is somewhat short for start-ups of major pieces of equipment, like 

recovery furnaces, but more than adequate for minor units like scrubbers. It 

is expected that if a mill were nearing the 180th day and still had not achieved 

compliance, that the problem and its reasons would be brought to the attention 

of the Department, A need for significant additional time could be presented 

as a request for a variance. 

Compliance schedules would be reviewed from the point of view of 

achieving compliance in the shortest time practicable within the limits imposed 

by availability of materials and by construction schedules, rather than 

emphasizing the compliance deadlines. 
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Some further "housekeeping" provisions would be included 

in the proposed regulation. A requirement would be orovided for installing 

stand-by thermal oxidation capacity to function whenever lime kilns used 

for incinerating non-condensibles are removed from service or fail. This 

might not be necessary at plant sites using more than one kiln, in which 

case the mill could request a variance if it could be shown that at no time 

would both kilns be out of service at a time when the rest of the mill 

was operating (i.e. , exclusive of total mill shutdowns\. Special studies 

could be required by the mechanism of a permit requirement for special 

cases (such as bleach plant emissions at three kraft mills which bleach 

pulp). Continual monitoring of particulate emissions would be required 

by January 1, 1974. Weyerhaeuser at Springfield is doing so now, and 

Georgia-Pacific at Toledo has piloted a project with another non-papermaking, 

company to develop a continuous particulate monitor. A continual partic

ulate monitoring system would be more representative than once-a-month 

grab sampling and would provide the mills with a rapid indication of 

malfunctions. 

Criteria also are included for setting more restrictive emission 

limits if found to be necessary for especially critical situations. 

Another review would be made orior to January, 1976. This 

would give an opportunity to review the total odor problem and progress 

in solving it, and to review the need or desirability of limiting all 

furnaces to 5 ppm TRS by July 1, 1978, as proposed, 
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Director's Recommendation: 

It is recommended that the Director be authorized to schedule 

a Public Hearing before the Commission for the adoption of this regula

tion at the next appropriate Commission meeting, which will allow 30 

days public notice and conferences with interested persons. 



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
AIH QUALITY CONTROL DiVISION 

September 25, 1972 

PROPOSED 
REVISED HEGULATION FOH KRAFT PULP MILLS 

OAH Chapter 340, Sections 25-155 to 25-195 are Repealed and Sections . . . 

A through K are adopted in lieu thereof. 

A. DEFINITIONS: 

As used in these regulations, unless otherwise required by context: 

1. Continual Monitoring means sampling and analysis, in a continuous or 

timed sequence, using techniques which will adequately reflect actual 

emission levels or concentrations on a continuous basis. 

2. Department means the Department of Environmental Quality. 

3. Emission means a release into the atmosphere of air contaminants. 

4. Kraft Mill or Mill means any industrial operation which uses for a cooking 

liquor an alkaline sulfide solution co~taining sodium.hydroxide and sodium 

sulfide in its pulping process. 

5, Lime Kiln means any production device in which calcium carbonate is 

thermally converted to calcium oxide. 

6. Non-condensibles means gases and vapors from the digestion and evaporation 

processes of a mill that are not condensed with the equipment used in said 

processes. 

7. Other Sources means sources of sulfur emissions in a kraft mill other than 

recovery furnaces and lime kilns, including but not limited to: 

a. vents from knotters, brown stock washing systems, evaporators, 

blow tanks, smelt tanks, blow heat accumulators, black liquor storage 

tanks, black liquor oxidation systems, tall oil recovery operations, 
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steaming vessels and other equipment for pretreatment of chips 

and sawdust prior to their introduction into digestors, 

b. any operation connected with the treatment of condensate liquids 

within the mill, and 

c. any vent which is shown_to be a contribution of odorous gases over 

10 ppm TRS, 

8. Particulate Matter means a small, discrete mass of solid matter, including 

the solids dissolved or suspended in liquid droplets, but not including 

uncombined water. 

·9, Parts Per Million (ppm) means parts of a contaminant per million parts 

of gas by volume on a dry-gas basis (1 ppm equals 0. 001% by volume). 

10. Production means tons of air-dried, unbleached kraft pulp, or equivalent, 

produced, 

11. Recovery Furnace means the combustion device including any direct 

contact evaporator in, which pulping chemicals are converted to a molten 

smelt and wood solids are incinerated. 

12. Total Reduced Sulfur (TRS) means the sulfur in hydrogen sulfide, mercaptans, 

dimethyl sulfide, dimethyl disulfide, and any other organic sulfides present 

in an oxidation state of minus two. 

B. STATEMENT OF POLICY 

Recent technological developments have enhanced the degree of malodorous 

emission control possible for the kraft pulping process. While recognizing 

that complete malodorous and particulate emission control is not presently 
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possible, consistent with the meteorological and geographical conditions in 

Oregon, it is hereby declared to be the p0licy of the Department to: . 

1. Require, in accordance with a specific program and time table for each 

operating mill, the highest and best practicable treatment and control of 

atmospheric emissions from kraft mills through the utilization of tech

nically feasible eqnipment, devices and procedures. 

2. Require degrees and methods of treatment that shall essentially eliminate 

discharge of odorous gases from kraft pulp mills. 

3. Require effective monitoring and reporting of emissions and reporting of 

other data pertinent to air quality or emissions. The Department will use 

these data in conjunction with ambient air data and observation of conditions 

in the surrounding area to develop and revise emission and ambient air 

standards, and to determine compliance therewith. 

4. Encourage and assist the kraft pulping industry to c~nduct a research 

and technological development program designed to ·progressively reduce 

kraft mill emissions, in accordance with a definite program, including 

specified objectives and time schedules. 

5. Establish standards deemed to be technically feasible and reasonably 

attainable, with the intent of revising the standards as new information 

and better technology are developed. 

C. HIGHEST AND BEST PRACTICABLE TREATMENT AND CONTROL REQ.UIRED: 

Notwithstanding the specific emission limits set forth in Section D of these 

regulations, in order to maintain the lowest possible emission of air contam

inants, the highest and best practicable treatment and control currently 

available shall In every case be provided. 
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D, EMISSION LIMITATIONS: 

1. Emission of Total Reduced Sulfur (TRS) 

a. Recovery Furnaces 

1) As soon as practicable, but not later than July 1, 1975, the 

emission of TRS from each recovery furnace shall not exceed: 

a) · 10 ppm and O. 3 lb S/ton of production 

b) 40 ppm for more than 60 cumulative minutes in any one day 

c) At mill sites where a combination of more than one recovery 

furnace is used, the TRS emissions from all active recovery 

furnace capacity may be averaged to establish compliance 

·with subsection D. 1. a. (1) a) above, provided, however, that 

the TRS emissions from each individual recovery furnace 

shall not exceed 15 ppm and O. 45 lb S/ton of production. 

d) TRS emissions from recovery furnaces placed in operation after 

the effective date of these regulations shall be controlled to 

limit them such that emissions of TRS will immediately coinply 

with the limits in subsection D. 1. a. (2) below, 

2) As soon as practicable, but not later than July 1, 1978, the TRS 

emissions from recovery furnaces shall not exceed: 

a) 5 ppm and O. 15 lb S/ton of production 

b) 20 ppm for more than 60 cumulative minutes in any one day. 

b. Lime Kilns 

1) As soon as practicable, but not later than July 1, 1975, the emission 

of TRS from lime kilns shall not exceed: 

a) 20 ppm and O. 1 lb S/ton of production 
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b) Lime kilns placed in operation after the effective date of these 

. regulations shall immedia1;ely comply with the limits in sub

section D. 1. b. (2) below. 

2) As soon as practicable, but not later than July 1, 197 8, the 

~missions of TRS from lime kilns shall not exceed 10 npm and 

O. 05 lb S/ton. 

c. For the purposes of subsections D.1. a. and b. above, daily arithmetic 

average emissions will be used, 

d, Non-condensibles 

1) Non-condensibles from digesters and multiple-effect evaporators 

shall be treated by thermal incineration in a lime kiln or the 

equivalent. 

2) On mill sites where a lime kiln or combination of lime kilns is 

used for incinerating non-condensibles, as soon as practicable 

but not later than July 1, 1974, the means shall be provided to 

immediately and automatically treat the non-condensibles in a 

separate incineration device, capable of subjecting the non

condensibles to a temperature of not less than 1200' F for not 

less than O. 3 seconds whenever the kiln or combination of kilns 

is out of service or otherwise incapable of incinerating non

condensibles. 

3) When steam- or air-stripping of condensates or other contaminated 

streams is practiced, the stripped gases shall be subjected to 

treatment in the non-condensible system or otherwise given 

equivalent treatment. 



-6-

4) As sooil as practicable, but not later than July 1, 1974, emissions 

from the following sources shall be treated in the non-condensible 

system or otherwise given equivalent treatment: knotter and brown 

stock washer vents, brown-stock washer filtrate tailk vents, and 

plack-liquor-oxidation tower vents. 

e. Other Sources 

As soon as practicable, but not later than July 1, 1974, the emissions 

from all other sources not specifically provided for in subsections 

D. 1. a., b. , and d. , above shall be controlled or limited in such 

manner that the emissions of TRS do not exceed either 10 ppm from 

each .source, or a mill-site total from all such other sources of 

0.1 lb S/ton of production. 

f. Contaminated Condensate 

As soon as practicable, but not later than January 1, 1974, each 

mill shall provide steam stripping of contaminated condensate streams 

prior to re-use of such streams within the mill and prior to their'. 

discharge to any liquid waste treatment systeni. The compliance 

proposal for this requirement submitted in accordance with subsection 

D. 4. below shall be sufficiently detailed to demonstrate that each 

mill's system is highest and best practicable treatment within the 

limits of the current state of the art, and shall also detail the source, 

composition, and present disposition of each stream, the degree of 

treatment supplied in terms of removal of major contaminants and 

an estimate of the decrease in malodorous gas emissions and BOD 
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loadings to the liquid waste treatment system expected from imple-

menting the proposed systems. 

g. Sewers and Drains 

· As soon as practicable, but not later than January 1, 1974, all open-

trough sewers and drains within the pulp digestion and chemical 

recovery areas of each mill site shall be replaced by piped systems 

and the vent-emissions therefrom treated equivalent to thermal 

oxidation at 1200° F for 0. 3 seconds. 

h. Anaerobic Lagoons and Ponds 

As soon as.practicable, but not later than May 1, 1974, the use of 

anaerobic lagoons or ponds for the treatment of liquid waste is prohibited. 

2. Particulate Matter 

a. Recovery Furnaces 

As soon as practicable, but not later than May 1, 1974, the emissions of 

particulate matter from each recovery furnace or combination of 

recovery furnaces discharging through a common stack shall be 

controlled or limited such that emissions do not exceed four pounds 

per ton of production. 

b. Lime Kilns 

As soon as practicable, but not later than May 1, 1975, the emissions 

of particulate matter from each lime kiln or combination of lime 'kilns 

discharging through a common stack shall be controlled or limited 

such that emissions of particulate do not exceed one pound per ton 

of production. 
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c. Smelt Dissolving Tanks 

The emission of particulate matt.er from each smelt dissolving tank 

or combination of smelt dissolving tanks discharging through a common 

stack shall be controlled or limited such that emissions of particulate 

ma~ter do not exceed one-half pound per ton of production. 

3. Sulfur Dioxide (S02) 

As soon as practicable, but not later than July 1, 1975, emissions of 

sulfur dioxide from each stack or vent in the pulp digestion or recovery 

processes shall be controlled or limited such that emissions of sulfur 

dioxide (SOz). do not exceed 300 ppm on a dry-gas basis. 

4, New Facility Compliance 

As soon as practicable, but not later than within 180 days of the start-

up of a new kraft mill or of any new or modified facility having emissions 

limited by these regulations, that facility shall be operated, controlled 

or limited to comply with the applicable provisions of these regulations 

and the mill shall conduct source sampling or monitoring as appropriate 

to demonstrate compliance. 

5. Compliance Schedules 

As soon as practicable, but not later than February 1, 1973, each mill 

shall submit to the Department a proposed compliance program, including 

means, methods and a schedule for complying with the emission limits 

of these regulations, After receipt and review of said compliance program, 

the Department will establish in cooperation with mill representatives 

an approved compliance schedule for each mill within the time limitations 

established by these regulations. 
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E, MORE RESTRICTIVE EMISSJ:ON LIMITS: 

Prior to the construction of new kraft mills, or expansions of production or 

modification of facilities significantly affecting emissions at existing kraft 

mills, complete and detailed engineering plans and specifications for air · 

pollution control devices and facilities and such other data as may be required 

to evaluate projected emissions and potential effects on air quality shall be 

submitted to and approved by the Department. All construction shall be in 

accordance with plans as approved in writing by the Department. 

G. MONITORING 

1. Total Reduced Sulfur (TRS) 

Each mill shallprovide continual monitoring of TRS in accordance with 

the following: 

a. The monitoring equipment shall be capable of determining compliance 

with the emission limits established by these regulations, and shall be 

capable of continual sampling and recording of concentrations of TRS 

contaminants during a time interval not greater than 30 minutes. 

b. The sources monitored shall include, but are not limited to, the 

recovery furnace stacks and the lime kiln stacks. 

c, At least once per year, vents from other sources (as defined in 

Section A, Definitions) shall be sampled to demonstrate representative 
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emissions of TRS and the results reported to the Department. 

2. Particulate Matter 

Each mill shall sample the recovery furnace(s), lime kiln(s) and smelt 

dissolving tank(s) for particulate emissions on a regularly scheduled basis. 

As soon as practicable, but not later than July 1, 1974, each mill shall 

provide continual monitoring of particulate matter from recovery furnaces 

and lime kilns. 

3. Sulfur Dioxide (S02) 

Representative sulfur dioxide emissions from the recovery furnace(s) shall 

be determined once each month. 

H. REPORTING: 

Unless otherwise authorized or required by permit, data shall be reported by 

each mill for each calendar month by the fifteenth day of the subsequent calendar 

month as follows: 

1. Daily average emissions of TRS gases expressed in parts per million of 

H2S on a dry gas basis for each source included in the approved monitoring 

program. 

2. The number of cumulative minutes each day the TRS gases from the recovery 

furnaces exceed 20 ppm and 40 ppm and the maximum concentration of 

TRS measured each day, expressed as H2S on a dry gas basis. 

3. Emissions of TRS gases in pounds of sulfur per equivalent air-dried ton 

of pulp processed in the kraft cycle for each source included in the approved 

monitoring program. 

4. Emission of so2 from the recovery furnace(s), expressed as ppm, dry basis. 
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5. Emission of particulates in pounds per equivalent air-dried ton of pulp 

produced in the kraft cycle based upon the sampling conducted in accordance 

with the approved monitoring program. 

6. Cumulative hours of operation of the lime kiln(s) used for non-condensible 

incineration and the number of cumulative hours of stand-by afterburner 

operation. 

7. Average daily equivalent kraft pulp production in air-dried tons. 

8. Other emission data as required by the Air Contaminant Discharge Permit. 

9. Each kraft mill shall furnish, upon request of the Department, such other 

pertinent data as the Department may require to evaluate the mill's emission 

control program. Each mill shall immediately report abnormal mill opera-

tions which result in increased emissions of air contaminants, in accordance 

with the provisions of the Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 340, 

"Upset Conditions". 

I.. SPECIAL STUDIES: 

Where warranted by conditions at particular mills, special studies of specific 

vents or air contaminant emissions may be required as a condition of issuing 

an Air Contaminant Discharge Permit. 

J. OTHER ESTABLISHED AIR QUALITY LIMITATIONS: 

The emission limits established by these regulations are in addition to visible 

emissions and other ambient air standards, established or to be established by 

the Department, unless exempted therefrom by this regulation. 

K. PUBLIC HEARING 

A public hearing shall be held by the Department no later than January, 1976 to 

review current technology and the adequacy of these regulations and to adopt any 

revisions that are necessary. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 
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Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S. WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

OEQ-1 

FROM: Director 

SUBJECT: Agenda Item D b) October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Amendment to OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, 
Sections 25-105 through 25-130, Hot Mix Asphalt Plants 

Background: 

The existing hot mix asphalt plant regulation was adopted by 

the State Sanitary Authority on August 2, 1968. Since this regulation was 

adopted, additional related regulations have been adopted and control 

technology has advanced. Thus a review and revision of the hot mix asphalt 

plant regulation is considered aµpropriate. 

Overall the proposed new regulation maintains a high degree of 

control by requiring compliance for both stationary and portable plants 

located in special control areas with the current process weight table, expanding 

the boundaries of special control areas, adding new definitions and deleting 

sections which are now obsolete because of the adoption of new rules with 

the Implementation Plan. 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-569(1 
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Discussion: 

An effort has been made in the oroposed revision to maintain 

the general format of the original regulation. Deleted language has been 

enclosed in brackets, and new or relocated language has been underlined. 

Review of Proposed Revisions: 

25-105DEFINITIONS- "Particulate Matter" has been added to this section to 

maintain consistency with other adopted regulations. 

The relocation and revision of "Special Control Areas" up

dates the definition and expands the applicable area of the regulation. 

Extending the special control areas to one mile from a residence 

and to two miles straight line distance of oaved public roads is a 

major revision making the regulation more restrictive. This will 

require high performance controls in locations subject to significant 

public exposure yet allow less efficient controls outside special 

control areas. The necessity for different standards for different 

areas of the state is still apparent but on a reduced basis since the 

adoption of the initial regulation. 

Minor changes in the definitions are µroposed for housekeeping 

reasons. 

25-110 CONTROL FACILITIES REQUIRED - The definition of special control 

areas has been revised and relocated as previously explained to rid 

this section of everything except requirements for control facilities. 

The proposed language changes in subsection (1) of this section 

are intended to more clearly indicate that all gases and dusts must 
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be collected and subjected to a particulate collection efficiency of at 

least 80% in all locations outside special control areas. 

The revisions proposed in subsection (2\ are intended to specific

ally indicate the emission limitations which must be complied with 

inside of special control areas by all plants. These limitations 

include the appropriate emission mass rate from Table 1, a maximum 

visible emission of 20% ooacity and a maximum mass loading of 0. 2 

grains (1/35, 000 pound\ per standard cubic foot of exhaust for existing 

sources and 50% of these values for new sources. 

25-115 OTHER ESTABLISHED AIR QUALITY LIMITATIONS - This section 

was updated, but remains essentially the same. 

25-120 PORTABLE HOT MIX ASPHALT PLANTS - Portable hot mix plants, 

located outside of Special Control Areas, have been exempted from the 

opacity limits of Section 21-015, if particulate collection efficiency 

equals or exceeds 80%. It is proposed that when this condition is met 

that the grain loading limits of Section 21-030 also be exempted since 

neither 21-015 nor 21-030 can be met with an 80% collection efficiency. 

A new proposed subsection would allow portable ulants to apply 

for air contaminant discharge µermits within the Department's 

jurisdiction without specifying exact site locations for periods not 

to exceed one calendar year. Since this source group often bas to 

adjust site schedules on short notice during the construction season 

this would facilitate botb the industry and Deµartment in accomµlishing 

the permit requirements in an orderly manner. Department aµoroval 
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for the air µollution controls to be installed at each site location 

would insure an adequate control µrogram. 

25-125 INFORMATION REQUIRED AND MONITORING OF PLANT FACILITIES-

This section has been deleted because since the adoµtion of the 

existing regulation these requirements have been made general 

requirements elsewhere in Chapter 340, OAR. 

25-130 ANCILLARY SOURCES OF EMISSION-HOUSEKEEPING OF PLANT 

AND FACILITIES - A slight revision is µroposed to clearly indicate 

the application of this renumbered section "at all times". 

TABLE 1 - PROCESS WEIGHT TABLE - No changes are oroµosed. 

Summary: 

The µroposed revisions of the Hot Mix Asphalt Plant Regulation 

will exµand the area within Oregon where high efficiency controls are required 

thus making the regulation more restrictive. The regulation will also be uµ

dated to be more consistent with additions made to Chaµter 340, OAR, since 

the existing hot mix asphalt µlant was adoµted. 

Director's Recommendation:' 

It is the recommendation of the Director that the Environmental 

Quality Commission authorize the Director to schedule a Public Hearing, at 

a time and µlace to be determined, for the purpose of receiving testimony 

relevant to the amendment of OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, Sections 21-015 

through 25-130, Hot Mix Asphalt Plants. 



DEPARTMEPIT OF ENVIROr1MEilTAL. QUALITY 
AIR QUALITY CDrlTROL DIVISION 

September, 1972 

Proposed 
Amendments of OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, 

Section 25-105 through 25-130, Hot ~ix Asphalt Plants. 

OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, Sections 25-105 through 
25-130 are hereby amended to read as fo 11 m·1s: · 

25-105 DEFINITIONS. As used in Sections 25-105 
through [25-130] 25-125, unless otherwise required by context: 

(1) ''Hot mix asphalt plants'' [are] means those firms 
conveying [proportion] proportioned ~uantities or batch loading 
of co 1 d aggrega t2 to a drier, and heating, dryi nr;, screening, 
classifying, measuring and -mixing tile a0greqate [and] 1'1ith as
phalt for the purposes of paving, construction, industrial, re
sidential or commercial use. 

(2) ''Collection efficiency'' fis] means the overall 
performance of the air cleaning device in terms of ratio of mat
erial collected to total input to the collector unless specific 
size fractions of the contaminant are stated or required. 

(3) "Process ~1eight by hour" [is] means 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 comb0stion air will not. ''The 
Process Weight Per Hour" 11ill be derived by dividing the total 
process weight by t!1e number of hours in one complete operation 
from the beginning of any given process to the completion thereof, 
excluding any time during which the equipment is idle. 

(<'l) '"Dusts" [are] means minute solid particles released 
into the air by natural forces or by mechanical processes such as 
crushing, grinding, milling, drilling, demolishing, shoveling, con
veying, covering, bagging or sV1eeping. 

(5) "Portable hot mix asphalt plants" [are] means those 
facilities or equipment, which are rlesigned to b~ dismantled and 
transported from one job site to another job site. 
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(6) "Particulate Matter'' means any matter except uncom
bined \later, 1•11lic:1 exists as a liquid or solid at standard condi
tions. 

(7) "Special Control 1'\reas" 1:1eans for the purpose of 
this regulation any location within: 

(a) Multnomah, Clackamas, Columbia, Washington, Yamhill, 
Polk, Benton, :'larion, Linn and Lane Counties. 

(b) The Umpgua Basin as defined in section 21-010,(2). 

(c) The Rogue Basin as defined in section 21-010,(3), 

(d) Any incorporated city or v1ithin six (6) miles of the 
city 1 imits of said incorporated city. 

(e) Any area of the state within [one-half (1/2)] one (1) 
mile of any structure or buildinq used for a residence. 

(f) Any area of the state within t1~0 (2) miles straight 
line distance or air miles of an• · aved ublic road, highway or free
wa having a total of two 2 or more traffic lanes. 

25-llO CONTROL FACILITIES REQUIRED [- GENERAL AMO SPECIAL 
CONTROL AREAS]. (1) [A] No person shall [not] operate any hot mix 
asphalt plant, either portable or [permanent] _stationary, [in] located 
within any area of the state outside s ecial control areas unless all 
dusts and gaseous effluents [co 11 ected generated , from l2Y_ the pl ant 
are subjected to air cleaning device or devices having a particulate 
collection efficiency of at least 80% by weight. 

(2) [In addition to the provisions of (1) above, plants] 
No erson shall o erate an hot-mix as halt lant, either ortable 
or stationary located within the follov1ing ~special control [areas] 
area of the state [shall] without installing and operating [install] 
systems or processes for the control of particulate emissions so as 
to comply vlith the emission lil'lits established by the process v1eight 
table, Table I, attached here11ith and by reference made a part of 
this rule and the emission limitations in section 21-015, subsections 
(2) and (3) and section 21-030 of Chapter 340, OAR. [The special con
trol areas are as follov1s:] 

[(a) Those portions of Multnomah, Clackamas, Hashington, 
Yamhill, Polk, Benton, Marion, Linn and Lane Counties specifically 
described as fa 11 ows: ] 
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[(a) Those portions of Multnomah, Clackamas, Washington, 
Yamhill, Polk, Benton, :1arion, Linn and Lane Counties specifically 
described as follows:] 

[Beginning at the point where rangeline 5 E, W.M. inter
sects the Oregon-llas hi ngton boundary; thence S on range 1 i ne SE to 
the SE corner of T3S, R5E; thence H to the ii\/ corner of T4S, 
R4E; thence S to the SE corner of T4S, R3E; thence H to the f'fr/ 
corner of T6S, R2E; thence S to the SE corner of Tl4S, RlE; 
thence W to the SH corner of Tl4S, RlE; thence S on the l·l.M. line 
to the SE corner of Tl9S, RH!; thence H to the SH corner of 
Tl9S, RlW; thence S to the SE corner of T21S, R2W; thence W to 
the Sl•I corner of T21 S, R31·1; thence ii to the MW corner 
of T21 S, R3tl; thence W to the SH corner of T20S, R6H; thence N 
to the r!E corner of Tl 2S, R7H; thence W to the ~IW corner 
of Tl 2S, R711; thence N to the ME corner of T7S, RSW; thence W 
to the ilW corner of T7S, RBH; thence fl to the i!W corner of 
J5S, RBll; thence E to the ilE corner of T5S, RGW; thence r! 
to the NH corner of T2N, RSW; 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 des
cribed as fo 11 OVIS:] 

[Beginning at the point of intersection of township 
line 2:·1, vl.M., Multnomah County with the Oregon-Washington bound
ary; thence ~I to the NE corner of T2i'I, R31~; thence ii to the NE 
corner of T6r!, R3W; thence W to the NH corner of T6!1, R6W; 
thence N along range 1 foe 6W to its point of intersection with 
the Oregon-Washington boundary; thence southeasterly a 1 ong 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 (1/2) mile 
of any structure or building used for a residence.] 

25-115 OTHER ESTABLISHED AIR QUALITY LIMITATIONS: The 
emission limits established under these sections are in addition 
to visible emission and other ambient air standards, established 
or to be established by the [Sanitary Authority] Environmental 
Quality Commission unless otherwise provided by rule or regulation. 

. 25-120 PORTABLE HOT MIX ASPHALT PLANTS: ill Portable 
hot mix asphalt plants temporarily located outside of special con
trol areas and complying 'llith the emission limitation of 25-llO 
(1) need not comply with (Section) Sections 21-015 and 21-030 of 
Chapter 340, OAR provided however that.the particulate natter emit
ted 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 1 ife and property. 
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12) Portable hot mix asphalt plants may apply for 
air contat1inant discharge perriits •:lithin the area of Department 
jurisdiction without indicating specific site locations. Said 
Q_ermits vtil 1 be issued for periods not to 2xceed one (1) calen
dar year .. ~s a condition of said pemit, t'ie permittee will be 
required to obtain approval from the Oenartment for the air pollu
tion controls to be installed at each site location or set-u 
at least ten (10 clays prior to operatinn at each site location 
or set-up. 

[25-125 HIFORMl\TIO<I REQUIRED A:10 '10'lITORif!G OF PL,\:·IT 
FACILITIES: llhen requested by tile Sanitary P.uthorlty for the 
purpose of formulating plans in conjunction with industries v1ho 
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 suhmit inforr.1ation to include but 
not be limited to the fo 11 m1i ng:] 

[(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 materi a 1 s used and products produced.] 

[(4) Description of the system, methods, and equipment 
used for controlling or preventing release of air contaminants 
together \'tith 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 
effi~lencies and particulate emissions into the atmosphere.] 

[25-130] 25-125 AflCILLARY SOURCES OF EMISSION - HOUSE
KEEPH!G OF PLAUT AMO FACILITIES: (1) Ancillary air contamination 
sources from the plant and its facilities which emit air contamin
ants into the atmosphere such as, but not l lmitecl to the drier 
openings, screening and classifying system, hot rock elevator, bins, 
hoppers and [pub] £1!9_ mill mixer, shall be controlled at all times 
so as 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 con
ducted at all times so as to minimize emissions into the atmosphere. 
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,. 
TABLE I 

PROCESS WEIGHT 
TABLE 

Process Maximum Weight Process Maximum Weight 
_!>'t/h r ( 1 bs) Disch/hr (1 bs) ilt;hr (lbs) Disch/I\!" (1 bs) 

50 .24 YfC-0 5.4'1 
100 .46 3500 ,5.52 
150 .66 36oo ;.61 
200 .85 3700. . 5.69 
250 1.03 3800 5.77 
300 1.20 3900 5.85 

·. 350 1.35 4000 ;. 93 . 
4oo 1.50 11;too 6.01 
450 1.63 li200 6.o8 
500- 1.77 li}OO 6.15 
550 1.89 440::J 6.22 
Eoo 2.01 4500 6.30 
650 ·2.12 4600 6.37 
700 2.24 4700 6.!15 
750 2-34 !;800 6.52 
Boo 2.43 ~9CXJ 6.fl) 
850 2.53 5000 6.C7 
900 2.62 5500 ?.03 
950 2.72 6.xC> .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 3.40 8500 9.03 
l)v"O . 3. _511 9c:o::J 9.36 
16oO 3.66 9500 9.67 

. 1700 3.79 lOOOJ 10.0 
18oo 3.91 11000 l0.63 
1900 4.03 120CO 11.28 
2000 4.111 13C<Xl 1L89 
2100 4.24 .14000 12.50 
2200 4.)lf 15000 13.13 
2}X> 1;. '14 16ooo 13.74 
21100 4.55 1(0'.X> 14.36 
250J 4.611 180:):) 14.97 
26..,"0 11. 711 l90D.\ 1_5.58 
2700 4. 811 20000 16.19 
2800 11. 92 30000 22.22 
2900 5.02 l1()0CO 28.3 
}JOO 5.10 50000 .,~ 3 .,,-.. 
3100 5.J8 6Y:XIJ Jw.o 
3?00 5.27 or 
3300 5.36 lllOI'e 

r 
' 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 

FROM: Director 

SUBJECT: Agenda Item D c) , October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting 

Proposed Amendment to OAR Chapter 340, Division 2, 
Section 25-315 (Board Products Industries) Establishing 
Particulate Emission Standards for Veneer Driers 

Background: 

At the Environmental Quality Commission meeting held in 

Portland on March 5, 1971, the Commission adopted the Board Products 

Industries regulations as defined in Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 

340, Division 2, Subdivision 5, Sections 25-305 through 25-325. At that 

time the technical staff proposed to restrict emissions from veneer driers 

under Section 25-315(1) (a) through (d) by applying only a visual standard 

since the work by Washington State University had not been completed and, 

as a consequence, no meaningful data was available. 

In September 1971, the technical staff prepared a report on 

veneer driers which was presented to the Environmental Quality Commission 

enbracing the data collected by Washington State University and presented by 

the American Plywood Association after an extensive research and testing 

program. This report attempted to accomplish the following objectives: 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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1. Summarize basic technical data on emissions and emission 

control methods for veneer driers. 

2. Define the objectives to be met in adopting emission standards 

for veneer driers, and 

3. Present alternative regulatory provisions that, singly or in 

combination, meet the stated objectives. 

After conducting Public Hearings in Portland, Medford and Eugene 

on January 5th and 7th, 1972, on Oregon's Implementation Plan and regarding 

the adoption of the proposed standards contained in the above report, the 

Environmental Quality Commission and the Director, at the request of 

members of the plywood industry, granted an additional nine (9) months to 

complete investigations into control hardware. As a condition, the American 

Plywood Association was to submit quarterly reports in March, June and 

September of 1972 delineating industry efforts and progress in finding and 

installing various types of control equipment. After submission of the second 

report the Department appointed a study committee chaired by Mr. William 

Swindells of Willamette Industries. The committee was composed of 

individuals from various plywood manufacturing companies and equipment 

representatives who were involved in research and development orograms 

on veneer driers. Three (3) meetings of this committee were held in the 

Department conference room. 

Discussion: 

The continued investigation by the Department has made clear 

the extreme difficulty of effectively controlling veneer driers with only a 

visible emission limitation. The multiplicity of emission points in close 
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proximity to one another frequently results in interference to the degree that 

no valid individual readings are possible. The short stacks, overcast skies 

and wet emissions also tend to interfere with accurate visible emission 

observations. Further the staff has concluded that the visible haze which 

hangs over plants and areas is related to the total mass emission of the 

particulates (hydrocarbons) from the plant and that limitations in terms of mass 

measurements must be established. 

The Department has continued to investigate quantitative means of 

regulating veneer driers. As stated on March 5, 1971, when the current 

regulation was adopted, the Department and the industry have pursued a 

continued effort to achieve additional and more reliable data relating to veneer 

drier operation and emission control. A number of significant items have been 

developed. (1) There is little uniformity in the operation of veneer driers 

within the industry. (2) There is still a limited amount of hard data relating 

veneer drier emissions to various operating parameters. (3) There is not 

agreement within industry that a quantitative emission regulation is warranted. 

During this investigation period several means of quantitatively 

relating veneer drier emissions have been investigated. These investigations 

included process weight limitation, either whole plant or veneer drier alone, 

emission grain loading, emission mass limitation related to veneer production, 

emission mass limitation related to veneer fed to the drier and means of arriving 

at a quantitative measure related to the visible emissions from the driers. Each 

of the reviewed systems of control have advantages and disadvantages. 

Process Weight 

The system of process weight regulation is considered the simplest 

method to propose. The basis is currently included in the Board Product 

Regulation 25-315. The weight restriction could be included in the present 

total emission allowed, as is being done by MWVAPA or the limitation on 

total allowance could be adjusted. The process weight is used by any number 

of regulatory agencies such as Los Angeles. The limitation to this approach 

is considered the combining of two problems, sanderdust emissions and 
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condensible hydrocarbons. Were these combined, the potential of achieving 

compliance and continuing to have an emission problem with sanderdust or a 

visibility problem with condensible hydrocarbons is concluded to be significant. 

The problem of using process weight for the veneer drier alone does not 

address the variations in veneer drier operation and both have the inherent 

problems of establishing the weight of process material to be used. 

Grain Loading 

The use of emission grain loading was proposed in the original 

regulation and at the request of industry withdrawn for further study. The 

continued investigation indicates that grain loading is a greater function of 

veneer drier operating practices than of total particulate emissions. The 

-potential of penalizing the veneer drier with the smaller total particulate 

emissions and more efficient operations is considered significant. 

Mass Emission vs. Production 

The various methods of emission mass control reviewed included 

total feed to the drier, net -production of the plant, green veneer feed to each 

drier, -and theoretical drier capacity. When the net -production of the plant was 

used, some driers had no feed, hence no allowed emissions, and theoretical 

drier feed did not appear to have any basis. The use of total measured feed 

to the veneer drier did appear as a base on which to establish control. 

The bulk of the data available during this investigation period has 

been the amended results of the Washington State University Study, jointly 

funded by the American Plywood Association and the Environmental Protection 

Agency. 1t has been apparent that these data are most limited. 
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Conclusions, 

It is the conclusion of the Department that a quantitative mass 

emission limitation should be considered at this time. This conclusion is 

not shared by the industry. 

The presently recommended emission limitation of 0. 5#/1000 ft2 

total veneer (3/8" basis) is the level which, on the basis of limited data, 

will assure the relief of the current visible emission problem, and is 

achievable with currently available control equipment. 

The limitations imposed by insufficient data makes it desirable 

that a definite date for further review should be included in this regulation. 

There are several members of the industry currently embarked on emission 

control programs. The review date is to coincide with these control programs 

and further amendment of the regulation will be predicated on the results of 

these installations. Should these control installations demonstrate an adequate 

control of visible emissions and indicate a higher or lower mass emission 

limitation, the presently recommended O. 5 pounds per 1000 square feet 

(3/8 inch basis) would be adjusted. All adjustments will be made on the 

basis of operating test data. 

Recommendation: 

It is the recommendation of the Director that the Environmental 

Quality Commission authorize the Director to schedule a public hearing, at a 

time and place to be determined, for the purpose of receiving testimony 

relevant to the amendment of OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, Section 
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25-315 Subsection (1) establishing particulate emission standards for 

veneer driers. 

9/22/72 TMP 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION 

September 1972 

PROPOSED 

Amendments to OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, Section 25-315 (Board Products 
Industries) Establishing Emission Standards for Veneer Driers. 

OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, Section 25-315 Subsection (1) is hereby amended 
to read as follows, 

(1) Veneer Driers 

(a) No person shall cause to be emitted from any veneer drier, 

visible air contaminants of an opacity equal to or greater than 

20% for a period or periods aggregating more than three (3) 

(existing) 
minutes in any one hour. Where the presence of uncombined 

water is the only reason for failure of an emission to meet 

this requirement, said requirement shall not apply. 

(b) No person shall cause to be emitted from any veneer drier, 

(new) particulate matter exceeding O. 5 pound ner 1000 square feet 

(3/8" basis) processed through the veneer .drier. 

(c) No person shall cause to be emitted from any veneer drier, 

constructed or installed after March 1, 1972, visible air 

(existing) contaminants of an opacity exceeding 10% for a period or 

periods aggregating more than three (3) minutes in any one. 

hour. V.There the presence of uncombined water is the only 

reason for failure of an emission to meet this requirement, 

said requirement shall not apply. 

i r· 

i 
I 
Ii 
)i 
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(existing) 

(new) 

(existing) 

(new) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 
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Veneer driers complying with all sections oHhis regulation shall be 

exempted from compliance with OAR Chapter 340, Section 21-030 

Particulate Emission Limitations. 

No person shall attempt to comply with the requirements of (l)(a) 

or (1) (c) of the subsection by diluting the exhaust gas volume above 

that generally occurring under normal operating conditions. 

Where air contaminant emissions escape from a veneer drier from 

other than the exhaust stacks, the veneer drier shall be renaired 

in such a manner that signi.ficant air contaminant emissions do not 

escape from locations other than the exit stacks. 

(g) No later than September 30, 1972, every person operating a veneer 

(h) 

drier shall submit to the. Department of Environmental Quality, a 

specific proposal for complying with this subsection, and by no 

later than December 31, 1972, a specific detailed schedule of 

compliance. The schedule shall provide for compliance with the 

applicable proVisions at the earliest practicable date, consistent with 

local air quality conditions and the difficulty and complexity of 

compliance, and shall employ the highest and best practical 

treatment and control. In no case shall final compliance be achieved 

by later than December 31, 1974. 

By no later than December 31, 1973, the Department will conduct 

a public hearing for the purpose of reviewing the limitations as 

set forth in this section. 

(Existing language of 25-315 (1) is deleted.) 

Note: OAR 340, Section 25-315(2) Other Emission Sources remains as 

initially adopted. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 

FROM: Director 

SUBJECT: Agenda Item No.D d), October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Amendment to OAR, Chapter 340, Sections 20-050 
through 20-070, Parking Facilities and Highways in Urban Areas 

Background: 

The existing parking facilities and highways regulation was 

adopted by the Environmental Quality Commission on January 24, 1972 

as a part of the Clean Air Act Implementation Plan for Oregon. The 

regulation requires Commission approval orior to commencing construction 

of parking facilities, freeways, and expressways in the Portland, Salem and 

Eugene metropolitan areas and delegates the primary responsibility for review 

of proposed facilities to the regional authorities. 

The primary purpose of the regulation is to ensure that construction 

of parking facilities and highways will be consistent with environmentally sound 

transportation and land use plans and will not interfere with attaining and 

maintaining acceptable air 0uality, noise levels and quality of life in urban 

areas. As a means of determining the probable impact of a parking facility or 

highway on the environment, an environmental impact study may be required. 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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Since the existing regulation was adopted, the Department in 

cooperation with the regional authorities has reviewed 23 applications for 

construction of parking facilities and µresently is reviewing proposals for 

construction of 5 major freeways in the Portland, Salem and Eugene metro

politan areas. 

The experience gained to date from the review of individual 

parking facilities and highways has revealed that; (1) the intent of the existing 

regulation should be clarified, (2) the major environmental impact of parking 

facilities and highways is not from individual facilities, but results from the 

total system of existing and µlanned parking facilities and highways in 

metropolitan areas, (3) in order for the review and analysis of individual 

parking facilities and highways to be realistic and meaningful, the relationship 

of the proposed facility to a planned system of parking facilities and highways, 

designed to minimize adverse environmental imµact, should be considered, 

(4) at the present time, we are unaware of any parking or transportation plans 

which have been implemented or adopted by local governmental agencies in 

the Portland, Salem, or Eugene metropolitan areas, which were designed to 

minimize environmental impact such that acceptable air quality, noise levels 

and quality of life will be achieved and maintained. 

With these things in mind, the existing parking facilities and 

highways regulation has been rewritten. 

Discussion: 

The purpose of the new parking facilities and highways regulation 

is two-fold; (1) to clarify the intent of the original regulation, and (2) to require 
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environmentally sound parking plans and transportation plans prepared for 

metropolitan areas in order that the decision for approval or disapproval of 

proposed facilities may be based upon the consistency of the proposed facility 

with the adopted plans rather than attempting to evaluate the effect of individual 

facilities on the urban environment. 

Clarifications in the new regulation include the following: 

1. Definitions of terms such as: parking facility, freeway, 

expressway, environmental impact statement, metropolitan 

area, urban area, urban core area, modification of parking 

facility, etc. 

2. Classification of parking facilities as short-term, long-term, 

and residential. 

3. Designation of parking facilities and highways as air contaminant 

sources and declaring the Commission's retention of exclusive 

jurisdiction thereover. 

4. Notice of construction required for all proposed parking 

facilities and highways which fall under jurisdiction of the 

regulation and minimum Notice of Construction information 

requirements established for parking facilities. 

5. Guidelines for preparation of environmental impact statements 

for parking facilities included in the rule. 

6. Areas of special concern defined for which environmental 

impact statements are required for all proposed parking 

facility construction. 
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7. New section added which specifically gives the Department 

authority to request additional information from the applicant 

if the Department determines that insufficient information has 

been provided. 

8. Identification of cities by name which are within the jurisdiction 

of the regulation and expanded to include the cities of Corvallis 

and Springfield. 

9. Revision of the Environmental Quality Commission statement 

of policy. 

The remainder of the new regulation is a new section requiring 

the appropriate local governmental agencies to develop, adopt and submit 

parking plans and transportation plans for their respective metropolitan areas 

to the Department. 

Parking plans are required for the Portland, Salem and Eugene 

urban core areas (essentially the central business district) no later than 

December 1, 1973, except that Portland is required to have its plan filed with 

the Department by February 1, 1973. The Portland date was moved ahead 

because the City is currently developing a parking plan for the CBD as an 

integral part of their transportation control strategy. 

In addition, parking plans are required for the cities of Corvallis 

and Springfield and the remainder of the metropolitan areas of Portland, Salem 

and Eugene not covered in the urban core plans, no later than December 1, 1974. 

Until the required plans are adopted by the appropriate local 

governmental agencies and filed with the Department, the review and approval 
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of individual parking facilities will be undertaken, basically as they are now, 

under the general provisions of the regulation. After the required plans have 

been filed with the Department, review of individual parking facilities will 

be based upon the consistency of the proposed facility with the adopted plans. 

Environmental impact statements for individual parking facilities will not 

be required and it is expected that the time and cost involved in the review 

process for the applicant, regional authorities and the Department will be 

greatly diminished. However, if the required parking plans are not filed by 

the required date, then no parking facility proposed for construction in the 

affected area will be approved until acceptable plans are submitted to the 

Department. 

Transportation plans are required for the Corvallis, Eugene, Portland, 

Salem, and Springfield metropolitan areas no later than December 1, 1974. 

The procedures to be followed until the plans are filed and after filing are, 

in general, the same as those for parking facilities. Again, if the required 

transportation plans are not filed by the required date, then no freeway or 

expressway will be approved for construction in the affected metropolitan area 

until acceptable plans are forthcoming. 

Summary: 

The proposed revisions to the parking facilities and highways 

regulation will clarify the intent of the original regulation and will provide a 

more meaningful basis for review of individual parking facilities and highways 

in metropolitan areas with the additional side benefit of significantly reducing 

the time and cost of the review process for all the parties involved. 
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Director's Recommendation: 

It is the recommendation of the Director that the Environmental 

Quality Commission authorize the Director to schedule a Public Hearing, at 

a ti me and place to be determined, for the purpose of receiving testimony 

relevant to the amendment of OAR, Chapter 340, Sections 20-050 through 20-070, 

Parking Facilities and Highways in Urban Areas. 

9/25/72 - MJD 



DEPNff:1C:'iT nF [:! 1/IW)r:'1E''IT/\L Oll.~LITY 
,~IR rrJ.~LITY COilTrWL DIVISIO:I 

Septenber 26, 1972 

PROPOSED REGULATID~ FOR 
P.~R'(J:iG F/\CILITIES MID :\J\JOR llIGH\JMS !'! MFTROPOL!T/\:I .~Rrns 

O/\R, Chapter 340, Sections 20-051 through zn-070 are repealed 
and Sections I t~rough IX are adopt~d in 1 i eu thereof. 

·1. "Commission" means the Environmental Qua'lity Commission. 

2. "Department" means the Department of En vi ronmenta 1 Qua 1 ity. 

3. "Impact statement'' means an objective evaluation and dis

cussion, in quantitative as well as qualitative terms, of 

beneficial and detrimental environmental consequences of a 

proposed major highway or parking facility with alternatives. 

4. "Major highway'' means: 

a. Expressway defined as: a divided highway primarily for 

through traffic with full or partial control of access 

and generally with grade separation at intersections; 

b. Freeway defined as: an expressway with full control of 

access and with grade separation at all intersections. 

5. "Parking facility" means: 

a. /\ny lot, structure, building or portion thereof; intended, 

modified, designed, or used for the temporary stor"0" of, 

or rentin0 of space for 50 or more motor vehicles. 

I 
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b. Any lot, structure, building or portion thereof, which 

is provided as ancillary or incidenta'I to some othe.r 

major purpose and intended, modified, designed, or used 

for the temporary storaqe of, or rentino, o.f spc>.ce for 50· or more 

motor vehicles. Illustrative are shopping centers, 

hotels and motels, financial institutions, entertain-

ment houses and restaurants. 

c: Any existing lot, structure, building or ·portion thereof; 

intended, modified, designed, or used for the temporary 

storage of, or renting of space for 50 or more motor ve

hicles, which is or is proposed to be expanded or modified 

to add space for 20 or more motor vehicles. 

6, "Regional" means Columbia-Hillamette Air Pollution Authority, 

Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority or Lane Regional 

Air Pollution Authority. 

7. ''Metropolitan area'' means the area within the municipal limits 

of the cities of Corvallis, Eugene, Portland, Salem, Spring

field and any other city having a population of 50,000 or 

greater, and the area within five (5) miles of the municipal 

limits of these cities. 

8. "Urban area" means the remainder of a metropolitan area not 

included within the urban core area. 
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9. "Urban core area" means: 

a. The Portland central business district defined as: the 

area v1ithi11 a free1vay loop formed by the Marquam Br·idge

Eastbank Freeway (I-5) and the Fremont Bridge-Stadium 

Freeway (I-405), and the area within 1/2 mile of the free-

1vay loop. 

b. The Salem central business district defined as: the 
area bounded by Market Street to the North, the vii 11 a
mette Rive:r to the !lest, Missfon Street to the South, and 

12th Street to the East. 

c: The Eugene central business district defined as: the 

area bounded by Third /\venue to the North, Jefferson 

Street to the W~st, Thirteenth Street to the South, and 

Mill Street to the East. 

II. Environmental Quality Commission Statement of Policy 

. The Commission finds that existing and developing land use patterns 

and their associated high1~ay systems and parking facilities may con-

tribute to existing air pollution and environmental problems or may 

create air pollution and environmental problems in metropolitan 

areas. The Commission further finds that the general responsibility 

for developing metropolitan area plans, including land use plans, 

transportation plans and parking facilities plan' resides with local 

governmental agencies; and the Commission declares its intentfon to 
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encourage and cooperate ,with these local governmental agencies in 

the development of land use, transportation and parking facilities 

plans consistent with the public policy expressed in ORS 449.765 

and ORS 449.951. 

The Commission further finds that individual parking facilities and 

major highways proposed for construction in metropolitan areas, due 

to their inherent nature of attracting and inducing motor vehicle 

trips and dependency, may contribute to existing air pollution and 

en vi ronmenta 1 prob 1 ems or may create air po 11 ut"ion and en vi ronmenta 1 

problems in metropolitan areas, .. and therefore, prior to the construc

tion of parking facilities and major highways in metropolitan areas, 

full recognition should be given to the environmental impact of such 

facilities including the degree to which they may affect (1) the 

ability of the State to achieve and maintain air quality and noise 

standards and limits, (2) the development of low-polluting and 

balanced transportation systems by local and regional governmental 

agencies, and (3) the general quality of life in metropolitan areas 

including, but not limited to, social and economic dislocations, 

traffic congestion, maintenance of open space, pedestrian-vehicular 

conflicts and traffic safety. 

It is therefore the pol icy of the Commission: 
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1. To ensure that the construction of parking facilities and 

major highways will not interfere with attaining and 

maintaining acceptable air quality and noise levels and 

quality of life in metropolitan areas. 

2. To promote the deve'I opment of en vi ronmenta 1 ly sound com-

prehensive transportation and land use plans in metro

politan areas, and specifically to promote the develop-· 

ment of mass transit systems wherever feasible. 

3. To ensu0e that the construction of parking facilities and 

major highv1ays in metropolitan areas 1~ill not hinder 

development of environmentally sound transportation or land 

use plans, and to ensure that parking facilities and major 

hi g hviays constructed in metro po 1 itan areas wi 11 not be 

inconsistent with environmentally sound transportation 

or land use plans that are developed. 

III. Classes of Parking Facilities 

The following are designated as classes of parking facilities 

which may have different requirements depending upon type and 

location. 

l 
' I f ' 
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1. Class I - Short Term: Used primarily by patrons of retail 

and wholesale stores, motels, hotels, medical-dental clinics, 

churches, entertainment houses, restaurants, financial esta

b 1 is hments and buildings vihose tenants pro vi de service to 

the public, including government buildings. 

The foregoing list is not intended to be 

exhaustive, but only illustrative. 

2. _class II - Long Term: Used primarily by individuals who com

mute to places of employment. 

3. Class III - Residential: Used primarily by apartment and 

condominium residents and guests. 

IV. Parkin_g Facilities and Major Highways as Air Contaminant Sources 

The Commission designates parking facilities and major highways 

as air contamination sources pursuant to ORS 449.712, and confirms 

its retention and assumption of exclusive jurisdiction there of 

subject to the provisions of these rules. 

V. Comprehensive Plans Required 

1. Parking Plans for Urban Core Areas: 

No later than December 1, 1973, the cities of Portland, Salem, 

and Eugene shall have parking plans developed, adopted, and 
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filed with the Department for the urban core areas delineated 

in Section I., 9, except that the City of Portland sha,11 have 

its plans adopted and filed with the Department no later than 

February 1, 1973. 

2. Parking Plans for Urban Areas: 

No later than December 1, 1974, the cities of Corvallis, Eugene, 

Portland, Salem, and Springfield, in conjunction with other appli

cable local governmental agencies, shall have parking plans dev

eloped, adopted, and filed with the Department for the urban 

areas defined in Section I., 8. 

3. Transportation Plans for Metropolitan Areas: 

No later than December 1, 1974, the cities of Carvall is, Eugene, 

Portland, Salem, and Springfield, in conjunction with other 

applicable local governmental agencies, shall have transportation 

plans developed, adopted, and filed with the Department for the 

metrooolitan areas defined in Section I., 7: 

4. Submission of Plans Required: 

a. Parking Pl ans 

After such time as the date for the submittal of the parking 

plans has expired, only those parking facilities, proposed 
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for construction or establishment in metropolitan areas 

shall be approved which are consistent with the plans 

filed with the Department. Persons proposing to construct 

or establish parking facilities in urban core areas or 

urban areas, for which parking plans have been filed with 

the Department, shall not be subject to the provisions of 

Section VI., subsections 2., 3., and 4. and Section IX. of 

these rules. 

If no plans are filed by the required date or if the Depart

ment determines that the parking plans submitted are incom

plete or inconsistent vrith these rules and. policy criteria, 

then no parking facility shall be approved for construction 

or establishment in the affected urban core areas or urban 

areas until the required plans are filed with the Department. 

b. Transportation Plan~ 

After such time as the date for the submittal of the trans

portation plans has expired, only those major highways, pro

posed for construction or establishment in metropolitan areas, 

shall be approved which are consistent with the plans filed 

with the Department. Persons proposing to construct or esta

blish major highways in metropolitan areas, for which trans

portation plans have been filed viith 1he Department, shall not 

be subject to the provisions of Section \fl., subsection 5. of 

these ru·I es. 
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If no plans are filed by the required date or if the Depart

ment determines that the transportation plans submitted are 

incomplete or inconsistent with these rules and policy 

criteria, then no major highway shall be approved for 

con~truction or establishment in the affected metropolitan 

areas until the required plans are filed with the Department. 

5. Interim Procedures: 

Until such time as the appropriate date for the submittal of 

of the required parking plans and transportation plans has passed, 

persons proposing construction or establishment of parking facilities 

or major highways in metropolitan areas shall be subject to all 

applicable provisions of these rules. If the plans required by 

these rules are filed 1·1ith the nepartment prior to the required 

date for submittal, ·then persons proposing conitruction or establish

ment of parking facilities or major highways in metropolitan areas 

shall be subject to the provisions of these rules as if the r~

quired date for submittal of plans had passed. 

6. Review of Plans: 

The transportation and parking plans filed with the Department 

shall be reviewed and updated biennially, as a minimum, by the 

submitting cities in conjunction with the applicable local govern

mental agencies to ensure the plans continue to be consistent 
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with these rules and policy criteria. The updated plans shall 

be adopted by the appropriate local governmental agencies and 

filed with the Department. Failure to submit updated plans 

biennially to the Department shall deem the plans on file with 

the Department to be incomplete. 

7. Minimum Contents of Parking Plans: 

Parking p"lans filed with the Department, as required by these 

rules, shall include as part of the plan's contents the follow

ing information as a minimum: 

a. A land use plan for the land area encompassed by the park

ing plan which shall illustrate development and proposed 

implementation of land use patterns contemplated by local 

governmental agencies including associated minimum or maxi

mum off-street parking requirements, if any, by land use 

type. 

b. A grid system covering the land area encompassed by the 

parking plan which shall illustrate development and proposed 

implementation of on-street and off-street parking space 

density contemplated by local governmental agencies. The· 

grid system shall consist of equal size grid squares, no 

one of which shall exceed 0.2 mile on a side and shall indi

cate by appropriate cleans the approximate number of on-street 

and off-street parkinq spaces in each qrid square. 
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c. An evaluation and analysis of the effects of the proposed on

street and off-street parking space density delineated in 

the.parking plans on (1) the a.bility of the State to achieve 

and maintain applicable air quality and noise standards and 

limitations in the area encompassed by the parking plan, (2) 

the development of low-polluting and balanced transportation 

systems by local and regional governmental agencies in the 

applicable metropolitan area ond (3) the general quality of 

life in the applicable metropolitan area including, but not 

limited to, social and economic dislocations, traffic conges

tion, maintenance of open space, pedestrian-vehicular con

flicts and traffic safety. 

8. Minimum Contents of Transportation Plans: 

Transportation plans filed with the Department, as required 

by these rules, shall include as part of the plan's contents the 

following information as a minimum: 

a. A land use plan for the land area encompassed by the trans

portation plan which shall illustrate development and pro

posed ·implementation of land use patterns contemplated by 

local governmental agencies. 

b. A compilation of highway improvement projects, including 

but not limited to freeways and expressways, and mass transit 

improvements comtemplated by the local governmental agencies. 
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The compilation of highway and mass transit improvements 

shall identify individual improvements by geographic limits, 

purpose, traffic assignments and capacity projections for 

design life of projects, person trips by transportation mode, 

estimated cost of construction and proposed schedule of imple

mentation. The compilation shall also indicate the relation

ship of the proposed highway and mass transit improvements 

to the development and implementation schedule for the land 

use patterns con temp 1 a ted by the 1 oca l governmental agencies 

in the vicinity of the proposed improvements or affected by 

the proposed improvements. 

c. An evaluation and analysis of the effects of the proposed high

way and mass transit improvements delineated in the transporta

tion plans on (1) the ability of the State to achieve and main

tain applicable air quality and noise standards and limitations 

in the applicable metropolitan area, and (2) the general quality 

of life in the applicable ~etropolitan area including, but not 

limited to, social and economic dislocations, traffic conges

tion, maintenance of open space, pedestrian-vehicular con

flicts and traffic safety. 
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VI. Gcnrral l\r>~uirc;c1en_t_s_ 

1. Ho person shall construct or establish any Class I, II, or 

III parking facility or major highway within a metropolitan 

area without first furnishing a notice of said construction 

or establishment to the regional authority in whose territory 

the proposed class of parking facility or major highway is 

to be located. For the purposes of these rules, an addition 

to or enlargement or replacement of a parking facility or 

major higrll'lay or any major alteration or mod"ification thereof 

is considered as construction or establishment of such parking 

facility or major h·igh1·iay. Forms for notices of construction 

may be requested of the applicable regional authority at its 

agency offices. 

2. A person who wishes to construct or establish a Class I, II, 

or III parking facility in an urban core area shall, in addi

tion to furnishing the notice required by subsection (1), also 

submit an impact statement to the regional authority prepared 

by an architect, planner or professional engineer. 

3. A person who wishes to construct or establish a Class I, II, 

or III parking facility for 500 or more motor vehicles in an 

urban area ·shall, in addition to furnishing tbe notice required 

by subsection (1), also submit an impact statement to the re

gional authority prepared by an architect, planner or profes

sional engineer. 



-14-

4. A person who wishes to construct or establish a Class I, II 

or III parking facility for less than 500 motor vehicles in 

an urban area is not required to have an impact statement pre

pared and submitted unless it is determined by the applicable 

regional authority that such construction or establishment 

will have a significant environmental impact. However, a 

notice of construction is still required to be furnished to 

the regional authority. 

5. A person who 1vishes to construct or establish a major highway 

in a metropolitan area shall, in addition to furnishing the 

notice required by subsection (1), also submit an impact state

ment to the regional authority prepared by a professional engineer. 

6. No construction or establishment of a parking facility or major 

highway shall be commenced until the person receives a notice 

approving such construction or establishment from the Department. 

VII. Regional - Department of Environmental Quality Determination 

1. The regional authority shall within 21 days of receiving all 

information, impact statements and notices required under 

section VI forward them, together with a recommendation for 

approval or disapproval, and the reasons therefore, of the pro

posed parking facility or major highway to the flepartment. 
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2. ftothing in this reaulation shall preclude the Department from 

requesting additional information from the person proposing 

construction or establishment of a parking facility or major 

highv1ay 'if the Department determines, Vii thin 60 days of receipt 

of the information, ir~pact statements, notices and recorimenda-

tions from the regional, that insufficient information has 

been provided. 

3. The Department, within 60 days of receipt of the information, 

impact statements, notices and recommendations from the re

gional, and upon determining the proposed construction or 

establishment'of the parking facility or major highway is in 

accordance with the Statement of Policy set forth in section 

II and with ORS 449.702 to 449.717, 449.727 to 449.741, 

449.760 to 449.830 and 449.949 to 449.965, or applicable 

ru'les and standards, sha 11 notify the person vtho gave notice 

that construction may proceed. If, however, the Department 

determines the proposed construction or establishment of the 

parking faci'l'ity or major highway is to be denied, it shall 

issue an order prohibiting said construction or establishment. 

4. Any person against whom an order is directed may, within 20 

days from the date of ma i1 i ng of the order, rf>ques ta heari.ng. 

The hearing will be conducted pursuant to the applicable provi

sions of ORS, Chapter 183. 

' ' !t 
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VIII. tlotices of Construction for Parking Facilities 

Applications for notice of proposed construction of parking facili

ties in a metropolitan area shall be made upon forms prescribed by 

the Department. 

As a minimum, the follov1ing information shall -be required of any 

person desiring to construct or establish a Class I, II or III 

·parking facility in a metropolitan area: 

1. Name, address, phone and nature of business. 

2. Name of 1oca1 person res pons ·i bl e for comp1 i ance with these 

rules. 

3. Mame of person authorized to receive requests for data and 

information. 

4. Type of facility; Class I, II or III or combination thereof. 

5. Major design features; length, width, height, number of levels, 

access control, number of vehicles to be stored, etc. 

6. A vicinity map(s) shall be furnished which ~/ill show the 

proposed parking facility and its relationship to the 

surrounding area. 
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7. A schedule or an estimate of when the proposed facility 

will be constructed. 

IX. Requirements for and Content of Impact Statements for Proposed 

Parkin~ Faci'lities: Air Quality; liaise; Water Quality; Solid 

Waste; Quality of Life 

The following sections outline subject matter and content of 

submission which shall, as a minimum, be covered in environmental 

impact statements required under section V for proposed parking 

facilities in metropolitan ~reas: 

1. Description of the Proposed Facility and Its Surround
; n92_. 

The description should include the follovling type of 
information: 

a. A vicinity map(s) shall be furnished which will show the 

proposed parking facility and its relationship to surrounding 

natural and cultural features such as hills, parks, historic 

sites, landmarks, institutions, developed areas, surrounding 

streets, principal highways and similar features that are 

pertinent to a parking study. 
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b. General description of surrounding terrain, existing land use 

and proposed land use (map preferrable), other existing envir

onmental features. 

c. A s·chedul e or an estimate of 1:1hen the proposed facility wi 11 

be constructed; the current status of the proposal, with a 

brief historical resume. 

d. Existing parking facilities in vicinity including their defi

ciencies, the need for the proposal, the benefits to the region 

and community. 

e. l\n inventory of economic factors such as emp 1 oyment, taxes, 

property va 1 ues, etc., should be included as appropriate. 

f. Traffic data within 0.2 mile-square grid; vehicle trips on 

access streets during design year and anticipated new trips 

generated two years after completibn and through 1990. 
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2, Probab 1 e Impact of the Proposed Facility or Improvement Upon 

the Environment: The evaluation and discussion should specifi-

cally emphasize significant beneficial and detrimental environ-

mental consequences upon the State, metropolitan area, urban 

core area and vicinity in objective quantitative terms with 

specific discussion of the following points: 

a. Effect of the proposed facility upon the dependence of the 

urban dweller upon motor vehicles. 

b. Consistency of the proposed facility with local and regional 

mass transit planning and objectives. 

c. Consistency of the proposed facility with en vi ronmenta lly 

sound local and regional land use planning. 

d. Effect the proposed facility l'lill have upon air quality in 

the vicinity, the urban core area, and the metropolitan 

area during and after construction and biannually thereafter 

over a 15 to 20 year period. This section should include 

sufficient data for ambient air carbon monoxide concentra-

tions to allow an objective estimate to be made of present 

and future levels. 

I 
·1 

i 
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e. Effect the proposed facility will have upon noise levels 

in the vicinity and urban core area during and after con

struction and biannually thereafter over a 15 to 20 year 

period. This section should include sufficient data for 

ambient noise levels to allow an objective estimate to be 

made of present and future levels. 

f. Probable adverse effects on 1•1ater qua 1 ity or so 1 id waste 

management during and after construction. 

g. Vi sua 1 impact of the proposed fac i1 ity upon the surround

ings· including residents, motorists, historical or other 

sites designated to have special merit; effect upon local 

or regional beautification and restoration plans or objec

tives; interference with views or vistas. 

h. Effect upon traffic congestion, pedestrian-vehicle con

flicts, automobile-bus conflicts and maintenance of open 

space in the vicinity and urban core area. 

3. Alternatives: The exploration of alternatives should include 

an objective evaluation and analysis of feasible alternatives. 

with detailed discussion of the following specific areas: 

a. Design alternatives that would minimize environmental im

pact of project. 
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b. Existing alternative modes of transportation, including 

mass transit systems, and their effect upon the parking 

requirements of the development and vicinity. 

c. Future alternative modes of transportation presently 

being planned, developed or implemented and their 

effect upon the parking requirements of the development 

and vicinity within five, ten and fifteen year periods 

of the expected date of construction of the proposed 

parking facility. 

ct; Effect of the proposed facility upon use or patronage 

of existing and future alternative modes of transpor

tation. 
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MEMORANDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 

From: Director 

Subject: l\genda Item No. Ea, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Habitat Too ,~partments 397-Space Parking 
Facility, Portland 

Background: 

On August 16, 1972, the Department received a letter 

from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Autl1ority delineating 

their analysis of and recommendation for the proposed Habitat Too 

Apartments 397-space surface parking facility. 

The proposed facility is to be, located at the new Habi

tat Too Apartment complex at the corner of S. E. Colt Drive and 

S. E. 28th Avenue near Reed College in Portland, Oregon. It is 

intended to provide parking primarily for residents of the apart-

ments. 

The proposed facility will provide 397 parking spaces 

for 291 apartment units; 100 of 1~hich \~ill be two-bedroom apart-

ments. The developers expect that many of the two-bedroom units 

OEQ-1 TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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wi 11 be shared by students, thus re quiring more than one parking 

space per unit in many cases. The Portland Planning Commission 

requires a minimum of one off-street parking space per apartment 

unit in this area. 

Analysis: 

The parking facility is not located in an area of spec-

ial concern as defined in the DEQ Guidelines for review of parking 

facilities. 

The Columbia-Vii 11 amette Air Po 11 uti on Authority has con

cluded that the proposed facility is compatible with the DEQ park-

ing facilities rules and recommends that construction be allowed 

to proceed. 

'Director's Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that Columbia-Willamette Air Pollu-. 

tion .~uthority's review of the proposed facility indicates that 

it is compatible with the Department of Environmental Quality 

parking facility rules, I recommend that the Commission approve 

construction.of the facility. 

; :. 

'' 

·.·; . 
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COLUMBIA-WILLAMETIE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
1 August 1972 

D[pA.R.,_ 5., .. , Francis J. lvanc1e, Chairman 
1fi1trvr 1a1f? of City of Portland 

H. M. Patterson, Chief 
Air Quality Control Division 
Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 S.W. Morrison Street 

ftJ ft2 OF£iV!JJ{(Q~1 E"Jon Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
LS (iiJ {E; 1 lil[fVTIJL Clackamas County 

•. 

®. LS n fill Quiurry Burton c. Wilson, Jr. 
U (j' {f@ Washington County 

Portland, Oregon 97205 

1
' 

11 
{) J 6" 79 )( ~ Ben Pad row "JR, /, Multnomah County 

"'"t Q . ~ ~.Ml~ 
-..........::_ '"1£/ry Columb;a County 

~ ~ co~rR._Q( Richard E. Hatchard 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

On 6 July 1972, Paul S. Forchuk filed a notice to construct a 
397-space parking facility consisting of two major surface facilities 
at the corner of S.E. Colt Drive and S.E. 28th Avenue. The facility 
is to be used for tenant parking at the Habitat Too apartment complex. 

The proposed facility is not in a special concern area and an 
environmental impact statement was not requested due to the intended 
use of the facility (Class III residential parking). 

The City of Portland Planning Commission requires one parking 
space per unit. There are 291 units and 106 extra ·parking spaces. 

Program Director 

The entrances and exits to the facility are designed for minimum traffic 
congestion. 

It would appear that the. proposed facility is compatible with the 
D.E.Q. parking facility regulation; therefore, it is recommended that 
D.E.Q. allow the construction to proceed. 

REH:dgs 

Very truly yours, 

JU ~.t:i:1 
R. E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

An Agency to Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation 
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Attention: Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority 
1010 N.E. Couch Street 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

PARKING FACILITY 
From: 

NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION AND APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL -------1 
Action: 

To Construct or J'.'lodi.fy an Air Conta1ninant S::>urce 

NOTE: An Approval to Construct must be obtained prior to construction. The 
Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority will review the application 
and will send its recmm1enclations to the D.E.Q. for their final action 
to approve or deny the project. An environmental impac\) statement or 
other inform'1tion may be requested within 30 days of receipt of t]1is N-C. 

Business Name: HABITAT TOO _____ .:_::_::::_:c_:..:._:.;__:_::..=_ _____________ _ Phone: 222-9591 

Address of Premises: SE 28th & Colt Drive City: Port I and Zip: -----
Nature of Business: Apartments 

Responsible Person to Contact: Paul S. Forchuk Title: ___ o_w_n_e_r _______ ~ 

Owner Other Person Who May ll<' ContactGd: Les Ii e Peyton Title: 
------~---- ------------

Corporation c-------i Partnership I XX I Individual l _ _J Government Agency 

Legal Owner's Address: 1303 SW 16th Avenue ____ City: Po_r~t_l_a_n_d ____ Zip: 97201 

Description of Parking Facility and its Intended Use. (Please Include Plot Plan 
Showing Parking Space .Location and Access to Streets or Roadways): 

Permanent parking for residents of apartmen·r complex . 

. 
Estimated Cost: Parking Facility Only: $ 200 '000. 00 

Estimated Construction Date: ~ust, .1972 Estimated Operation Date Spring, 1971 

Name of Applicant or .Owner f Business: Pau I S. Forchuk 

222-9591 ----
Signature: Date: June 29, 1972_ 

Applicability: This Notice of Construction Requirement Pertains 

j:• ,. 
r:---.,, 
:;-i'· 
r'. 

J_·~~/ 

Date Received 

1. To areas wi.thin fi.ve mi.lees of t;he JWJni.ci.pk boundary 
oE.a.uy el.ty f1.:1.v1.11~; ;t pu;,uJ.u.ti.u11 uf $11,U'JfJ u; 0ruat!!t. 

2. Any parkJ.n0 fac:J.J.i.ty used for tempurary storage of 50 
or more motor vehicles or having two or, more levels of 
parking for motor vet1icles. 

Grid ----------------



··-::•·-· 
! ,,. ! 

.... 

-.· .. 

_,,, ·-~·r11 :- -··.•-: ~: . ' .. : '·-'··· \' ·:'.""."-" """' .. ,, , .. ,.,, '''"''"'' .• ,, :.: ' : 
;·:, 

~------------~-·---:----.,--:---:--, 

I 
I 

I 
I I I 

I' 

.. /, 1' 
i k"' ' I 
I 
I 

•.' I 

·. ·-~: 

I I I 

'I' ii I _ ~ I I 

-+-i-'"'_1_,:Ll-~ 
.1 I : ,.. 'i· ~ 

· 11 

j. 
l 

_1: ) ' r · .. 

I" i 

.··:· : _;"_. 
---J_j~-'--~-~~·1·1-~--~~i - .~~_L_L_'-.L--'--~~-'--~-'--~ 

\ '· 

D.
.. . .·····. "_'"""""'_· _-_'"'_"'_· _a_""_""""' __ ""'_-_.....,.,.._· ---'-'-' =_•-l,· ~ ~ ~ _._, __ C!il'Y .. _ ,,,.;:-m ........ _ 97D'!ll _ ll 

I ,, 

i I 

'i· 

I 
l 

I 
(' 

'ii 
I 

I 

l 
I 

.1 

I! 

I. 
11 

'i 
11 

f 



TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

L, B. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILLIPS 
Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S. WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

DEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORAMDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 

From: Director 

Subject: Agenda Item No. Eb, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Port of Portland Terminal Ill 59-space Sur
face Lot, Portland 

Background: 

On August 29, 1972, the Department received a letter 

from the Columbia-~iillamette ,l\ir Pollution Authority delineating 

their analysis of and recommendation for the proposed Port of 

Portland 59-space surface parking facility. 

The proposed facility is to be located at Terminal #1, 

2150 N. W. Front Avenue, Portland, Oregon, and is intended pri-

marily to provide parking for longshoremen working at the terminal. 

The proposed facility is being constructed to concen

trate parking in a localized, easily identifiable area away from 

the terminal operating area. There are presently approximately 

150 parking spaces located randomly around the terminal operating 

TELEPHONE! {503) 229-5696 
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area. Upon completion of this 59-space facility, 59 of the ran-

dom spaces will be eliminated. Evccntually, the Port of Portland 

plans to eliminate all of the random spaces in the terminal oper

ating a1·ea by constructing parking facilities on the periphery. 

1~nalysis: 

The parking facility is located in an area of special 

concern as defined in the DEQ Guide 1 i nes for review of parking 

facilities. However, CW\P/\ did not request an environmental im-

pact statement due to the fact that the construction of this park-

ing facility will not result in a net increase in parking spaces 

available at Ter~inal #1. 

CWJ.\PA has concluded that the proposed facility is com-

patible with the DEQ parking facility rules and recommends that 

construction be a 11 owed to proceed. 

Director's Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that Columbia-Willamette Air Pollu-

tion Jl.uthorHy's review of the proposed facility indic.ates that 

it is compatible with the Department of Environmental Quality 

parking facility rules provided no increase in available parking 

spaces results,;. I recommend that the Commission approve construc

tion of the facility with the condition that no net increase in 

available parking spaces at Terminal #1 result. 

- -c,• 



COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

25 August 1972 

Mr. H. M. Patterson, Director 
Air Quality Control Division 
Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 S.W. Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 9720¥? 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

FranciS J. lvancie, Chairman 
City of Portland 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Burton C. WJtson, Jr. 
Washington County 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

On 1 August 1972, the Port of Portland filed a notice to construct 
a 59 space paved parking facility on Front Avenue at Terminal #1 (2150 
N.W. Front Avenue). This facility is to provide parking for longshoremen 
working at the terminal. 

It is realized that this facility is located in an area of concern 
but it is not an increase of parking in the area. It will localize the 
parking where before it was random parking around the dock area. 

It has been concluded that the proposed facility is compatible with 
the D.E.Q. parking facility rules and it is recommended that D.E.Q. allow 
construction to proceed. 

REH:sm 
Enclosures. 

very truly ~ours, 

;fl; tivt?-1 
R. E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

An Agency lo Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation 
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nr. John :-~.()1.-1<J 1 czyk 
Tc.chn!c~1l L'ircctr:r 
ColurnLiiu \·!illarnr~t:tc: ,·-.1r rcdlut!0n io.utfl0rity 
1010 :J.E. Couci1 Str(~•:t 

Portland, 1:1rcgon 972:2 

,., - ,- ~ ... ;:-~ F' _-,,. - _, ' 

The objCctive of th~ r1c\·1 p,1vc.d long.shore pz:ir!;ing lot, tq be constructed 
at Term!n~:l 1 jn conjt!nction v1 ith ti1c cnntc1i;1'.~r stor,:1~··0 yarci, is to 
consol fcl0tr:. al 1 e><is1-_fi1~1 rt!nrlom. 1drk.in:J assocf2tnd t·ti t:1 the c!0y-to-clay. 
oper-€ltion of this cortion of th:~· tc:rr~in.01. 

\·Ji th the comrieticn of this f'."1rkin'.] lot t!·1clC \·.'ill h~:: no f11rther p.:::rki'.19 
of private autornobilcs 1_,:ithir t~~is •;1c·rkin~·1 t:ir.:;.:1 of th·::: tcrrninol. 

If there is ary further inform0tioo r~1uirr,·J on thi.s pi·oj0ct, rlcc.1sc 

]ct US "l{)\·l .. 1 •• 

-~ '/'.; ' 1ic'\ . l · ( · '.-, / .. ·. ., . ,. • I . ) .. )/' ' ·'. (,• l' ,,, 
/· 

[l, \J. Tay 1 or ' · 
/\sslstant fianagr::r, i 1.arinc Prr)jccts 
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Attention: Columbi.;:o,-\.JJ_lla:r-•.::·!::r:v i'1..J\ .. ti.::111.ution 1\.uthorit:y 
1010 N.E. Couch St1·eet 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

To Construct or i'·'lodJ..f:7 a:n ,\ir Cont11.rninant: Sc.iurce 

NOTE: An Approval to Cunstruct rnust be obt,c4.ined prior to construction. The 
Colurnbia-h'illarr'.et-~te l\.ir Pol1•-~tion Authori.ty 'lvill reviev..~ tl1e application 
and \•Jill send itr-. reccr;1r;1t::nd.;1t.icns to tl1c~ D.E.Q. for their final action 
to approVe or den~! the prpJc~ct. r'\11 environmental irnpac t: statement or 
other information rn:iy be?. req:J.f.~sted .v1ithin 30 days of rece.ipt of this N-C. 

Business Name:__£QJl1'....DF_.P.ORTL!~ID------------·-----·- Phone:_,233-8331. ___ _ 

Address of Premises '-2150_Nll'..J'ronLll.1Le~.'I.el.ThilIBl.J!.l. City: I'or..tl ond . .Dre_ Zi.p :g_7.L2"'-1.u0 __ 
' 

Nature of Business: _JJodcfacilities_nueratimL------------

Responsible Person to Cont01ct: :_. __ JL_H._.l.ane.s. ________ Ti I: le :.-5r~...Ile.sig.1L.Eng.in.e.CJ: .... --

Other Person Who Hay Be Contacted =.E-...E. __ J.saacson Title: ll " 
Corporation c===J Part:·nership f ____ j It1d ividuaJ. c~-:J Gover11ment ,\gency 

Lega 1 Owner ' s Address: _p_D.......Brnc.352.9. ___ .________ Ci. ty : ..J?or.tland..,._Dre.gan Z i.p : __912.Q..8_ 

Description of Parking Facility crnd. its Intendc~d Use, (Pl.ease. Include Plot Plan 
Shqwing Parking Space Location and Access to Stree.t,s or Roadways): JL.5.4_foo1....x....!ll.Q_..£o.ot 

mon· or Je,;.s, A c n=.d..narl:ing .. area.,_.'l<;lJ.aCQ_IJ.J_.tD....lhsLG.>1~1erJy side _9f_}!_J~:c..I::!.S:l1\ Ave·, 
with 'tur:b~ fencina I\ lif;hting, This. will F\OVide parking for dock nersonnel, longs ioremen 

Estima ea cost: Pa'rking 1'acility Only: . ~--l.:Z,-130. ·-- etc. 

Estimated Construction Date: -·Augus-t-il-1-9-7-2--·- Estimated Ope.ration Date ~lml--l,.-19.7.2_ 

Name of Applicant or Owner of Business: --.!1DR.'LOE...Jl'.)!ITL!lliI.,_ful::t.laD.1.i..,_ll1~egQ .. u ____ _ 

Tit le: ...ffiRE&'FGR-;-BJ;;V±:cLCfP:\;\fJNh,SERV-1GL$- Phone: -23.3.c:B.3.ll,_f~-1~~Jl2 

Signature: .... ~~~"".h~------ D<it:e:_AJJg.11st _ _I,_l'u.L_ 
A. i,1, Eschbach 

Applicability: This Notice of Construction Requirement Pertains 

1. To areas 1ivit:}1in five m'.lle~s of the municiple boundary 
of any city having a population of 50,000 or greater. 

2. Any parking facility used for ternporary ·storage of 50 
or .more inotor vehicles or having two or inore levels of 
parking for motor vef1i.cl(-~S. 

-, f' 

Date Received Grid 
----- ----~-'k--

N/C t. I - _:J_, ~----·-
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TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

l. B. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENT Al QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILLIPS 
Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C, HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S. WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

DEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 

From: Di rector 

Subject: Agenda Item No. Ee, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed City of Portland Park Block #1 95-spac~ 
Underground Parking Facility, Portland 

Background: 

On August 24, 1972, the Department received a letter 

from the Col umbi a-l~i 11 amette Air Pollution Authority del ineat-

ing their analysis of and recommendation for the proposed 95-

space underground parking facility on Park Block #1. 

The proposed facility is to be located on the block 

bounded by S. W. Ninth, Park, vlashington and Stark Streets in 

downtown Portland. The site is presently occupied by a 61-space 

surface parking facility which will be eliminated during con-

struction. Thus, an increase of 34 available parking spaces 

would be expected on the site. 

The proposed facility 1~ill be on one level, located 

below street elevation, to be covered by a park covering the 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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entire block. The development of the surface level as a park 

will restore Park Block #1 to its intended purpose delineated 

in the original park blocks concept. The City intends to use 

the revenue derived from the proposed parking facility to re

tire bonds needed to finance the street level park construction. 

The ,~rchitect and Financial Analyst retained by the 

City for this project have recommended removal of all on-street 

parking on the Ninth and Park Street sides of the site. If 

parking were removed on these two streets, sixteen on-street 

parking spaces would be eliminated and the increase in available 

parking spaces would be reduced to 18 spaces. 

Analysis: 

The proposed facility would lie in CWAPA air quality 

grid number 40. According to preliminary calculations performed 

by the City, for the transportation control strategy, grid ~.O 

will be in compliance by 1975 if the DEQ Motor Vehicle Inspection 

Program is implemented and is as effective as predicted. However, 

automobiles that park in this facility will be passing through 

other grids in downtown Portland which wi 11 not be in comp 1 i ance 

by 1975 unless the City develops an aggressive and effective plan 

for controlling air pollution in downtown Portland. 
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The Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority has 

concluded that the proposed facility is compatible with the 

DEQ parking facilities rules for the following reasons: 

1. Air quality impact will be minimal on the;immediate 

vicinity. 

2. Removing the existing unsightly surface parking 

and replacing this with an underground facility v1ill have a posi

tive impact on visual and noise pollution. 

3. Restoration of Park Block #1 into an open space

park setting will fulfill an objective of the Downtown Plan which 

calls for Park Block #1 to be an open space. 

4. There is presently a deficit of long-term and short

term parking in the vicinity, so incentives to utilize mass transit 

will still remain. 

CvJAPI\ al so recommends that the DEQ endorse the remova 1 of 

the 16 on-street spaces on the Minth and Park Street sides of the project. 

Conclusions: 

1. The construction of the proposed parking facility 

with the associated street level park will probably have a positive 

environmental impact upon the vicinity and downtm1n Portland if the 

parking facility is consistent with the City's transportation con

trol strategy. 
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2. The air quality impact of the proposed parking 

facility cannot be properly evaluated until the required trans

portation control strategy is submitted October 10, 1972. 

Director's Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that the City has received an exten

sion of the deadline for submission of the transportation control 

strategy to October 10, 1972; 

I recommend that the Commission approve construction of 

the 95-space parking facility v1ith the condition that the City· 

remove all curb parking on S. vJ. Park and flinth Streets between 

S. W. Washington and Stark Streets imnediately upon completion 

of construction of the parking facility and upon the condition 

that the Director determines that the proposed parking facility 

is consistent 11ith the City's transportation control strategy and 

associated comprehensive parking plan as submitted October 10, 1972. 



COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

Mr. H. M. Patterson, Director 
Air Quality Control Division 
Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 Southwest Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

BOARD OF DI RECTORS 

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman 
City of Portland 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Burton C. Wilson, Jr. 
Washington County 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

On 18 July 1972 the City of Portland filed a notice to construct a 95 space 
underground parking facility on Park Block #1 near SW 9th Avenue and Washington. 
On 14 August 1972 CWAPA received all requested information concerning this project. 

Although this facility is in an area of special concern, a complete environ
mental statement was not requested due to one, the content of the information sent 
with the application, and two, the relative insignificant increase in existing 
parking space, and three, the fact that the project appears to present a positive 
environmental impact in the area. 

After review of information pertinent to this project, it has been concluded 
that the proposed facility is compatible with the DEQ parking facility regulation, 
and it is therefore recommended that DEQ notify the City of Portland that con
struction may proceed. It is also recommended the DEQ consider endorsing the 
removal of 16 on-street parking spaces on 9th Avenue and Park surrounding the 
project. This parking removal, which is recommended by the project architect and 
financial analyst, would present a positive visual air quality and noise impact on 
the proposed park, especially with 9th and Park considered in long-range plans for 
pedestrian ways. 

Major technical reasons for allowing the facility to be constructed are: 

1. Ai:r quality impact would be minimal. There will be a net increase of 
19-31.fvehicles on the project ground (presently 61 spaces exist with occupancy as 
high as 76) and potentially a net reduction in vehicle emissions due to a shift 
:from short term to long term spaces. CO emissions in CWAPA grid 40 (Technical 
Report 71-9A-B) in 1975 are estimated by the City Bureau of Traffic Engineering to 
be 265 tons/year assuming the present city transportation control strategy is 
implemented. 'l'his would indicate that Federal ambient air standards would be 
achieved. The modified parking facility would add at most a neglible amount of 
CO to projected levels. 

An Agency to Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation 



H. M. Patterson 
Page 2 
21 August 1972 

2. Removing the existing unsightly surface parking and replacing this with 
an underground facility will have a positive impact on visual and noise pollution. 

3. Restoration of Park Block #1 into an open space-park setting will fullfil 
an objective of the Downtown Plan which calls for Park Block //1 to be an open space. 

4 .. There is presently a deficit of long term and short term parking in the 
vicinity, so incentives to utilize mass transit will still remain. 

Very truly yours, 

REH:jl 



Atter1tion; Colon1bia-W.t.:LlaD1ettc Air Pollution Authority 
1010 N.E. Couch 8c1·1,et 
Portland, Oi:egon 97232 

To Co11st.r:uct or }'fodify an Air Contaminant Source 

NP1'E: An Approval to Cr!nstrtict must be obtained prior to construction. The 
Columbia··WilL:naett:e Air Pollution Authority will review the application 
and w·ill send its recon11ne·ndat:ior1s to the D.E.Q,, for their final actio11 
to approve or deny the project. An environme11tal impact state1nent or 
other infor1natioa iaa:y be requested v1ithin 30 days of receipt of tl1is N-C. 

Business Name :_--'c-'r.rY OF f_O_R_TL_A.ND Phone: 228-6lk.L__ ___ . 

City: Portland --- Zip: 9720~!_ 

Nature of Business: ____ M'.11:'..~_<::ip_i::_li t;r __ . 

Responsible Person to Contact:_D~!13;).c1 ~-~efferL_ Title: Sr. Dep. City Atty_. 

Other Person Who May Be 'contact<ed: Michael A, Lehner Title: Law Cle1'k -..,. 

Corporation [-==:J Individual 0 Government Agency Qs_] 

Portland Zip: --- ---
Description of Parking Facility and its Intended Use. (Please Include Plot Plan 
Showing Parking Space Location and Access to Streets or Roadways}; A ono level 

' q~ ' ' . 
underground parking facility for ,;:::_~::0 automobiles .. covered by a 
one block recreat10:1al pa:r>Ko 

Estimated Cost: Parking Facility Only: $ $0,00.Q._QQ_ _____ _ 

Estimated Construction Date: ____9..:..1.=.7.G. ____ Estimated Operation Date 3-1~_,_ __ 

Name of Applicant or Owner of Business: __Q_:Uly_gf Porj;Ja_n.~-----------

Title: Comm~~~~'- u~tj)!\)ff~ Phone:~QJl~_l __ _ 

Signature =/f!!AJ,tYL--- c '\-~~Jlf--- Date: _____ _ 

Applicability: Thi§ No,, ice of Const·ruc .ion Requirement Pertains 

1. To areas within five miles of the municiple boundary 
of any city having a population of 50,000 or greater. 

2. Any parking facility used for temporary. storage of 50 
or more motor vehicles or having tw·o or n1ore levels of 
pai-ki11g· for mot.or vehic·les. 

------------------------------------------
Date Received fl1'1p1~f((YJZ~/ Grid N/C P-16 



OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY 
CITY HALL 

PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 

MARIAN C, RU!JHING 
CITY ATTORNEY 

Col:.lr.:t,ia l17::1.1c:.1.i"~ct:t·:: A.:tJ: 
110 N~ Eb Couc~ Street 
PortlD.rJcl, Orcgcrl S7?3.'.?. 

1?o 11 ~). ti_()I:'.. 

At ten t.i.ori: 

c;c'.11t1.en~(:11: 

r ______ oo-~-riB_G ~-~11 r To Not,,,J by 

f
-··--,.-c----~·--··~ i. ··.· ·1. 

==~/( . --!!~ ~ ·~ 
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I -------t·----- .... 
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F'torn: 

fi.ction: 

Enclof,C!d :r;;'1J. ~vilJ~ fi1"-1t1 th.e t)roper.~1y~ ;:;:tg11cd t·-Jot:tce of 
Co11strt1ct~ .. 011 f·;:)l"li~ f,J;: ti·10 J'n1~J;:. BlcJc1c ;~hl Pl.~cject 11 Plctise 
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Don c. Jeffery 
Senior Deputy City Attorney 
12.20 S,H, 5th ,\venue 
Port fond, Oregon 97204 

Dear Hr. Jeffery: 

2 Auguat 1972 

Attached plcaoa find iJhe Notice of Conotruction form for: the proposed 
pm:ld.ng facility at S.W. 9th and Wnnh1.ngton which war. inadvertently sent 
to us unsigned. Please resubmit this to CWAPA as soon aa possible. 

Also, could you indicate if any or: hoi. many on-street parld.ng spaces 
will. be a limineted by the proposed facility. ~ 

JFIC:s1n 
Attachment 

very truly yours, 

f}Jb 
7 Jolh1 F. Kot1<'1 lczyl< 

Technical Director 

From: ------
Action.~: ______ . 

' l 

! 
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OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY 
CITY HALL 

PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 

MA.RIAN C, nUSHING 
CITY ATTORNEY 

Columbia W:i.JJ.2n:ette Air Pollution Authority 
1010 N, E, Couch Street: 
Po ,.,.1 ~-1..i 0"'m'o~ J.. .,_., .• ,.;\,!; t.~, !~•~·6 J~.~ 

Gentlemen: 

Re: Pnrking F£JciJ.itv Approval For Park 
Block ;i'1, City of Portland 

ROUTl:'!G !-·---··--·-- ··-----1 
1----·---·--·--·-··· --
1 To r•I :;tccl b~, 1 

·---•. ··,-:-:=·---!- - . ·····-·--·1 I (. 
1=~~--·--1=-~=-~~= . i 

-----·;-------

·-~/--~-·-
Frorn: 

Action: -------

This letter is in answer to your suggestion that we 
forwurd arldi t:ional b11ckground infonnation with the en
closed npplication for G.W.A.P.A. approvnl of the caption
ed pr·oject, 

Tho. City of Portl::mf.\ is presently in the process of 
acquiring this property from the legal owner, 1''lr. William 
E. Roberts, w:i.th the help of the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development; Open Spncc Progra:;;, and gifts from 
Mr. Roberts. · 

The l1B.r.ld.ng fad.li.ty itself will be on one level, lo
cated below sti:ect el12cvat:i.on, to be covered by a p-nrk cov
ering the entire block. Tho revenue to be derived from 
the undergrotind pm:ld.ng w:iJ.1 be used to retire bonds needed 
to finance the street level park construction. 

The ovcr~·<J.11 env:i.ronmentnl i.mpact of this project upon 
the immediate vicinity is e:;pcctcd to be very favore.ble. 
The particulnx portioi< o.f the dm·mto~·m core .area to be serv
ed by the park is badly in need of such visibly pleasing 
po.:rk improvcmccnts in order to counter the shift in economic 
growth tow'1r.c1 t;he. Soud1 Ai.nlitoriurn area. It is hoped that 
·the restor<i.t.ion of Park Block 1 to its intended purpose as 
a park will be the first step i.n the ovc1:-·o.1.l plan to recre
ate the entire chain of: pm:k bJ odes as o green belt through 
the center of the core area • 

. - ·: ,·-·,-·} ····,, :-:,·'.-'': - :, /·· . ,., . 
, " Since three of the four lots ·of the. subject block 
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presently contain street level parking, the prospect of. 
inc1:eased ern:i.E'f::i.on by thic project is sli~~ht. The bene
fits gained by t:he add:i.tion of n pleasing open space 

"J_J f ,_ • ' J · • ,• 1 1 • 1 ,. r t f tv.i. . · nr: ot11.-~vci.~1.1 t :1e ra1r1:L1nrt c.<:":~tri1ne11ta., er: rec. s o ex-
himst emicsions fl:orn the parking facility. 

A rcpoi:t of thee City Plnnning Commission is attached 
for your perusnl. He im11ld apprecini:e e;,pcditious hand
ling of this appl:i.cntion so that work may be begun before 
\Vint<~r ~'7eatlte1': :ee tt11:-11s It 

If any additional information is needed by your off
ice, please call me, 

MAL: dlc 
Enc. 

Yours truly, 

MICHAEL A, LEHNER 
Law Clerk 

i 
I 
I' 
I 

I 
b 
I 
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CITY OF' PORTLAND 

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE 
(NOT FOR MAIL.ING> 

July 12, 1972 

From Dept. of Public Affairs, City Planning Commission 

Ta Dept. of Public Works, Bureau of Buildings 

" 
A<:{dressed to C. N. Christiansen, Building Inspections Director 

'-':: 
~ 

Subject. Downtown Plan Review File No:· DPR Ji 8 

Dear Mr. Christiansen: 

As required by subsection (2) of Section 35.44.135 of the 
Zoning Code, plans have been reviewed and are transmitted 
herewith for the following: 

Proposed Use and Structure: To construct below grade park
ing for 80 to 85.cars with a park above. 

Applicant: City.of Portland 

On propertx legally described as: Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Park 
Block 1, Portland 

In Zone: Cl 

' 
Located at: SW 9th, Park, Washington & Stark 

Action is as follows: Approval with the following condi
tions: 

1) That the entrance on SW Park shall be permitted for a 
period not to exceed 5 years and may be extended for 
another period if at that time the City has not gone 
forward with additional Park Blocks. 

2) That the design of the Park Street entrance shall be 
designed so it can be covered over or landscaped at 
the end of the time specified. 

3) Preliminary and final landscaping plans for the Park 
Plaza be approved by the Planning Commission Staff. 

Waive the 14-day waiting period. 

LTI</st 

Sincerely, 

Lloyd T. Keefe 
Planning Director 

' ! 
i 
I 
f 
I 
i 



0 CITY OF' PORTLAND 0 
INTER-OFFICE COF~RESPONDENCE 

tNOT FOR Mfo.ILINGI 

From Dept. of Public Affairs, City Planning Commission 

To Dept. of Public Affairs, Bureau of Buildings 

Addressed to C. N. Christiansen, Building Inspections Director 

Subject. Conditional Use Request No. 55-72 

Dear Mr. Christiansen: 

On July 5, 1972 
Planning Commission met 
Use request: 

the Zoning Commi t'cee of the City 
and considered the following Conditional· 

Applicant: City of Portland 

Conditional Use Requested: Parking underground with surface 
level park plaza 

On property legally described as: Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, _Park 
Block 1, Portland 

In zone: Cl 

Located at: SW 9th, Park, Washington & Stark 

The Committee action was as follows: Approval with the following 
conditions: 1) that the entrance on SW Park shall be permitted for 
a period not to exceed 5 years and may be extended for another per
iod if at that time the City has not gone forward with additional 
Park Blocks; 2) that the design of the Park Street entrance shall 
be designed so it can be covered over or landscaped at the end of 
the time specified; and 3) preliminary and final landscaping plans 
for the Park Plaza: be approved by the Planning Commission Staff, 

Waive the 14-day waiting period. 

PC CU-01 
500 

Sincerely, 

~:'1-'G~ 
Planning Director 



TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

l. B. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILUPS 
Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S. WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

OEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

To: En vi ronmenta 1 Qua 1 ity Commission 

From: Di rector 

Subject: Agenda Item No. Ed, October ~', 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Portland Osteopathic Hos pi ta 1 9~,-Space Sur
face Lot, Portland 

Background: 

On August 29, 1972, the Department received a letter 

from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority delineating 

their analysis of and recommendation for the proposed Portland 

Osteopathic Hospital 94-space surface parking facility. 

The proposed facility is to be located at the Portland 

Osteopathic Hospital, 2900 S. E. Steele Street, Portland, Oregon, 

and is intended primarily to provide parking for patients and 

medical personnel of the hospital. 

The proposed facility is being con,structed to take the 

place of an old parking lot with 6B spaces which is being removed 

for construction of a new addition to the hospital. The new lot 

will increase the total number of hospital parking spaces from 7B 

spaces to 112 spaces. 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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Analysis: 

The parking facility is not located in an area of 

special concern as defined in the' DEQ Guidelines for review of 

parking facilities. 

The Columbia-Hillamette Air Pollution Authority has 

concluded that the facility is compatible v1ith the DEQ parking 

facility rules and recommends that the Commission approve con-

struction of the facility. 

Director's Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that Columbia-vJillamette Air Pollu-

ti on Authority's review of the proposed facility indicates that 

it is compatible v1ith the Department of Environmental Quality 

parking facilities rules, I recommend that the Commission approve 

construction of the facility. 

:~' ·. ' ,, ; 

" 



COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

24 August 1972 

Mr. H. M. Patterson, Director 
Air Quality Control Division 
Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 S.W. Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 972015 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

BOARD OF DI RECTORS 

Francis· J, lvancie, Chairman 
City of Portland 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Burton C. Wilson, Jr. 
Washington. County 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

On 16 August 1972, Schmeer, Harrington & Bana, Architects, filed a 
notice to construct a 94 space surface blacktop parking facility for Portland 
Osteopathic Hospital, 2900 S.E. Steele Street, Portland, Oregon. This 
facility is to provide necessary parking for patients and medical personnel 
resulting from both the original hospital and an addition to be built on the 
site of the old parking lot, The new lot will increase the total hospital 
·parking facilities by 40 spaces. 

It has been concluded that the proposed facility is compatible with 
the D.E.Q, parking facility rules and it is recommended that D.E.Q. allow 
construction to proceed. 

REH: sm 
Enclosures 

very truly yours, 

f2~,-~ez~ 
R. E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

An Agency to Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation 



Attention: Columbia-lhllamel:te Air Pollution Autbority 
1010 N.E. Co11ch Street 
Portland, O~egon 97232 

!:ARKING _}'Aq_I_cl_T_'f 
NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION AND APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL 

-~-·--·--·-

To Construct or !'>1odify an Air Contaminant Source 

NOTE: An Approval to Construct rnnst be obtained prior to construction. The 
Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority will review the application 
and will send its recommendations to the D.E.Q. for their final action 
to approve or deny tl1e project, An environm.ental impact statement or 
other information may be requested within 30 days of receipt of this N-C. 

Business Name: PORTLAND OSTEOPATHIC HOSPITAL Phone: 234-01,11 

Address of Premises: 2900 S. E. STEELE STREETcity: PORTLAND, Zip: 97202 

Nature of Business: ~~J:iOSPITJ~~ 

Responsible Pe_rson to Contact : __ MR. C. CAST~)'); 

Other J?erson Who May Be Contacted=-----,.,------- Title: ------------
N.P.Corporation I X I N.Pg,rtnership C::=i Individual CJ Government Agency 

.,,.\. :.1 .. 

Legal Owner's Address:_?.9_0_Q _ _$_,_E.,__s_TEfilJ'~- City_:J.ORT~ Zip:.9.12.02__ 

Description of Parking Facility and its Intended Use. (Please Include Plot Plan 
Showing Parking Space Location and Access to Streets or Roadway.s): _ ASPHALT 

PARKING LOT, TO REPI,AQE EXISTING PARKING AJ:(EA,M01IB.ILEQILNEJL.JlILDING. 

Estimated Cost: Parking Facility Only: 

Estimated Construction Date: 8/14/72 Estimated Operation Date 8/28/J.~2~-

Name of Applicant or Owner of Business: SCHMEEft..J1ARRINGTON & BANA ; AECJLl'ff,CTS 

Title: ARCHITECTS --= Phone: 228-488=1 __ _ 

Signature: ~,J. /~~~__$!; 
Applicability: This Notice of Constru~n~irement 

Date: AUG, 15, 1972 

Pertains 

1. To areas within five ropes of the municiple boundary 
of any city having a population of 50,000 or greater. 

2. Any parking facility used for temporary storage of 50 
or more motor vehicles or having two or more levels of 
parking for _motor vehicles . 

• ":-!·.1 ,,.-(,-~,)-:-~-. "'·. 

Date Receiµc=,d;:_·-------------- Grid 
-------~ 

''· ' ..•. 11 

·,, I : ! ... ~.·· 
•('•t'-~ /:J.'.; .: .. -.ti 



Attention: Columhin-Willcimette Air Pollution Authority 
1010 N.E. Couch Street 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

To Construct or Modify an Air Contaminant Source 

NOTE: An Approval to Construct must be obtained prior to construction. The 
Colurnbi.a-Willamet:te Air Pollution Authoi;ity will review the application 
and will send i.ts recommendations to the D.E.Q. for their final action 
to appr·ove or deny the p1~oject. An en\rirorune11tal impact statement or 
other information may bo requested within 30 days of receipt of this N-C. 

Business Name: PORTLAND OSTEOPATHIC HOSPITAL Phone: 234-0l.ll 
-----~--

Address of Premises: Zip: 97202 2900 S. E. STEELE STREETcity: PORTLAND, ---- ----
Nature of Business: HOSPITAL ·-----------
Responsible Person to Contact.: MR. C. CASTLE Title: ADMINISTRATOR ·--------------
Other Person Who May Be Contacted: Title: ·------ ---

N. P !forporntion I X ] N ,Jilq:tnership [_ "] Individual LJ Government Agency 

Description of Parking Facility a.n.d its Intended Use. (Pleas.e .Include Plot Plan 
Showing Parking Space Location and Access to Streets or Roadways): ASPHALT 

PARKING LOT, TO REPLACE EX!_§TING PARKING AREA,1".l_OVED FOR NEW BUILDING. 

'Estimated Cost: Parking Facility Only: $~-1~5~·~5_0_0_._~o_o~~~~~~~--~~

Es tima ted Operation Date 8/28/72 Estimated Construction Date: _)J_f!..i.rL~7_2 __ 

Name of Applicant or Owner of Business: SCHMEER,HARRINGTON & BANA ; ARCHITECTS 

Title: ARCHITECTS Phone: 228-q.881 ----
,c;:- If' J/ ' / 

Signature: /~- _ ,,.</ /·T.;;-7-+z ,..~r-~··r: ......... z;::-.. -· 
Applicability: This~ Notice of ConstrucZn Reqnirernent 

AUG. 15, 1972 Date: 

Pertains 

1. To areas within five miles of the municiple boundary 
of any city having a population of 50,000 or greater. 

2. Any parking facility used for temporary· storage of 50 
or. more motor vehicles or having two or more levels of 
parking for motor vehicles. 

------------------------------------------
Date Received --------------- Grid N/C ?-22 



6 June 1972 

Attont:Lon: Llo3r<l To ICoo.fo 

Gentlemen: 

This is in reply to you:c request for comments on the 
prO}Josocl parking f'ncility for Portland Osteopathic Hospitul. 

Our prol:tminary review o.f tho .fnc:\illlty indicates it· 
is not, from an air quality standpoint, in an area of 
special concern. ~1ince this is a small facility on.cl is 
sonr:i.ng tho neecls of a medical institution, upon receipt 
of a formal notice of construci.~ion from the responsible 
party, v;·e Hill rocomn1end tho Dopartrnont of Environmental 
Quality alloi·r construction: to proceed. 

REH:sm 

Very truly yours, 

ritt'I 
R. E. Ha.tChi?i!±d 
Program Director 

-·rwufiri(l~=""' 
--r~---- · r:i;;i~~y 

.---... -. -._ •" 

. -----. .. ::_!) 
------~ ~ .,: ll 

-.· i! 
; ·:~:?n-: ___ .. ' _J 



PO~":"rllU~A[i\~ D (" "T~f' [p> lA~n ~~ ~ ~.~ G --CO ~JU ~fLl ~ 8 s ~ 0 u~11 
-424 S.W. MAll\l STREET 
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204 
228-6141 EXT. 296 

FP'\NCLS J. lVANClE. Commlaaioner, Deportment of Public Affolra C. RALPH WALSTROM. Chairman 
MILDRED A. SCHWAB, Vice Chairman 
ELLl9 H. CASSON' 

' i (J \ 
\ \~ 

Mr. Richard E. Hachard 
Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution 

Authority 
1010 N;E. Couch Street 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

Dear Mr. Hachard: 

HERBERT M. CLARK. JR. 
DALE R. COWEN 
HAROLD M. GOWING 
HERBERT C. HARDY 
ROWLAND S. ROSE 
MARVIN WITT, JR. 

LLOYD T. KEEFE, Pl~nning Director 
DALE D. CANNADY, Assistant Director 

-Y. ' o,- n·'"'1 On ·JLtvt~ <'..· /l I i le.-. 
consider the following 

, the Planning·Coinmission will 
request. 

Applicant: /)r:k Tl~i'"-~j> C1~_;ncCc! .. >•\Tli IC. //c•~>i~, n4-r.~ 

Request: T'ARt\11'vt{ 
·--.---•···- -.-~----' 

Quarter Section: 

We would appreciate your review and opinions of this request 
before Ji)/~\'~· 201 /'J72- We are especially interested in the 
effect approval wouid have on air quality. 

If you desire more information on this matter, we will be 
glad to assist you. 

S · rely, 

=/~~ 
T. Keefe 

Planning Director · 
} ROUTING __ _ 

eg 

FOR COMMENTS 

Cc)Lt',~.-~:- .... ;,\1:,~ .. 1 .. ,: • :·i ·r-~ 
l!i!R pr.,J.l.~J rlC\'•! 1\U j' '·,\.' ;.~rf'! ·····-·--->---~--; 

From: 

I 
I 

11 

!] 
I, 



TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

L, B. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILLIPS 
Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR, 
Springfield 

STORRS S, WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A, McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

OEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 

From: Director 

Subject: Agenda Item No. Ee, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed White Stag Manufacturing Company 80-space 
Surface Lot, Multnomah County 

Background: 

On August 30, 1972, the Department received a letter 

from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority delineating 

their analysis of and recommendation for the proposed l4hite Stag 

Manufacturing Company 80-space surface parking facility. 

The proposed facility is to be located at the vJhite 

Stag Manufacturing Company, 5100 S. E. Harney Drive, Multnomah 

County and is intended primarily to provide parking for employees 

of the company and visitors. 

The proposed facility is being constructed to relieve 

congested on-street and off-street employee parking. White Stag 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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Manufacturing Company has approximately 600 employees at the Harney 

Drive plant with presently only 200 off-street spaces available. 

Analysis: 

The parking facility is not located in an area of special 

concern as defined in the DEQ Guidelines for review of parking 

facilities. 

The Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority has con

cluded that the proposed facility is compatible with the DEQ park-

ing facilities rules for the following reasons: 

1. The facility will be located in an area of low traf

fic density. 

2. The facility should not attract any significant amount 

of additional vehicles to the area. 

3. The facility should reduce on-street parking and asso-

ciated low-speed search in the area. 

CHAPA has reconmended that DEQ allo1•1 construction to pro-

ceed upon this parking facility. 

- .. , .. 
, . .. 

·.r·· 
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Director's Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that Columbia-Willamette Air Pollu

tion Authority's review of the proposed facility indicates that 

it is compatible with the Department of En vi ronmenta 1 Qua 1 ity 

parking facilities rules, I recommend that the Commission approve 

construction of the faci 1 ity. 



/l{f D 

COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

f. 
28 August 

Mr. H. M. Patterson, Director 
Air Quality Control Division 
Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 S,W, Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman 
City of Portland 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Burton C. Wilson, Jr. 
Washington County 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

On 24 August 1972, White Stag Manufacturing Company filed a notice to 
construct an 80 space surface parking facility at their manufacturing 
facility at 5100 S.E. Harney Drive. This facilHy is to provide parking 
to relieve congested employee parking and provide spaces for visitors. 

It has been concluded that the proposed facility is compatible with the 
D.E,Q. parking facility rules and. it is recommended that D.E.Q. allow 
construction to proceed for the following reasons: 

1. This is an area of loN traffic density; 

2. This facility should not attract any significant amount of 
additional vehicles to the area; 

3. This facility should reduce on-street parking and associated 
low· speed search in the area. 

REH:dzs 
Enclosures 

very truly yours, 

R. E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

An Agency lo Control Air Pollution through /nler-Governinental Cooperation 
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Our 88th Year 
August 23, 1972 

Columbia- Willamette Air Pollution Authority 
1010 N. E. Couch Street 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

Gentlemen: 

Enclosed herewith is application for approval of parking 
facility adjacent to the White Stag factory as well as two 
copies of the Plot Plan. 

Please let us hear from you as soon as possible so we 
can proceed with work. 

Sincerely, 

WHITE STAG MFG. CO.-

Personnel Director 

DFW:sp 
Encls. 

WHITE STAG• 5100 S, E, HARNEY DRIVE• PORTLAND, OREGON 97206 • 503/777 

il'i-1--'j 
-------II 
Nol+~ t>,> 

jlf_~ 
-------1 
·------1 
---.--------·1 

I --------1 
---- =~J 



Attention: Columbia-Willamette· Air Pollution Authority 
1010 N.E. Couch Street 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

PARKING FACILIT°Y 
NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION AND APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL 

To Construct or Modify an Air Contaminant Source 

NOTE: An Approval to Construct must be obtained prior to construction. The 
Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority will review the application 
and will send its recommendations to the D.E.Q. for their final action 
to approve or deny the project, An environmental impact statement or 
other information may be requested within 30 days of receipt of this N-C. 

Business Name: ____ W_h_i_te_S_ta--"'g_M __ a_n_u_f_a_c_t_u_r_in_go.·_C_o_m_,p_a_n_,_y __ Phone: ( S 0 3 ) 7 7 7 - 1 7 11 

Address of Premises: 5100 S. E. Harney Drive City: Portland Zip: 97206 -------
Nature of Business: Sportswear Manufacturing 

Responsible Person to Contact: D. F. White Title: Personnel Director 
------------~ 

Title: Controiler Other Person Who May Be Contacted: Frank Traeger -------------
Corporation C3fJ Partnership!~-~ Individual c::::J Government Agency 

Legal Owner's Address: 5100 S. E. Harney Drive City: Portland Zip: 97206 

Description of Parking Facility and 'its Intended Use. 
Plot Plan showing parking space location and access to 

(Ple<J.se. include 2 copies. of 
streets or roadways): 

Estimated Cost: Parking Facility Only: $ ZS, 000. 00 

Estimated Construction Date: As soon as possiblm>timated Operation Date 

Name of Applicant or owner of Business: White Stag Manufacturing Company 

Phone: 7 7 7 - I 7 11 ---
Signature: Date: August 22, 1972 

Applicability:~h:::o ice -o:fC~~st uction Req:irement Pertains 

1. To areas within fiy& miles of the municiple boundary 
of any city having a population of 50,000 or greater. 

2. Any parking facility used for temporary storage of 50 
or more motor vehicles or having two or more levels of 
parking for n1otor vehicles. 



' __ ,· 

.. •( 
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Our 88th Year 
August 15, 1972 

Columbia Willamette Air 
1010 N. E. Couch St. 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

Gentlemen: 

Pollution Authority 

White Stag Manufacturing Company is in the process of 
applying for a permit for a parking lot on tax Lot No. 190, 
Carlsruhe Addition in Multnomah County. 

This work will be done by the Henry M. Mason Company 
and the architect is Bernard A. Heims with Robert Koch 
and Associates, Architects. 

This parking lot will facil:itate approximately 80 cars and 
we trust will eliminate on-street congestion. We respect
fully request your approval for this, 

Sincerely, 

WHITE STAG MFG. GO. 

D. F. White 
Per.sonnel Director 

DFW:sp 

'l (-: ', _·"~1 ..-; \ .-. ';-~:" 

··,'. ' 

'•. 

J, 

'. 'f 

'' 

WHITE STAG• 5100 S, E. HARNEY DRIVE• PORTLAND, OREGON 97206 • 503/777-1711 •THE H'i'ARNACO GROUP 



TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

L. B, DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILLIPS 
Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S, WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

OEQ-l 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 

From: Di rector 

Subject: Agenda Item i'lo. Ef, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Portland Commons Office Building with 360 
AncLllal)'. Parking Spaces, Portland 

Background: 

On /\ugust 2, 1972, the Department received the report, 

Technical Review Mo. P-9 from the Columbia-v!illamette Air Pollu-

tion Authority, v1hich delineates their analysis of and recommenda-

tion for the proposed Portland Commons parking facility. 

Portland Commons, Inc. proposes to construct an office/ 

hotel complex with 706 ancillary parking sp~ces in the South Audi-

torium Urban Renewal ,~rea on the two blocks bounded by S. l:J. Clay 

Street, S. W. Front Avenue, S. W. Jefferson Street, and S. W. First 

Avenue near the west approaches to the Hawthorne Bridge. 

The Portland Commons office building is to be located on 

the north block (#114) of the two block site. Consideration of the 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229·5696 
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office building and its associated parking is the subject of 

this staff report. Consideration of the hotel and its asso

ciated parking structure will be undertaken at a later date. 

The project site is presently unoccupied except for 

a surface parking lot with a rated capacity of 60 motor vehicles. 

This lot would be removed during construction. 

The office building development will be the world 

headquarters for Evan Products Company and wi 11 be occupied by 

approximately 1,000 employees by 1975. Evans Products expects 

to have 4QO of their own employees in t:1e building by 1975 v1ith 

the remaining floor space leased to tenants. 

Two underground levels of the office building will be 

devoted to parking with 214 spaces provided. The remainin<J 146 

parking spaces (360-214 = 146 spaces) will be provided by a 492-

space parking structure to be constructed as an integral part of 

the hotel development planned for the block (11115) immediately 

south of the proposed office building site. Construction of the 

hotel development is planned for 1973. 

In a letter dated August 23, 1972, the Department re

quested the Portland Planning Commission to determine whether the 

height, bulk and employee density of the proposed Portland Commons 
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development is consistent with the planning guidelines for the 

Downtown Plan. The letter was considered by the City Planning 

Commission at a meeting on August 29, 1972, and a reply by letter 

was received by the Department August 30, 1972. The City Planning 

Commission has determined that the Portland Commons building is 

consistent with the proposed uses in the District Guideline Plan 

and the amount of fl oar space proposed is within the interim den

sity regulations approved. 

Analysis: 

A. Effect on air quality 

The proposed Portland Commons office building would lie 

in CVJAP l\ ai r qua 1 ity grid number 68. According to pre 1 i mi nary 

calculations performed by the City, for the transportation control 

strategy, grid 68 will require an additional 24% reduction in car

bon monoxide emissions to achieve compliance by 1975. 

The environmental impact statement submitted for the 

proposed parking facility indicates that if the project were not 

constructed, a 1% reduction in CO emissions would be realized in 

grid 68, leaving a 23% reduction to be achieved by other means. 

It should be noted that even if all existing and pro

jected parking spaces (approximately 1,800 spaces) in grid 68 were 
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eliminated in 1975, a net reduction in CO emissions of only 4.2% 

would be attained, leaving a 20% reduction to be achieved by 

other means. This is a result of the fact that approximately 

83% of the traffic in grid 63 is destined for the remaining 

36,000 parking spaces existing in other areas of downtown Portland. 

It is not possible at this time to predict the effective

ness of the City transportation control strategy in reducing CO 

emissions by 24% in the vicinity of the Portland Commons project 

due to the lack of information about what specific control measures 

will be implemented. 

B. Effect on commuter transportation modes 

The Portland Commons office building will provide 360 

parking spaces for approximately 1,000 employees. Under these con

ditions approximately 40% of the 1,000 employees will be induced 

to ride transit, join car pools or. seek other parking spaces. 

At the present time approximately 30% of the commuter 

trips made to downtown Portland are by transit. Thus, the amount 

of parking proposed for the Portland Commons office building is 

consistent with the objective of inducing increased transit patron

age to reduce air po 11 uti on. However, the goa 1 of the proposed 

1990 Mass Transit Master Plan is 56% of the commuter trips to down

town Portland by transit by 1990. 
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C. CWAPA Recommendation 

The Columbia-\~illamette Air Pollution Authority recom

mends that construction of the Portland Commons parking facilities 

be approved and that Portland Commons, Inc. conduct a survey prior 

to May, 19 7 5 , which : 

a. Wi 11 determine the actua 1 supply and demand for of

fice parking in the immediate vicinity of the project; 

b. vJi 11 determine the actual effectiveness of the City 

transportation control strategy in meeting 1975 air 

quality requirements in the project vicinity; 

c. vJill assess the availability of transit service to 

the Portland Commons office building. 

Should the study show that convenient transportation alter

natives to the motor vehicle are available to office patrons of Port

land Commons, Portland Commons could consider restricting some of 

their parking from use by commuters. 

Conclusions: 

1. The Portland Commons office building is a new develop

ment and will require commuter parking. The 360 parking spaces pro

posed seem consistent with the objective of inducing commuter transit 

patronage by limiting available parking spaces. 
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2. The impact upon air quality of the parking facility 

cannot be properly evaluated until the transportation control 

strategy is submitted by the City on October 10, 1972. 

The Portland Commons office building is consistent 

with the Planning Guidelines for the Downtown Plan. 

Director's Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that the City has received an exten-

sion of the deadline for submission of the transportation control 

strategy to October 10, 1972; 

I recommend that the Commission approve construction of 

the 214-space parking facility within the Portland Commons office 

building on block #114 and 146-space parking facility on block #115 

upon the condition that the Director determines the parking facilities 

are consistent with the City's transportation control strategy as 

submitted October 10, 1972. 
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Background 

COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232 

Technical Review - Parking Facilities 
for Portland Commons 

On June 21, 1972, Mitchell G. Drake, on behalf of Portland Connnons, 
Inc., filed a Notice to Construct a parking facility totalling 706 spaces 
for use by the proposed new Portland Commons office, hotel, retail complex 
to be located in the south auditorium urban renewal area. An environmental 
impact statement has been prepared by DeLeuw, Cather & Company following 
D.E.Q. Guidelines for Review of Parking Facilities in Urban Areas. On 
July 11, 1972, CWAPA received all requested information concerning this 
parking facility. 

Technical Review 

The proposed. Portland Commons parking structures represent one of the 
largest facilities in the downtown area. These new facilities will result 
in attraction of new motor vehicles to the south auditorium urban renewal 
area. Estimates in the impact statement are that carbon monoxide emissions 
will be increased by some 1.8 to 4.5 percent in the innnediate vicinity of 
the project. Portland Commons will be located in an area of high motor 
vehicle emission density with surrounding Front and lst street traffic 
projected to double with the closure of Harbor Drive and .subsequent re-routing 
of traffic. • 

A review of the impact statement and associated information has been 
made. It is concluded that the facility is for the most part, compatible 
with the statement of policy in the D.E.Q. parking facility rule. Although 
the parking facility's size has been designed to meet the off-street parking 
requirements of the Portland Development Connnission and although the facility 
has been in the planning stages for a number of years with full project 
comnittal being given in January of 1969, there are some reservations about 
fully approving this parking facility which has been designed to completely 
satisfy projected parking demands through 1990 especially when approximately 
one half of the parking spaces will be devoted to a new office facility. 
Clearly supplying parking to fully meet a demand,which apparently is the 
rational behind parking requirements and codes, increases the dependency of 
the urban dweller upon motor vehicles and does not provide a direct incentive 
for development or utilization of alternative low polluting transportation 
systems. The added vehicle emissions due to the Portland Commons parking 
facility will be an added burden to the City of Portland in their development 
of an effective transportation control strategy to meet the 1975 Oregon clean 
Air Implementation Plan requirements. 



It is recorrnnended that D.E.Q, notify Portland Commons, Inc. that 
construction may proceed on their parking facility. It is further 
recommended that Portland Corrnnons, Inc. support D.E.Q. 's policy of 
providing incentives to development of low polluting transportation 
systems by conducting a survey prior to May 1975 which: 

a. will determine the actual supply and demand .for office 
parking in the irrnnediate vicinity of the project; 

b. will determine the actual effectiveness of the City of 
Portland's transportation control strategy in meeting 
1975 air quality requirements in the project vicinity; and, 

c. will assess the availability of mass transit service to 
Portland Corrnnons' office facility, specifically planned 
improvements for service on nearby 5th and 6th Avenues 
and Clay and Market Streets. 

Should the study show that convenient transportation alternatives · 
to the motor vehicle are available to office patrons of Portland Corrnnons, 
Portland Corrnnons could consider restricting some of their parking for 
office use making such excess space available for the hotel-retail complex. 
Superficially providing one parking space for each four units in the hotel 
complex appears very conservative. 

Major technical facts upon which recorrnnendations to allow construction 
have been based are as follows: 

1. The Portland Commons project is an integral part of long range 
land use plans. The facility is incorporated in the Downtown Plan - in fact, 
it is indicated as an activity node for the south waterfront planning district. 
Portland Corrnnons is to be located in the south auditorium urban renewal area 
and building codes and requirements imposed by the Portland Development 
Commission and the Portland Planning Commission have apparently been fully 
met. 

2. The Environmental Impact Statement indicates air quality require
ments in a 2/lOths mile square grid centered on the Portland Commons project 
will be achieved by 1975. Grid 68 of figure 15 in the Impact Statement which 
includes the office facility of Portland Commons appears not to meet accept
able carbon monoxide air quality standards. Subsequent discussions with the 
City of Portland Bureau of Traffic Engineering indicates that the proposed 
transportation control strategy which includes closure of ramps on the Steel 
Bridge, Morrison Bridge and Stadium Freeway will reduce projected carbon 
monoxide emission in this grid from the projected 397 tons per year to 321 
tons per year. The DeLeuw Cather estimate of carbon monoxide emissions in 
grid 68 from the Portland Commons facility was approximately 8 tons per 
year which would bring emissions of carbon monoxide above acceptable levels 
in 1975. The City of Portland has indicated however that planned meter rate 
increases and new park and ride and shop and ride service by Tri-Met have the 
potential of further reducing carbon monoxide emissions in the entire down
town area from between 1 and 4%. Should this be reality, grid 68 encompassing 
part of the Portland Commons would meet the 1975 carbon monoxide emission 
density requirement. 

-2-



3. Other environmental aspects of noise and visual appearance appear 
to have been fully considered in their environmental impact would seem 
minimal. 

' 
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TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 

From: Director 

Subject: Agenda Item No. Eg, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Port of Portland/LI. S. Navy 100-space Surface 
Lot, Portland 

Background: 

On September 5, 1972, the Department received a letter 

from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority delineating 

their analysis of and recommendation for the proposed U. S. Navy 

100-space gravel parking facility. 

The proposed facility is to be located at 6735 M. Ilasin 

Avenue on Swan Island, Portland, Oregon, and is intended primarily 

to provide parking for Navy station personnel during the week and 

reserve personnel on v1eekends. 

The proposed facility is being constructed to replace 

an existing gravel lot of the same size. The Navy has indicated 

that they will pave the new lot when they have expanded the park~ 

rng capacity to 246 spaces in mid- Jr'73. 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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Analysis: 

The parking facility is located in an area of special 

concern as defined in the DEQ Guidelines for review of parking 

facilities. However, CHAPA did not request an environmental 

impact statement due to the fact that construction of the facil

ity will not result in a net increase in available parking spaces 

in the vicinity. 

CWAPA has indicated considerable concern over parti

culate emissions from the gravel lot since the area is presently 

in violation of national air quality particulate standards. 

Ci~APA has concluded that the proposed facility is com

patible with the DEQ parking facility rules and recommends that 

construction be a 11 owed to proceed provided the facility is paved 

in 1973, regardless of whether it is expanded to 246 spaces in 

1973. 

Director's Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that Columbia-Willamette Air Pollu

tion Authority's review of the proposed facility indicates that 

it is compatible with the Department of Environmental Quality 

parking facility rules provided it is paved and provided the 

. existing gravel lot is phased out, I recommend that the Commis-

sion approve construction of the 100-space parking facility with 
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the conditions that it be paved no later than June, 1973, and 

that the existing gravel lot not be used for parking after con

struction of the new lot is completed. 



COLUiVlBIA-WillAMETIE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N,E, COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGOr~ 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

H. M. Patterson, Director 
Air Quality Control Division 
1234 S, W. Morrison Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

29 August 1972 
" . Stat.o of O 

0 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

DcPARTM.-NT " r •. gon 
t. ·OF ENVJf?ONMENTt\l QIJ~pif J. lvancie, Chairnian 

00 
R l/t) ~ c;ty of Portlend 

lS lllJ lS u. w ~rtIDt fan;, v;ce·Che;rme. n 
Clackamas County 

SEP 51972 Burto~C,W;lson,Jr. 
Washington County 

'ti 1 ·~· Q Ben Padrow L !"'. '~ .. ~ UAUJY CONTRCl,. Multnomah County 
'-·-~~"'""''-----· A.J. Ahlborn 

Columbia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

On 26 June 1972, the Port of Portland (U.S. Navy) filed a notice 
to construct a 100-car space gravel parking lot on Swan Island at 6735 
N. Basin Avenue, This facility is to provide parking for Navy station 
personnel during the week and reserve P·~rsonnel on weekends, The Navy 
has also indicated that they will pave this lot when they have expanded 
their parking capacity to 246 spaces in mid-1973. 

It is realized that this facility is located in an area of concern 
but it will replace an existing gravel lot of the same size, Therefore, 
the facility is not adding to the vehicle concentration in the Swan Island 
area. It has been concluded that the proposed facility is compatible 
with the D,E;Q. parking facility rules and it is recommended that D.E.Q. 
allow construction to proceed provided this facility is pgved in 1973, 
even if the additional spaces are not added .to this facility in 1973. 

REH:sm 
Enclosures 

Very truly yours, 

JttY&:t:t~ 
R. E, Hatchard 
Program Director 

An l\gency to Control Air Pollution throug/l ln!er-Govemme11ta/ Cooperation 

,. 
' 



August 9, 1972 

John F. Kowalzyk 
Columbia Willamette Air Pollution Authority 
1010 Northeast Couch Street 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

SHAN ISLA~ID U. S. r~AVY PARKING FACILITY 

Dear John : 

Confirming our telephone conversation on August 7, 1972, a description 
of the Navy recruit training facility development will help you to 
evaluate the application for approval of construction. 

The notice to construct a 100 space gravel parking facility filed with 
you on the 26th of June, 1972, covers an interim facility. Construction 
of the interim facility will enable the exchange of property so that 
a· spoils area can be provided in the upper end of the Swan Island 
Lagoon for the Corps of Engineers' channel maintenance material. It 
was necessary for the Navy and the Port of Portland to join together 
in a cooperative effort to construct a pi er and support fac i 1 it i es 
that could be ready by the 1st of October, 1972. ·The Port of Portland 
was obligated to build a pier Bild the Navy agreed to build a pier 
approach and shore fac i 1 it i es ta serve the pi er. The Port of Port I and 
is administering a single contract covering all of this interim development 
work. 

At present the Navy is developing plans and specifications for a permanent 
facility to be located on the same site incorporating the work that is 
under contract now. As a part of the permanent work, a 100 space 
graveled parking facility will be expanded to a capacity of 246 parking 
spaces and all 1vill be paved 1Vith,asphaltic concrete. It is my understanding 
that the Navy plans to begin constfuction of the permanent facility 
during the 1973 calendar year, It will be necessary for the Navy 
at that time to apply for permits to cover the permanent facility. 

I am returning the application. 
about this project, ple,oc~ roll 

/i ~1 n 
l,~/f'-)f/. )P,'?/v.Z!/-4• 

Ca1·1 V. );nasson 
Manager,' Industrial Pro. 

If you have any further 

----------i 
; 

---'".:..:....---·-· 



Carl V. JonaDGOn 
Po1;t of: Por.t lnr1d 
P.O. Dm: 3529 
Portland, Oregon 97208 

2 Aw;ust 1972 

Rcfm:onco: swan Iolnnd - U, s. Navy Pnrking FaciHty 

near 1-Ir. Jo11nnnon.: 

On 26 Juno 1972 )'Oll ·filed a notice to construct 11 100 space gravel 
pt!:;:li;ing- fnc:tlity on s~.;nr1 Isl.:ind. \Ie hnv·a o:Krxressed our concern over 
particulnto c:n:l.soionn from t:h:ts facility 1ditb you and your staff an.d 
have n'col.vcd a vm:bnl coc.:mittmcnt from Hr. Siggel.kow nnd Mr, HcClellan 
thnt tho lot: would ba pavod durl.ng 1973. He also reco1vod a lett:o1: 
f;:cm Commander Montoya, U, S.N., dated 19 July wh:tch t;:ansmitted a plot 
p1En1 of a 2l:.6 space pl11~~~:lng facility ~·7ith .. l\.oC .. pavcn1e11t (prcEJrn11abl~1 

meaning nDpl1alt::Lc con.ere to). Since your notice of construction in.dicates 
a 100 spnc0 focil:tty this is l.cgnlly thq only facility we could make 
ot1r rccom:n:lndation to D .. E .. Qe 

Would )'OU pfoacG hnvo the encl.osed N/C parking foc.ility form HJ.led 
out for the 2lt6 spnco facility H this is wlwt you intend to construct 
011 the prcn1ise ~ 

We wi.11 be J.n a position to act on this project once we receive tho 
proper application to construct. 

JFI~: sm 
Enclom.n:o 

' 

---1-----

ffr01n: 



Mr. Don Gruber 
Columbia-Williamette 

.Air Pollution Authority 
1010 NE Couch 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

Daar Mr. Gruber, 

DEPAHTME~.JT OF THE NAVY 

V.JESTEl1N DIVISION 

NAVAL FACIL!T!ES El'-JG!NEERING COMMAND 

P.O. BOX 727 

SAN BRUNO, CAL!FORNIA 94066 IN REPLY REFER TO: 

Code ~-05 GRC/1m 
19 Julyl972 

Per your telephone conversation with Mr. Gary Cook of our Civil Design 
Branch., on 19 J11ly 1972, the follo1'1ing infornmtio11 is provided concerning 
ou.r plans at S1·ran Island Industrial Park, Portlancl, Oregon. 

At this time, the training center for the U.S. Navy and Marine Corps, 
is schedule cl for construction in Spring or Summer of 1973. This new fa
ciJ.i ty vrill ·oe approxi~nately as sho1·n1 on the enclosed dra1·ring, 1·rl1ich i.s a 
reproduction of -the 15%· desi.gn submittal from Camp-Dell & Yost, Arcl1i tects 
&; Engineers, Port.land, Oregon. 

If 1nore information is req11ired other than 1vhat is enclosed, please 
contact Mr. Cook (ln5) 871-6600 ext. 308&1. 

enclos1tre 

Copy to Bill Si.cgelkow Port of Portland 
Copy to Gary l•icCJ,ellen EPI 

L~,T /:._ .2 .J. :r"' - Q,; o? 
"' 

sincer~, ( ~···==z···· .. , 
, ------ .~-.7 -----~-. ;J <) - . 0:7;:'?' -::A. .-1:: •·. 'f. ---· (! ... ~. ., / / / {• 

B. 
1F. MONTOYA , · -

Commander,. CEC, us.rfr // 
Ecology Officer '/ 



f'.: ... _ 

·· ... : ·;. ' . 
.. · .- .. 
' . " . 

".··.· .. · . .. ·:.· ... 

-- . -~-----------' 

.. -1JillJJ ! 111 Ll'.llJJJUlliJLUll~~-WJ__.__1 -"'-j 
. ; . ": '.': · ~. ~YI~~~;;;,~ ~-:NT-~:,crc~ r :--~· ~:· " ·1 r~-. . . 

r-~~,_:S; . ..: .. "·. ·. ~il.- ---1 
I . - . ' " , ' 1 

F'-'""-'"-' -- ~~ ~ 
.S&R'./!CE r- } TR..AJ/'-.JJNG 

" ~ CE::NTL-R HI-+ ,, .. .• - - ,·:;-._ _-q 
' . .. ... ;·; }~ 

t ·. · . .'"::':'." : '.-. ··. . , c ti, 

(-. 

I
i.· 
. 

11iII111lllT1T1TUTffil1111 
A . ·c. 1-::-::i"''· v ~:. /1-'I ~ ''1 -r 

QW-1U l 1111 LLWJJJLnJl 111 11.Ulllilllill 
LITTlTTI 11111r111i111 IU i I I I I I I l I I I I I ITn1u 

.I 
I 

..... 

..... 

-. '; 

--=-·~=-· ·--~~!Gf C:XX:.K-~J_ ---· :o •• 

t:f--· ~~1.:::="."": . .::..::Jc ··Jr ·=~=5·E'.'.'.5_ . .---· ... 
....... ~ - D - E?><.1-s11~c"" HARBOR LJNe--- "' 

("'C ....... - ·• 

1', 
i) 
•.! 

' I• 
l\ 
u 
j\ 
J! 
,\ 

':1' 
!, 

H 
ii 
·' If 

I' 

I! 

I, 



COLUMBIA· _LLAfillTTE AIR POLLUTION AlJTHORI'i_ 
1010 NE Couch St,, Portland, Oregon 97232 

Telephone: 233-7176 
,< 

r:·; 
Date ' ... .r'' 

/ 
From 

To I .,/~.-
~~~~-·. ·~~-~·~~~--~~~~~~~·~~~~~~~~~ 



r·:lr.. CA1"'l 1.Tonrisson 
Fo:?."t; of Po1"'t1cj1d 
p G 0" l?-\>::[ 3,529 
Po11 ·t.lwx:i.rl, Or\::c;an 9·7208 

1·T:ttl\ '7C[~G1'(l t.o t·hO Po:-.·~t, (>:1~ Po~tlan.d/lJ" S.. FJD,vy rJDJ."'lting lot 
l'Jot.:Lco <)f Go:1-n'l:rnc·t:Loxi ffP~lO, t.h.i.s fi'CO}Joncd ;fncilitiy j.o in n 
c:r;;ttd.c2,:l 01"2a 1·d_.t.11 :1:>a~JJ'..H:1Ct to 0-:i.:r. pOll11t.ior1~ lts propoced v tb.e 
[;:'::\V0-1 rc;::t"1r:.lJ:1(~ lot. l\Yot~ico o:f CoJ.J.~ftJ."t1Ctrio:n Pl1.tl D.!)Plicv~t.:ton f'Ol" 
l!.1Jy:~o·vnl \;:::n.t.1-~1 l1.o..1ro t-o 1}0 clonioj,J o:\ncc t.hio l\Y:'Ca lo v.l::iovo 1.:1:,e 19'(5 ( r~Vflc.,0L ~·rt.7) 
l?cd::n:aJ. csJbiont. ,ctir rr'cnr1t1".l.1:•dn at. t11in t:i.ma.. \·Te f'eol o:Lnco ·tllln 
nroti :to j,r1 n CJ.":t t:ic.~11 nano, a IJB.1rod rn:i.1:>lcirig lot i·roulcl bo tho only 
accopt,:~;blo 1-rn:v this lot. could 1Jc appro1.rod~ 

A roply on thio m'lt.tor io nooded by 26 Su1y 1972 01° a don:l.al 
will lmvo to bo fomwrl on this applfoation. 

DG;jl 

If tl1o:t"O aro an.y q·ncst.ions7, plcn.El9 contact \!Oo 

Vory truly yours, 

/-~ ,.... 
~(· ,

c':l :J 
Den Gorbor 
.llssistan-t; Engineer 

_ .... 
,,-1" 

~~-'""''' .,:;-\: .:.-~, 
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TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

L. B. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILLIPS 
Chalrman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR, 
Springfield 

STORRS S, WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

DEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMOR/\MDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 

From: Director 

Subject: Agenda Item Mo. Eh, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Valley River Inn 481-space Surface Parking 
Facilities , Eugene 

Background: 

On September 4, 1972, the Department received a letter 

from Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority together with an environ-

mental impact statement regarding the proposed Valley River Inn 

motor hotel and ancillary 481-space surface parking facilities. 

Valley River Center of Eugene, Oregon, has proposced con-

struction of the Valley River Inn motor hotel adjacent to the 

Valley River Center shopping mall located just north of Eugene 

near the intersection of the Delta Freeway and Goodpasture Island 

Road. 

The Inn wil 1 be constructed in two phases, the first 

one including the central complex, 163 guest rooms, and 275 parking 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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spaces. Phase II, to be constructed within 2 to 5 years after 

Phase I, will add 132 guest rooms and 206 parking spaces. 

Analysis: 

The proposed parking facility is not located in an 

area of special concern as defined in the DEQ Guidelines for 

review of parking facilities. 

The Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority has concluded 

that the proposed facility is compatible with the DEQ parking 

facilities rules and recommends' that construction be all owed to 

proceed. 

Di rector's Recommendation: 

In viev1 of the fact that Lane Regional Air Pollution 

Authority's review of the proposed Valley River Inn and ancil

lary parking facilities is compatible with the Department of 

Environmental Quality parking facility rules, I recommend that 

the Commission approve construction of y. 

·, ·: ,. " 



'OLLUTION·· 
-uT1;.jORIT.V 

V, J. ADKISON 
Program Direator 

AIRPORT ROAD - ROUTE 1, BOX 739 
EUGENE, OREGON 97402 
PHONE: (503) 689-3221 

August 31, 1972 

Mr. Mike Downs 
Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 S.W. Morrison 
Portland, Oregon 

Dear Mike, 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

WICKES BEAL 
Eugene 

NANCY HAYWARD 
Lane County 

CHARLES TEAGUE . 
Eugene 

DARWIN COURTRIGHT 
Springfield 

VERN STOKESBERRY 
Cottage Grove 

Enclosed are the environmental impact statement and the site plan 
for the proposed parking facility at the Valley River Inn. We have 
reviewed the statement and recommend that the facility be approved. 

If you need any more information, please don't hesitate to call us. 

Sincerely, 

ga~~~ 
Dave Baker 
ASsistant Engineer 

Clean Air Is A Natural Resource - Help Preserve It 

I 
I 



TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

L.B. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILLIPS 
Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S. WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A, McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

OEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 

FROM: Director 

SUBJECT: Agenda Item No. E i, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Proposed Pringle Creek 480-Space Parking Structure, Salem 

Background: 

On May 26, 1972, the Department received a letter from the 

Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority together with an environ-

mental impact statement and an analysis of and recommendation for the 

proposed Pringle Creek Parking structure, 

In a letter dated June 9, 1972, the Department requested 

additional information from MWVAPA regarding the Pringle Creek Parking 

Structure and associated developments. On August 29, 1972, the Department 

received a reply to its letter of June 9 including most of the requested 

information. 

The City of Salem proposes to construct a 480-space parking 

structure in the Pringle Creek Urban Renewal Area near the Salem central 

business district. The construction site is bounded by Liberty Street 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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on the west, High Street on the east, Trade Street on the north, and 

Pringle Creek on the south and is located between the new Salem Civic 

Center complex and the proposed State Accident Insurance Fund building. 

The site of the proposed parking structure is presently occupied 

by 195 off-street parking spaces and 91 on-street spaces which will be 

eliminated during construction. Thus an increase of 194 parking spaces 

(480 - 286 = 194 spaces) on the project site will result from the construction 

of the proposed parking structure. 

According to lllIWVAPA, the proposed SAIF building will have 

905 occupants and the City of Salem zoning code requires one off-street 

parking space per 600 square feet of building area plus one space per two 

employees. Based upon these criteria, the SAIF building would require 

910 off-street parking spaces. 

Analysis: 

The proposed parking structure is in an area of special concern 

as delineated in the DEQ Guidelines for Review of Parking Facilities. 

MWV APA has concluded that the proposed facility is compatible with the 

DEQ parking facilities rules and recommends that construction be allowed 

to proceed for the following reasons: 

"The total effect on the downtown environment is expected to 

be enhanced rather than degraded because of improved appearance and 

usage. Ambient levels of measured CO in the downtown Salem area are 

nearly undetectable. The small number of additional automobiles brought 
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into the area, plus the fact that auto emissions in future years are expected 

to decline, indicates that ambient levels will not increase as a result 

of this project, " 

Director •s Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution 

Authority has analyzed the proposed µarking structure and recommended 

that construction be allowed to proceed, I recommend that the Commission 

approve construction of the 480-car Pringle Creek Parking Structure. 



MID WILLAMETTE VALLEY 

MICHAEL D. ROACH 
Director 

2585 STATE STREET I SALEM, OREGON 97301 I TELEPHONE AC 503 I 581 -1715 

August 22, 1972 

Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 S.W. Morrison 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

Attn: Mr. L.B. Day 

Gentlemen: 

SUBJ: PRINGLE CREEK PARKING AREA 

The attached staff report was written in response to the 
Department of Environmental Quality's questions concern
ing the subject facility. As you will note, the original 
study only considered the 480-car parking structure. 
This report considers the net increase in the area of 
258 vehicles. 

If the Department needs additional information on this 
facility, please notify this office. 

Since.rely, 

.Wd~cL_ 
Michael D. Roach 
Director 

MDR/st 

encl. 

MEMBER COUNTIES: BENTON I LINN I MAH ION I POLK I YAMHILL 
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FROM 
DATE 

SUBJ 

MID-WILLAMETTE VALLEY AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
2585 State Street - Salem, Oregon 

MEMORANDUM 

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
MWVAPA Staff 
August 22, 1972 

PRINGLE CREEK PARKING AREA 

The MWVAPA reviewed and recommended approval of the 

Pringle Creek Parking structure. The DEQ requested 

additional information which the Authority requested from 

the City of Salem. The answers to the questions are in 

the same order as requested by DEQ. 

1. Although the original review by the Authority 

considered only the 480 car parking structure, parking 

in this area is so interrelated that the entire project 

must be considered. This report a<;Jdresses itself to 

include all 1002 spaces. They are as follows: 

Civic Center - existing 
SAIF - proposed 
Medical Bldg. - proposed 
Two small lots - proposed 
Pringle Creek Garage - proposed 
TOTAL 

334 
120 

18 
50 

480 
1002 

2. The parking area in question is part of the overall 

downtown parking and transportation plan. The Authority 

has not reviewed the entire plan. 

3. The City of Salem zoning code requires a number of 

parking spaces based upon square footage of the building 

and the number of occupants. Specifically, one space 

is required for each 600 feet, P,lus one space per two 
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employees. Floor area is 274,000 square feet and the number 

of occupants is 905. Based upon this criteria, 910 spaces 

would be required. Since short term parking will be required 

for retail s'hops designed for the lower area of the structure, 

an additional 92 spaces is not unreasonable. 

4. The lot designated 110 in the original statement is 

actually the 97 car SAIF lot. 

5. The proposed additional 668 spaces represent a net 

increase in the area of 258. The attached map titled 

"Exhibit A" shows where the spaces are eliminated. 

6. Noise studies have not been undertaken in this area. 

Comparison of noise data furnished for other projects would 

indicate that increases in noise levels would be undetectable. 

7.. Attached are sketches of the proposed stru.ctures as 

requested. 

In recent years business establishments in Salem have 

followed the pattern of most communities by locating on lower-

cost, out-lying land. The establishment of the new Civic Center, 

SAIF building, and Pringle Creek Parking structure in an area that 

was deteriorating has reversed this trend on a limited scale. 

Retail establishments will be located in the structure. This, 

accompanied with the attractiveness of the area is expected to 

bring people into the area not only for work, but for shopping 

and recreation. Concentration of shopping, work, and recreation 

is necessary for economical public transportation. Even though 

public transportation is not directly improved as a result of 
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these projects, the possibility of it being improved becomes 

more reai as the central core area obtains greater usage. 

The total effect on the downtown environment is exp~cted 

to be enhanced rather than degraded because of improved 

appearance and usage. Ambient levels of measured CO in the 

downtown Salem area are nearly undetectable. The small 

number of additional automobiles brought into the area, plus 

the fact that auto emissions in future years are expected to 

decline, indicates that ambient levels will not increase as a 

result of this project. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

PRINGLE CREEK PARKING STRUCTURE 
AND 

PARKING LOT FOR THE 
STATE ACCIDENT INSURANCE FUND 

A STATE AGENCY 

Builder: City of Salem, Oregon 

Architect: Broome, Selig & Oringdulph 
Portland, Oregon 

Mention, Hanns & Lindburg 
Salem, Oregon 

Date of Construction 
October 1972 

Prepared by: 

Office of Community Development 
Broome, Selig & Oringdulph 

April 20, 1972 



IMPACT STATEMENT 

PRINGLE CREEK PARlGNG STRUCTURE, SALEH 

INTRODUCTION: 

The Pringle Creek Parking Structure is a multi-level parking ramp 

designed to accommodate approximately 480 vehicles. It is to be located 

on a site near the Central Dmmtown Business Area of Salem, The site is 

bounded by Liberty Street on the west, High Street on the east, Trade 

Street on the north, and Pringle Creek on the south, 

The site is located within the Pringle Creek Urban Renewal Area and 

is located between the new Salem Civic Center complex and the soon-to-be 

constructed State Accident Insurance Fund building. A basic design require

ment is that this structure and other on-site developments allow for a free 

and easy pedestrian flow between these facilities. Every effort has been 

made t.o subordinate the car to the pedestrian rather than subordinating the 

pedestrian to the car. 

The design provides for the elevation of all cars within the structure 

to the upper levels, leaving the ground level free for the development of 

pedestrian flow through open malls between shops and office space, 

The height of the structure has been carefully considered, Along it's 

principal face (High Street), it's height is only 42.5 feet, while the 

maximum height of 48 feet occurs at the interior of the site. The sloping 

ramps are not apparent in the major elevations. In order. to reduce the· 

apparent mass of the structure and to allow natural light to pentrate further 

beneath it, the first floor above grade has been recessed along the east and 



west sides, 

The site is of greater size than is required for the parking structure, 

The development of the excess property has been encouraged. Over-development 

or improper development should be avoided. In order to insure that the 

development of this property is coordinated both .functionally and aesthetically 

with the surrounding area, the City has commissioned the architects for the 

parking structure (Broome, Selig, Oringdulph & Partners, Portland; and 

Mention, Hanns, & Lindburg, Salem) to develop concurrently with the parking 

structure design,guidelines for future commercial developments on the site. 

Water forms the north and south boundaries of the site, Pringle Creek 

on the south and the Millrace on the north, The design of the water-related 

features is being executed by Mitchell, McArthur, Gardner & 0 1Kane Associates, 

Landscape Architects, commissioned by the Urban Renewal Agency, The parking 

structure design is being closely coordinated with that effort. 

1. The nature and magnitude of existing motor vehicle movement and 

anticipated change due to the proposed structure or construction, 

At present the parking structure and SAIF sites, including street parking, 

are accommodating approximately 521 automobiles. The majority of these spaces 

are for long term (more than four hours) parkers. All of these spaces are 

on-grade. 

The majority of the parking·in the future in this immediate area is 

expected to be for the long term parker. From plans developed to date, 

projected parking spaces in this area would include: SAIF site - 125 spaces 

on-grade; parking structure site - 62 spaces on-grade, 480 spaces within the 

structure. This projection indicates a total of 667 spaces, or an increase 

-2-



of l<\6 spaces. This increase reflects the increased demand caused by SAIF, 

the Civic Center, and other future development within this area, The 

construction of the parking structure allows this increase and at the same 

time allows for the decrease of 331> on-grade spaces in this four block area. 

This property relieved from it's role as storage.area for automobiles, is 

to be put to a more efficient use. 

Hotor vehicle movement into the garage will occur on a gradual basis 

between 7:00 a.m. and 8:30 a,m. on weekdays. This is the time most employees 

within the four block area must be at work. Although entrance into the 

garage will peak at 7:45 a,m., the facility is designed to allow maximum 

space selection on entry, thereby minimizing the operative time for motor 

vehicles within the garage. 

·The late afternoon hours between 4:00 p.m. and 6:00 p.m. 1,ill again 

be a peak period for motor vehicle operation within the garage. To minimize 

the impact of vehicle use within the 4:00 to 6:00 p,m, time frame, it is 

expected that the major employers in the area will stagger their hours of 

employment. 

The construction period for the structure will begin in the month of 

October and November. Because this is the local rainy season, it is not 

expected that dust will be a critical factor. In the event dry spells do 

occur, the contractor will be expected to control the situation by sprinkling 

or spraying with water. 

2. The anticipated change in air quality levels for hydrocarbons, carbon 

. monoxide, oxides of r~_i trogen, and nhotochemical oxidants, associated 

with the proposed. construction_. 

The air quality levels in the vicinity of the structure will be slightly 

-3-



modified between 4: 30 and 5: 30 p. m. This is the period when the maximum 

number of automobiles will be operating at one time, 

The design of the facility will allow for rapid exiting from the garage. 

Street entry controls will also facilitate existing conditions, A maximum 

number of operating vehicles standing within the garage at any time is not 

expected to exceed 20 vehicles, 

The open air design of the facility will allow for adequate air exchange 

to ventilate the garage. No mechanical ventilation system will be required· 

to acco1mnodate automotive exhausts. 

Gasoline, inflamables and other noxious chemicals will not be stored 

within the facility, Air intakes for the retail activities on the ground 

level will be located away from major entry points in areas where automotive 

fumes will not concentrate or collect. 

3. How the project complies with local or regional landuse planning; and 

4. How the project complies with local or regional public transportation 

systems. 

The proposed facility is in conformance with the Pringle Creek Urban 

Renewal Plan and the Central Salem Development Plan both have been adopted 

by the local governing body, and is in accordance with state and Federal 

regulations, These plans are also in conformance with the community's general 

plan and the region's transportation plan. 

5, The appearance of the project in relationship to the surroundings;· 

i.e., lan.dscaping, interference i;vith vievrs or vistas from surrounding 

areas. 

As stated earlier, the successful, harmonious relationship to the neigh

borhood is a basic design requirement. During the development of this design, 
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a constant review by Urban Renewal Agency and City staff ·members has occurred, 

In addition to that review, periodic reviews. have taken place with a design 

team consisting of the architects of the SAIF building, landscape architects 

commissioned by the Urban Renewal Agency for overall site coordination, and 

the architects for the parking structure. 

Federal guidelines also require a design review by and approval from 

the Project Area Committee (PAC), This is a multi-disciplined group of 

interested and dedicated citizens aided by the Urban Renewal Agency and the 

City staff members. 

Final review by and approval from the Common Council of the City of 

Salem is required, 

It is hardly co.nceivable that any feature of a design, much less an 

entire design that was improperly related to the neighborhood could survive 

these revie\vs, 

6, The precautions that will be taken to protect air quality and water 

quality during and after construction. 

Air quality will not be adversely affected during construction for the 

reasons cited· in paragraph three above. A certain amount of siltation could 

occur in the adjacent stream, However, this will occur during the rainy 

season when stream flows are moderate enough to allow for sufficient carry-

off. 

Further control of siltation will be instituted by grass planting to 

occur during the site preparation phase of the agency's demolition program. 

7. How solid waste will be handled _during construction. 

Solid waste will be the responsibility of the contractor. Materials not 

salvaged will be disposed of at local landfill sites. The nature of consturction 
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(mostly concrete and a minimum of wood and sheathing material will be used) 

should limit the solid waste problem considerably. 

8. The antic.ipated change in background noise levels as the res11lt of 

t11e structure or construction. 

No appreciable changes expected .. Future use reflect existing uses. 

-6-
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1,;.nrking fuci1it!o& 111cn1.K\'Yn0d in tl1e 0J1virot1n1e11trll ixr1r;ac~t gtat:0utent?. 

~L, The c1~V"lrc11·t1}en.tll imr:;<J.ct strtoment ntate.6 thn,t )Ji"cr.e:r.i:t pmrkin.g 
ls~ the o.rea ttcco:rnr;::mdnt~~s flIY~1t°'O~ti'a1at0ly t\J;l vohicles !'1'.nd th..at :~34 of 
tbe11e 0p1!.CBl!I will be aboli:Jlrnd ai'.tm:> comitruetl.on of th0 p:ropoaod 
pt'i.rl{int' fac·llitie~~ 

ti. Whoro nrt1 the 521 v.pHorxi pre0ently lo~'<'l.tod? 
b6 \~lltfc11 of tl1fj l).~11 sp;;tc.;:~n t.vfll l10 e·l1rn1t~3.ted? 
c~ \\1112ro \Vfll tho 1.~co .... <."ar r1,1.t1r.h1~r rrtl:"n~~tu:re, 1~:s<'£e~~r an(l 02-cn.r 

g\u:'f;:t.C"J lots n.rid th:e pt'oi1os0d fJiiJ? het:tdcfU!lt"ti'.Jrs be located 1 

A rrnriea of maps !!hm1ld ouf:llco to show i;:iresont and foture pn.1·k!ng 
hK;atfonm, 

Q(; 'l'h0 e11\rt!"Ctl'i.Tf!.'1~JJ,t»1 in:!;_yr;iet St:Th.tf:rt1nn.t Gtt~:tee thnt B.(J ar>p?OCi.flJ)lt<J 
ch:t.ngcg ~t1 r:tJin0 lc·•.relet a.r-·o e:;q_:H-JCt·Jd ~~o occfctr ir~ th0 vicinkt)T ol 
tb.:e }Jl"O}Jf;sr~d park.in:~ r:;trt1ct-n_l"©e \\1 \1:.-rC iB the iJfl.,flh~ fi-J1"' tb1@ f:r"tri;_iome.nt? 

r!f'.tx~!d.n:~ JrH: .. niltox~cd en.~ hzte oo::'n(.:: rropropr~.:1_tf~ b~.Gis for entirnatioz1 
1;c,~on frrrr·o1~/'./{.;c1? 1 L~vo Pf"GBen.t ba,~ttg-k-«otmd Kloioo l0tvola in tho 
Vicin1ty rr\on.ttori~:d? 
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7. The envl.ronmcnt:il hnµ~.et st'ltcmrmt et,1Jcs t\mt the p:ropowed 
p~~J.""l·:in,:~ ntt""'t1c::trtre vriil be co~1;;t:enct0d ~rt f.n11:::h. a rnn.nn3r th;:tt its 
nr;~~<J'1t\'::!:1ce~ l.:.;1r:~\.3c:_q1tnx~ nnd i:nll;;: -r1iI11>'Zi 1'1.arrr10J1!ctta in its 
r:::"j_:1iIC.1 '.::.:·JhtY t.~ tbo nc1~;i;~:-cn:lloo1:i" l\r,o !'11."C:hitoiftur:il 
~t;1.:-etc1-\G~ ur~r1 dr;:_;vin.:~rn, f1l:' tho:J -GJqrd.\ra1c~1t~ avo.i.l:tJ:ile sl1ot=ti-i1~ t110 
ryror:d)i~ed r-;tr1tctarc~ ux:ti.:1 it.:J rsl8.tior~nb.!p 1:<l t11e i-Jttrtot]n.cl1ng nrca? 

~f11ct"c 8J,"'C t1:;vo ofhcr v.rc~1..t1 of concCirn tl;nt v10 \Y1l'Ol~ld li1:0 to r0~~olv0 
Y1rtlt f-,'l'lJ''l··./JtPP.~ r•t n lator c~Jto. ~X'bG ·1v~t.'-r\'l\.I)l'i- air· rrni11ty ottH1)r and All~1J3rBi0 
trc.:tto the ;Jrt..:'1?0;3c<l par1:~n 17'.: nt:rtiet.111:·e ns a. r:·::·i.nt gc;11rcE~ of C'O erx11flr~ionri lh .. J.e 
to "v"GbicloH o~cro .. tl.:,_rr ~;;rlthiti t~:ie Btr11_ctcn:.'Ce It do<.J~1 11.ot addtezn th:~ f{U.Out$on 
t~f thn cor.rtr)J_11xt~,0n. to t:tre:,a_ c·o t;or1ct1Jt:ratJ.on:J re::ru.lti.n5~ f1-0con1 thn \)}70rntlon 
of vr.iblclefil that will bo cl1'1:i.wn to tho vicinity of tho p:trking strtwture, 

Also, thci MWVAT'A prndldiona of prE,,l,;nt arnl:Jiont co CO!lOO!lit"a
tJ.(l11 at tbrl flltc:: ()f tho ·prf.rponcd r-•nrltiJJ.c:: nt!1.1ctnx·o iJ.J baged UfKHl 1;} da.y@ of 
C'OtltirltlOt!E.I ·n10r1lt(Jl"in:~ 0 f;J·~rn-sn.tary· r.:t~J"t:1£t1c-::tl fU1:?JytJiS of t(J(' l)fi~C:2 

Cor~tir:i:rtcfua J\..ir" r .. Ton~~t~1rinn~ Sto.tion. t:~~irL>on. r.nc ... no::.;i.(10 d.,?,tJ.\ ~r'n:.U.c2t0si tbat 
t1111c'11 ln.xgot" iD.tcr""?nls (;,f con.tin.uoi1H aa1'11pling· n1?c rcqu.irod to lit"Odict 
ambient CtJ cor1ccr1t1"Q.ticH'.li'1e 

We would nyrpr.e:ell1ts ycm: oarly reply t-0 th@ qucm:~m1s cklUnentmi 
above f!O t.l.lflt the n,ipadmw:it rm1.y mak0 a final recommcndat!,on fo:r action 
rn.m aoen M ?YJau.iblo. 

cc~ J1o'b:i.':~ft s .. J\/ioo:ro 
C!ty' K~'l n1~~rror~ SrJ)3m 

_Very truly yours, 
..r:_· ::''-~:J,", .. :i .;,iiz;;0d r:1a;1'' 

L~ B. Deiy 



Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority 
2585 State Street - Salem, Oregon 

TO Board of Directors 

FROM: William R. Spurgeon 

DATE: May 12, 1972 

SUBJ: EVALUATION OF PRINGLE CREEK PARKING STRUCTURE 

Introduction 

An Environmental Impact Statement has been received from the City 
of ·salem for the subject structure as requested by the Authority. 
An evaluation of this information has been made . 

. Quantitative information on increased air pollution resulting from 
the structure was not provided by this document because such infor
mation was not available to the Urban Renewal personnel. The Authority 
has made a limited evaluation of air quality as described in this 
report. 

Ambient air sampling for CO was accomplished by the Authority on 
May 2 and 3, 1972, in the vicinity of the proposed Pringle Creek 
structure. CO was the only pollutant sampled since test equipment 
was readily available. DEQ sampled for CO in the vicinity of Center 
Street, January 26, 27 and 28, 1972. In both tests background 
ambient CO concentrations were at low levels. ·(Average concentrations 
1 to 1.7 with 4 ppm as a peak). A test was also conducted in the 
Meier and Frank garage, May 3 through 5, 1972, to obtain an indication 
of co concentrations in a busy parking structure. The average con
centration during operation of the garage was 24 ppm. 

The proposed parking structure is of a four level design. The 
lower floor has been designed for shopping and pedestrian traffic. 
All four sides as well as the top level are open, allowing good 
ventilation. 

Parking will be for employees, or relatively long-term (DEQ's Class II). 
A total of 480 spaces will be available within the structure. An 
additional 177 spaces will be available in the general area. This 
results in an increase of 146 spaces in this general area. Primary 
motor vehicle movement will be between the hours of 7,a.m. and 8!30 
A.M., and 4 p.m. and 6 p.m. on week days. According to the attached 
Impact Statement, the maximum number of vehicles operating within 
the garage at one time will be twenty. 

Calculations were made to estimate maximum concentrations, assuming 
low wind, no turbulence, laminar wind pattern and all 480 autos 
idling at .the same time for one hour per day. 
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The emission rate from the structure was calculated to be 185 kg/hr. 
Using a nomograph, based upon Bosanquet and Pearson equation, the 
maximum downwind concentration would be 31 ppm and would occur at 
a distance of 800 feet. Rule 14-030 lists 35 ppm as a maximum one 
hour average. 

Conclusions 

1. Because of the traffic flow design, it is not likely that an 
auto would need to operate within the garage for more than ten 
minutes per day, nor is it likely that all autos will be operated 
at one time. If we assume that all autos enter and exit at an even 
flow over a period of time and that each will operate for a five 
minute period within the garage when entering or leaving, the emission 
rate would be 15 kg/hr. The maximum determined ground level concen
tration would be 3.5 mg/cu.m. (2.6 ppm). 

2. The background concentrations were measured to be less than 2 ppm 
with a peak of 4 ppm. This is well below the allowable 8 hours 
ambient standard of 8.7 ppm. 

3. Peak background CO and average maximum 8 hour concentrations 
from the garage with all autos operating at one time would not exceed 
the ambient standard. 

4. Studies made in the Meier and Frank garage near the exit revealed 
that concentrations of CO averaged 24 ppm during operating hours 
and peaked at 72 ppm. Traffic flow in this garage is relatively 
constant and congested \·1hereas traffic flow in the proposed structure 
will be basically short term at the beginning and end of t'he work day. 
This should result in lower emissions than measured at Meier and Frank. 

5. It is expected that the highest levels of CO will occur at the 
exit and entry rather than at some point downwind as from a stack. 
This will be the area of greatest vehicle concentration. 

6. The Ambient and source test data and calculations indicate that 
this parking structure will not cause a noticeable increase in CO 
and other air pollutants. 

7. Statistical analysis of CO ambient air quality measurements made 
by the DEO and by recent studies of CWAPA in Portland, indicates a 
downward trend in CO. This is primarily due to increased efficiency 
in automobile engine controls. Carbon Monoxide emission curves developed 
by the EPA indicate that 1985 CO concentrations wi.11 be 15% of 1967 's. 
Based upon this downward trend, emissions from the parking structure 
will be reduced in the following years since it will accomodate newer, 
better controlled automobiles.l 

P.ecommendations 

The staff reconunends that approval be granted for the structure. 

~John-E. Core, John E. Kowalczyk, 1971-1985 A Report on Air Quality, 
CWAPA '.l'ech. P.eport 71-9A, Oct. 19, 1971, pp 14,23,24. 
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COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILLIPS 
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OEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 

FROM: Director 

SUBJECT: Agenda Item No. E k, October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting 

Proposed Pioneer Industries Apartments 95-Space 
Surface Parking Facility, Portland 

Background: 

On October 2, 1972, the Department received a letter from 

the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority delineating their analysis 

of and recommendation for the proposed Pioneer Industries Apartments 

95-space surface parking facility. 

The proposed facility is to be located on S, W. 35th Drive 

near the Baldock Freeway (I-5), and is intended primarily to provide 

parking for residents and guests of a new 63 unit apartment complex. 

The city code requires one off-street parking space for each 

apartment unit. Thus 63 off-street parking spaces are required for 

this apartment complex. The applicant proposes to provide approximately 

1! off-street spaces per unit (63 x 1! = 95 spaces). 

Analysis: 

The proposed parking facility is located in an area of special 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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concern as defined in the DEQ Guidelines for review of parking facilities, 

However, the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority did not 

request an environmental impact statement, CWAPA recognizes that 

the proposed facility is located near a major highway, but they conclude 

that it is compatible with the DEQ parking facility rules because of 

the necessity of providing parking for the tenants of the apartments. 

It seems that a more important question than the number of 

off-street spaces provided should be raised regarding the compatibility 

of constructing an apartment complex on the edge of a major freeway 

(the Baldock) and near a major arterial (Barbour Blvd.) with the 

associated noise, carbon monoxide levels and road dust that will face 

the tenants of these apartments in their day-to-day lives. 

It is obvious that incompatible land uses are being allowed to 

exist side by side and until an effective land use plan is developed and 

implemented to deal with this type of problem, this trend will continue. 

The recommendation of CW AP A is that the Department allow 

construction to proceed. However, since the apartment complex will be 

constructed adjacent to the Baldock Freeway, the design of the units should 

be controlled such that adverse environmental impact upon the tenants 

will be minimized. 

Director's Recommendation: 

In view of the fact that the local governmental agencies 

responsible for land use planning have seen fit to allow residential 

development in this area; 

And in view of the fact that Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution 
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Authority has concluded that the number of off-street parking facilities 

provided is compatible with the Department's parking facilities rules; 

I recommend that the Commission approve construction of 

the 95-space surface parking facility. I further recommend that the 

Commission direct me to inform the appropriate local governmental 

agencies of the Department's concerns about the location and design 

of this apartment complex. 



COLUi\~BIA-WllLArv'IETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

BOARD OF DI RECTORS 

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman 
City of Portland 

Mr. H. M. Patterson, Director 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Air Quality Control Division 
Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 Southwest Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 97201 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

On 27 September 1972 Pioneer Industries filed a notice to 
construct a 95-space surface parking facility on SW 35th Drive near 
I-5· This facility is to provide parking for a 63 unit apartment 
complex. 

It is realized that this facility is located near a major 
highway. However,· because of the necessity of providing parking for 
the tenents of this facility and the fact that parki:p.g appears to be 
adequately dispersed in the development, it has been concluded that 
the proposed facility is compatible with the DEQ parking facility 
rules. It is recommended that DEQ allow construction to proceed. 

REH:jl 
Enclosures 

Very truly yours, 

/£<'?~ _/ /// ' 7' 7'/ ('._ /_. / - ~- /,!1. ··,:: ~c-· ,_,__. 
-~ . / /• 

R. E, Hatchard 
Program Director 

An Agency to Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation 

Burton C. Wilson, Jr. 
Washington County 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

I 
I 
I 

I 

!' 

I 



TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

L.B. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

COMMISSION To: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 
B. A. McPHILLIPS 

Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR, 
Springfield 

STORRS S. WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. COGAN 
Portland 

DEQ-l 

From: Director 

Subject: Agenda Item No. _F_, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Allocation of State Funds to Regional Air Pollution Authorities 

Background: 

Under ORS 449. 920(2) "Any air quality control program 

exercising functions" .... "and operated by more than one unit of 

local government shall be eligible for state aid in an amount not to 

exceed 50 per cent of the locally funded annual operating cost thereof, 

not including any federal funds to which the program may be entitled. " 

An initial biennial legislative appropriation of $216, 167 was 

reduced by the special legislative session to $212, 924. 

At the September 17, 1971 EQC meeting, the Commission 

approved state fund allocations for fiscal year July 1, 1971 through 

June 30, 1972, to Regional Air Pollution Control Authorities as follows: 

Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority $53, 769 

Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority 28, 832 

Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority 22, 516 

Total $ 105, 117 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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Summary: Allocation by Legislature 

Allocation for fiscal 71-72 

Balance (7-1-72) 

$212, 924 

105, 117 

$107, 807 

Each Regional Authority has submitted a request for allocation 

of State funds for fiscal year July 1, 1972 through June 30, 1973, as 

follows (letters are attached): 

CW APA 

LRAPA 

MWVAPA 

Total 

$53,771 

30, 269 

22,809 

106, 849 

The CWAPA has reported the fourth-quarter expenditures of 

state funds for fiscal 1971-72 at $4, 299. 89 less than that allocated for 

that fiscal year. Each of the other regions has stated by conference that 

expenditures will be slightly less than the state funds allocated so that 

a surplus in fiscal 1971-72 allocations is available. 

Each Region has submitted a Federal grant application for 

federal funds and has been awarded a federal grant by an award statement. 

Copies of the award statements are attached, The federal grant award 

to the CWAPA was reduced from that applied for ($500, 016 vs. $490, 016); 

however, it is anticipated that CWAPA will apply for a supplemental 

grant for this amount as soon as local funds are assured, 
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Conclusions: 

Each regional authority has applied for an allocation of state 

funds for fiscal year 1972-73 and sufficient state funds are available 

to meet the regional requests. 

Director's Recommendation: 

The Director recommends that the Environmental Quality 

Commission approve state money allocations to each Regional Air 

Pollution Authority for the fiscal year July 1, 1972 through June 30, 1973 

as follows: 

CW APA 

LRAPA 

MWVAPA 

$53,771 

$30, 269 

$22,809 

The funds are to be apportioned to regional authorities in 

conformance with ORS 449. 920(2). 



COLUMBIA-WILLAMETIE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

10 August 1972 
BOARD OF DI RECTORS 

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman 
City of Portland 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 S.W. Morrison 

Burton C. Wilson, Jr. 
\foJashington County 

Portland, Oregon 97205 Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia Coun~y Attention: H. M. Patterson, Director 

Air Quality Control Division Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

Subject: Request for State Grant Funds 

Gentlemen: 

Request is hereby made for State grant funds in the amount of 
$53, 771.00 for support of the program of this Authority for the 
period 1 July 1972 through 30 June 1973. 

r·he amount requested is as shown as a revenue resource in the 
1972-73 budget included as Appendix 1-12 in the application for 
Federal Grant No. A000021. This budget was subsequently adopted by 
the Board of Directors, 16 June 1972. 

The amount requested is 50% of the estimated and authorized total 
combined expenditures of the participating counties. 

It is expected that additional local funds will become available 
and will be utilized in an amended budget better to meet the require
ments placed upon this agency by ·the Oregon Implementation Plan. In 
such an event, both additional Federal funds and State funds will be 
requested. 

For the Boa.rd of Directors. 

REH: j ls 

Very truly yours, 

//,/ ~'!// J-/ ' 
l /0 ~,£w:.,L.~,{ 

R. E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

State of Oregon UALITY 
DEPi\RTMENT Of ENVIRONMENTALQ 

Wi ~ ~~G;~ 1~2~ ill] 
J:li.lR 9,UALln'. ~ONTROJ. 
-- ~-

An Agency !o Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation 



Air Pollution Con Lro:L Office 
DURHAM, t~ORTH CJ\RCl_HIA 27701 

t{QTICc OF tdR POLLUTI0:1 COtlTROL PROGRAM 
GflAHT AYIARDED jfj ORIGINAL 0 AMENDED 

GRANT NO. 

A000021 
DATE 

.J°'1tl 2 8 1972 
:.\"\· GRAHT in ~u;:-port of •1our Air Pollu~ion C'1ntrol Pror,rom, 1n the amount indicated below, has b~cn ;;ipprovec.J, as authorized 
'tiy 1>ecti"n 10~ o( the CJ<:"nn J\i:r Act, as a~cndcd (P.L. 90-l•V}). This award is subject to the Rer,ulations e;ovcrning grant~ to air 
po hut.ion CC1ntro1 ptOV"i'.lr.l'i (42 C. F. R. Part 56, as revised), to the Terms and Conditions on the reverse oC this Notice, and to otho::-r
tem1s and .:ondillons, if any, noted under Remarks or this Notice. 

TYPE OF GRANT 

D INITIAL 

£B CONTINU.i.TION 

TOTAL SUPPORT ,::•£RIOO 

FROM _l~l'Ll, 1969 
GR>.NTEE AGE~~CY 

0 SUPPLE.MENTAL. 

0 fiETENTION 

Columbia-Willamette Air 
1010 N.E. Couch Street 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

·- - " BUOGcT SUMMARY FOR BUDG<:"T p.cRIOD COVERco BY Tt-JIS AWARD --· 
PROGRAM 8UOGET NON-l="EDE:RAL ?FiOGRAM r.uNOS 

F°EDERAL 
PROGRAM 

!1-lJOOET CA TEGCR 'f ELIGIBLE OTHE~ THAN TOTAL 
NON-RECURR£.."'IT NON·RECURRS:--IT FUNDS 

P(RSOsJ,"EL .$ s lJ'J,86/ I lj';J,l:jo/ sZb!f ,jbO 

EOUl?MO-tT 797 797 2,391 

I TOTA?... 
PROGP.AM 

FUNDS 

s 4U4,i'.Jj 

3'188 I 
SIJOf>L!tS 2 '975 2 ,975 8,925 11-;-'.J(JCT ___ 

TR.\VG_l_ I 2,950 2,950 8 ,850 11 ,800 
" , '... "'."" • .... r ::: • ~ .·.~; !} _-;: .=:::'!'.' ! ".;: '.'.: ! i ; 2.850 2,850 8,550 I 

n ,:foo --
--

~ >L T!Qi-.5 ANrJ R::'.11J"iA":"J{;>15 
-··1 - 300 300 . iJ\°; ... 'JUU I ,ZUU 
~!_~!l·';H COS7S I 
Otv.:;: R I 11 .574 I 11 ,57 4 34 '721 46,L95 

1161,313 161,313 s 328 ,703 1~490,016 TOTJJ. $ I 

·1s48,412 I· of the total non-
Federal prograrn budget as shovm above have been _di:::sip;n.::i.ted non-::."1tchabl,..:.· 
cc~ts.. l:·ursuaI1~ -co grar1t. regulctr...ior~ (42 C.F.R. ?~ .. t:t·t; 4:'56·, ·5iS.J~g)), 
non-matchable costs of the. proe;ram may not oe less in a11y y,;ar than the 
total non-F~de!':rl.,!'CCU!"'"0rent expendi tu:-es were- ·for tl1e a!rlic.:mt 'c nir 
polltition control p!"oL:ram in the a".pplic.:mt.'s :f_'iscnl ye7:'.::· ir..:-:iedi,:i.t.;ly 
::-·~·E.cedi-:-ig tl1e be~-;iuninb of tl1e support p2riod. Only n.011-fcJP.ro.:'... ftu1ci.3 
ir. excess of t11e !1on-n-iatcf'.1.able costs may bP m~1 tc~'-"d in a.n.·r ~~ear .. - .· -/).' 

. -~,:1J:.a.U.IJJilllILt-1iQ.Qroved 328, 703 ! / Q · ' 
~ ess P:-ior \ears 1 Unotil igated Ba-i;rnces 61,084 !s1GNATU~E, 1· !jl\ 
Leos Amount Deferr~d . 5,0001 · / / _. ,,.j/,,; _ · , _ · 

. CQ fi_l.Jll.:i_;'---')\1\lr.Q__L __ ~ · 262, 619 '/'::/',/' /:,;'/ (/-;;:_,,-;:.,,_ c ~z._ 
..:.>P.--<QPR1.l\Tl'-:.N NO, . ll ALLOWANCE NO. jl~AMt:'

0

AND T1-ft..E 

...t-.:l.6~1 oo. ___ .. . _._19991 us6 · . -'J 
R! 'er; X /\PC-S-·72 I 4113 Deputy Regional Adtninistra::o:: 

PH .. r>."v 1...1.:.r N, • .). !voJc..c.T CLAssiFicATio~·· . Donald \'1. Moos 

~P;.;, ---·~·~10,~-N;':. ··-- -- -1:0::-;-~r~·.-;N cc~-
~ . I . 

---· ~- _____ 1____ _.I ___ _ 
~IH Transaction Na. 04-089026 
NIH Vendcr Code 736961 --·--

---



TEllMS J\ND CONDlTJON5 

fhE Jrd j5 subject to the Terms and ConUi1i1111~ lu.·H·un :is well as to 
ihe Rr ...... 1\a11ons f:OVcrnini; g:rants for air pu\111t111n cuntrnl programs (42 
c.r:.;( ,ft 56. JS revised) and poht·ic.\ :Jlld \H\11·1.·dun.;~ of the Dcpart
n~cnt'ot Hc:t.lth, Education, and \\'l.:\t_"art..' in tlK· Air l'u!lution Cont1oJ 
l'rogram Gr;ints ~tanull and amc:ndrncnt'i lln;n.:ro. 

A. l'se of P:"ogram Funds 
Progra;n funds, which include the nori-Fcderal as well :.is the 

Federal pro;rJ.m funds shown on the Notice, may be u<:cd for lho....: .1.;0.11.'i 

spc:::'.fic:ally incurred. for the approved progr:i.m. These fu11ds :1n: to he 
expended for the purpo5c stated in the ::ipprovct! g:r:int :1ppli1.·;11io11 an\l 
for those items cnumcratcJ in the npproved budt.ct. Thi.: pnl!!r:nn fnmh 
mar be expcn•Jcd and/or obligated only during the ~ant pl·riod 1.·ov1.'tl'tl 

by this award. 

B. Prior Approval Items 
. 1. Budget transfers 

To fa:d!itate pro:;ram operation, transfers may be made a.11ong 
budget.categories v.·ithout prior approval, except that, prior approval of 
the Public Health Service iS rcqllired where: 

a. Expenditures would result in a curnalative increase in the 
grand total cif any budget category cf more than 25 percent or Sl,000, 
\Vhichever is greater. · · 

b. An expenditure would be made in a budget category for 
v:hich no funds v:ere approve{!. 

Tl!i> rrantec shall submit' v.ith justification· any request for approval cf a· 
·h1 change as outlinr-d ;.;.bovc.--',\~':r-: ::..."!j-' ~::~.~;;fc-!' "r ~ubst1nti:!l 

bjQg~t ch.:;.n~e \'-"ould rcsu!t in :ind reflect a significant chang~ ln the 
sea:( ; n1ture of the apprciv'ed program, the grantee is required to. 
sub1\. Jn applicition for a prog:Iam revision. 

2. ·other items 

In ·zjdition, prior approval is required where: 
. · 

a. Any item of equipment costing in excess of Sl,000 which 
was not specifically enumerated in the approved grant applicati~n~ is to 
be purchased. 

H. Supoort beyond this award period will be 
·considered in light of the.agency's respon
sibilities under the applicable State Imple
ment:ition Plan including, but not limited 
to, timely submission of data required for 
quarterly arid semiannual reports and timely 

·submission of negotiated legally enforceable 
compliance schedules, and all other matters 

.required by Section 110 of the Clean Air Act, 
as amended, and regulations adopted pursuant 
thereto. · 

( 

b. Servicci arc to be pcrfom1cd a.o; :1 part of th-;- prn:;r:irn by 
contI;ict. Any such proposcll contr;ict rnust be sub11n11cd for review 
prior to it~ execution. The p-antcc is n•quirt'd to obl:iin ani.! keep ;i"ail· 

. · nble a~ .. ~urnnce fro1n the confractOr of cor.:pli:lri::i.: with Tit:.: V l of the 
. Civil Righh Act of 1964 and rc,9.llations of thr. Department cf i.l'ci!t';';, 

Education, and \\'elf arc (45 C.F .R. Part 80), \i,·hcn !)C"rvkcs are pro-iidcd 
:ls a p;:ir~ or the program through an approved con.tract. 

C. ~fah:hing Requirements 
The ~r:intcc i.~ required to obtain the necessary non-Fiedera.1 pro

r-:r:in1 funds for the en ii.re p-ant p:-riod <ind to expend such funds so 
lh;1I :1pprnpri:llc non-Federal/federal matching ratio rcquircrncnts ar-e 
as.-.un·ll. 

D. Su_b_mission of R~ports 
The i::,rantcc is required to subn1it an annual e.xpenditure fcport-

(NAPCA fom I lq. 37) within 90 days after the end of lhe .';;rant period~ 
unless otherwise ii'istructcd. . 

E. Fiscal Audit 
The grantee will keep such records so as to facilit:it-:! an effcctivC 

audit. All program expenditures, Federal as well as. non-Federal, :ire sub
ject to review ti.nd audit by the Department of He::ilth, Education, and 
\Velfare and the Comptroller General of the United States, er ;!!l.y of. 
their duly authorized repre.sentJ.tives, for the purpose of verifying the 
accuracy and propriety of charges. 

.F. Balance of Grant Funds 
Any unencumbered ba!ance of Federal grmt funds of one doilar 

(~l.00) .or more at the end of the grant period, as ;,:eflectcd in the ann11:il 
expenditure report, constitutes a debt to the Fed1,:rai g.o~·ernment. An}' 
unobligated balance will normally be applied as an off~et to future pay-
1nents for succeeding grants to the ::igcncY,. Unless othen\·is.c instruct.-:.d • 

.. G. Adj11strnent of Av·oard 
'Th7 Public Hc:ilth Service m1y runcnd this a\~:ard at anj time with 

proper notification to the ~ant~c. · · 

I. Equipment purchased for use in satisfying 
o.1nb'ic11t. air' ·qua1it.Y rnvnitor.ing requirement_s 
as shown in the applicable Jmplementation 
P)an must utilize the measurement methods, or 
their EPA approved equivalent,.as described 
in 40 CFR 50. 

I 
I 



!l;i;~!f! 
POLLlJTION·· 
AUTHORITY 

V. J. ADKISON 
Program Direator 

AIRPORT ROAD - ROUTE 1, BOX 739 
EUGENE, OREGON 97402 
PHONE: (503) 689-3221 

August 16, 1972 

Mr. H. M. Patterson 
Department of Environmental Quality 
1234 S. W. Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

The Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority's budget for 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

WICKES BEAL 
Eugene 

NANCY HAYWARD 
Lane County 

CHARLES TEAGUE 
Eugene 

DARWIN COURTRIGHT 
Springfield 

VERN STOKESBERRY 
Cottage Grove 

the fiscal year 1972-73 has been approved by the Budget 
Committee, at a public hearing and by our Board of Directors. 

We are requesting funds in the amount of $30,269 from the 
State of Oregon for this period. Funds have been requested 
from the local agencies and the full amount is anticipated. 

Sincerely, 

~~~ 
Verner I'. Adkison 
Di rec.tor 

VJA/mw 

Clean Air Is A NatUI'al Resource - Help Preserve It 



,,. .. ~ ·-----------/ . . i 

Air Pollutio:,1 Cont.rel Offic•c 
OU8HJl.M, r~onT~i ('./IPOLl'l,11. inol 

NOTICE OF AIR POLLUTIOtl COllTROL PP.OGRAM 
GRANT AWARDED :;r;omG<NAL D AMENDED 

IMPORT AtlT , R.,r,.., '" 1\,1., ~Jn, 11"1 
t oil c01'n1rpon.-l11t1t:• 

GRANT NO. 

A-000010 
OATE · 

JUN 2 8 1972 

J. \. GRAHT ln support of your A1r Po\lulton C.ontrol Pror,r<Jm, in the <Jmount indicated below, has been· Dpprovcd, as authorized 
'by section !OS Qf the Cte<in 1\ir ,\c:t, as amender:!. (?.L,. 90-1·13). 1his award is subject to the Regulations r,ovcrnin~ r,i-;:ints to <iir 
pohution cor1trol prov;rorn3 {42 C. F. R. Part 56, as rcvjsed), to the Terms and Conditions on the rc.ver$C of this Notice, and to other 
ti::ratB and cond1tions, if any, noted under Remarks of this Notice. 

TYPC: OF GRANT TYPE OF SUPPORT 

0 INITIAL 

~CONTINUA TIO~~ 

D SUPPLEMENTAL 

0 RET£NTlON 

CJ DEVELOPMENT 

0 ESTABLISHMENT 

{Z) IMPROVEMENT 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--~-+~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

e u o GET PERIOD COVERED OY THIS.., AWARD 

FRo..l -~..ly_}.. 1972 TrlPOUGH June 20' 1973 
TOTAL SUF'PORT ?EfllOO 

Jul.y 1, 1970 
., HR OU G H~==J=u=n=e=3=0='=1=9=7=3== 

GRAN TE£ AGENCY 

Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority 
Route 1 Box 739 I 
Eugene, Oregon 97402 . 

FUTURE SUPPORT (SubJP.CI tu /he avnilribility of fund . .., and sati,;;/aclory 
PW'J .... ., dr:-vo:/opmcnt, Fcrlc-r.-il fund.~ huvc be~n committed, in rJi~ uttoun/J. 
showTl below. for luturc_suppart ~!the pro9l'J .. ,) 

SEC ONO YEAR $ THIRD YEAR :5 ---------
PA'( EE (Check will be drawn /!IS follow.-::) 

Lane Regi.onal Air Pollution Authority 
Route 1 Box 739 
Eugene, Oregon 97402 

- ~ BUDGET SUMMARY FOR BUDGET Pt:RIO'J covi::->?co BY THIS AWARD . 
PftOGRAM SIJOGo: . .'r t~ON-FECER).L PROGRAM FUNDS TOTAL FEDERAL 

PROGRAM PROGRAM 
EIUOGET CATEGORY ELIGIBLE 0-:'"HER THAN TOTAL FUNDS NON-AECURRE"'IT N(!N-RECURRENT FUN OS 

P.::FtSOtH\tl s 151,043 151.043 168 488 s 119 .531 
[\;U!PM EM f 7, 775 7, 775 5 ,325 13,100 
SUPPL! <:5 . 3, 175 3,115 925 4.100 
TR.l.VE!... I 3 ,925 3,925 850 . 4. 775 
,COH~Uli",<,"":"IC~! J.!'i'.l SE?!Vto'.:~S i I 2,700 I 2 '700 5 .100 7,SQO 
".l: Y.!01<5 A:-l'J tl£NOVATIO"i5 . 0 0 0 0 ·-
., lJli 175 -- 175 75 250 
Pt.'i·\ ICAT!Olf COSTS 800 800 200 1.000 .. . 

..?.!::rr:.-_ 17 107 17 107 7 530 24,63Z 
TOTAL s 186 '700 s86. 700 588 493 1>175.193 

.• 

IMPORTANT! $57,202 I 
--~~~~~~~~~~~ of the total non-

Federal prosram budget as shown above have been de'si°i;nated non-::::::itchahl·•: 
costs. Pursucmt to grant regulations (42 C.F.R. Part 456 •. 56.5(r,)), 
non-matchable costs of the pror;ram may not qe less in an:y year t}~~~'1. the 
total non.:._F-ede!-n..l r~currcnt expend,it~res w8rc for t11P arrlico.nt 1 G ni.~' 
pollution control'pro;;rBm in the applica.'1.t 's fiscal ye:u· imo10di.::it.ely 
preceding the be[;L"'1ning of t11e suppcrt period. Only no1~-F€:dPral ftu1dB 
in excess of the nor1-matchable costs may be n1-3.Cched in any ::re-ar. 

Total 1\_ltl0t1nt Approved 
. Less Pr.tcr· 'i:ears _U[1obligated Bal·ances 
Less Amount De fe'ired · . 
Total This Atiard 

APF-HCP!-l!AT!0N NO. 

6SX:Jl0D IALl.CHANCE NO. 

29991056 

$88,493 
12,164 
5,000 

;$71,329 

r 
I VSJ.2.:7 CLASS!FICA. TtQN Donald W, l·!ocs 

Deputy Regional Administrator '.io" XAPC-8-72 i 4113 
~~~--;~--~~~~-~~~~--! 

il...CCA1'10N CUC>~ I~- _,,-_,,__~·":.;~ 1'~0. 

J,..( )010 

HA?t:.'(0l.1f't) 1~'3 
~ .• i.:. 

l 

NIH TRANSACTION NlJl.IBE?. 01 OXJ~09 
·NIH VENDOR CODE ___ 7_8'.l?::L,~-----
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11'.l(MS ANlJ CONDITJONS 
·, 

This_ .iward is subject to the Terms and (ondi1ion~ hcn·uu ~l'i well as. to• 
t:1.:::( ulation:; t:ovcrni~g ~:r:ints for air p11:ll1t111n L'onlnil rrngr;im~ (42 
c.r:: ... .P;Ht 56, a~ rcv1~cJ) and policil's ;inti pnit't'dure .. nf the Dcpart
rncnt of 11.callh, [duc:Hinn, ;:inti \Velf:1rc in llw Air Pol!utlon Contro~ 

ProgrJm Gr:.ints :O.lanual and a1ncndn1cnts lht:n:lo. 

A. Use of Prof!:rJm Funds 
Prog.ra.m funds, ·which include the ·nan-Federal as well :is the 

federal prcg:r:im funds shown on the Notice, may be used for llui.,c.t:<lsfs 
specifi.:JUy incurred for the ::ipprovcd pro;r::im. These f\1nd:-; arl· In hl· 
expended for the pu'rposc stated in the appro\'cd grant ;1ppliL·:11i1111 :1n1I 

for thqsc itcrPS enum('r:itcd in .the approved bndgct. TIJL' pror::r:l1n !'1111d...: 
may be ex.pended and/or obligated only during the gr:nlt pcrioU nwl!n:d 

by thi5 awu.rd. 

B •. Prior Approval Items 
t. Budget transfers 

To facilitate pro~am operation, trnnsfers may be inade among 
budget categories without prior approval, except that~ prior approval of 

the Public Health Service i:: :r:equired \Vhere: 

a. Expenditures \vou!d result in a cumulative incrca'se in the 
gr1nd total cf any budg-et category c:·more thi:n 25 percent or'$1,000, 
·whichever is greater. 

b. An expendirurc would be m:Jde in a budget category for 
_v;hich no funds were approved. 

T :an tee shall submit \\.ith justification any request for approval of a 
huugct ch<inge as outlinc1t abov~. \\1i~r.:: JJ1;· lr.J.;~.:;!':::r or :;:!!;.:.t;.1.r:;.l.iJ.! 

b11~-- ·- chan£e \Vould result in and reflect a sie:nificant change in the 
scJ--.... .)r nat'ure of the approved program, the- grantee is re~uired to 

submit an application fc~ a program revision. 

2. Other items 

In addition-. prior approval is required where: 

a. Any Item of eqtiipment costing in excess of $1,000 \\'hich 
was net specifically enumerated in the approved grant application, "is to_. 
be purchased. 

b. ScrVicc~ arc to be pcrfom1cJ as. a part of lhc prol.".ra1n b.v 
contract. Any such propo:;c<l contract n1u.~t be subinittcd for review 
prior to its cxci.:ution. Tin! f".T.'.lntt•c is rcquirrd to obtain and keep avail
nbl<! a:;surancc fro1n the contractor of compliance i:iih Title VI of the 
Civil .Rights Act of 1964 and regulations of the Department of H~altn, 
Education, ::ind \Vclfarc (45 C.f.R. Part 80). when sci'vkcs u.re provid;::iJ 
as. a part of the pro!!rant through an approved contract. 

C'. ~latching Requirements 
The p:r:.intcc j_,. required to obtain the necessary non~Frederat pro

g-r;un fu:ids fnr the entire grant pcrio<l and to expe;id such funds so 
lh;1t appropriate non-Fcdcral/fcdcr.al matching- ratio requirements are 
:.IS.'\Un!<l. 

D .. Sub1ni~"!un of Reports 
1'.hc f:r~ntcc i...: required to submit an annual expenditure report 

(NAPCA fonn Hq. 37) within 90 days after the end of th~ grant period. 
unless otherwise instructed. 

E. Fiscal Audit 
The grantee v.1ill keep such records so :is to f:icilitate an effective 

audit. All program expenditures, Federal a~ well as non~Pederal, are· sub
ject to review and audit by the Department of Health, Education, and 
\\'e!fare and the Comptroller Gener:il of the United States, or any of 
their duly authorized representatives, for ·the purpose of verifying_tJJ.e 
accuracy and propriety of charges. 

.F. Balance of Grant FuriQ.s 

Any unencumbered balance of Federal grant furids of one dollar 
($1.00} or more at the end of the grant period, as reflected in the an;:i.:.i::tl 
expenditure report, constitutCs a debt to th'e Federal govern1nent~ An~· 
unobligated balance v:ill nonnally be applierJ as an offset to future pay

.ments for succeeding grants to the agency, unless othenvise instructed. 

G. Adjustment of Award 

The Public Health Service inay amend this award at any ti1ne 'vith 
proper notification to the ¥1"antee. 

H. Suppol:."t beyond this award period will be considered ir .. light of the agenc1~' s 
responsibilities under the applicable State Implementation Plan including, but not 
limited to, timely submisstion of data required for quarterly and semi-annual reports 
and timely submission of negotiated legally enforceable compliance schedules, and 
all other matters required by Section 110 of the Clean Air Act, as. a>nended·, and 
regulations adopted pursuant thereto. 

I. 'Equipment .purchased fqr use in satisfying ambient air quality monitoring 
r£quirements as shown in the applicable Implementation Plan must utilize the 
measurement methods, .or their EPA approved equivalent, as described in 40 CFR 50. 

( 
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MID WILLAMETTE VALLEY 

MICHAEL D. ROACH 
Director 

'v~ 11 ~ PO:; 'l, ~U1 : T, ~ 0- l' ~ ·u'.: T; u n_ · 'R,, · ~ T· y,· Ii ~ ,~~ 1- ~. ·" · L "· .. ~ 9 · · EI~~ ~ .· ;, N n u . m ~· 

2585 STATE STREET I SALEM, OREGON 97301 I TELEPHONE AC 503 / 581-1715 

March 7 1 1972 

Harold M, Patterson, Director 
Air Quality Control Division 
Dept. of Environmental Quality 
1234 SW Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

Dear Mr. Patterson: 

. State of Oregon 
ucrARTMENTOF ENVIRONMENTALQUAL:TY 

00 ~iYl~f\ ~ ~ 1~2 rn illJ 

The Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority requests the 
Environmental Quality Control Commission to reserve state 
matching funds in the amount of $22,809 for the fiscal year 1972-
73. 

Enclosed is a Budget Resource Summary approved by the Budget 
Committee on February 29, 1972. This budget still requires final 
adoption by the governing body on March 21, 1972. It is not 
anticipated at this time that the budgeted amounts will change. 

We would appreciate your consideration of this request. 

Sincerely yours, 

Michael D. Roach 
Director 

MDR:dm 
Enclosure 

\VIElVJBER COU!\ITi!:'.:S: BENTON I LINN I l\J1ARION I POLK J YAMHILL 



FORM LB-20 General FUND RESOURCES 

FOR THE FISCAL Y -~R 1 9.:;:J,- • 1 9.:j...:J.. 

BEGINNING JULY 1, 19-22_ 

Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollutio 
Authority 

CMllf.llC!PAl.. CORPORATION) 

Benton, Linn. Marion, Polk, Yamhil-

HI5T0i'ZICAL DATA 

AC:TUAt. auoGE:T 
S!:CO,.<:> nRST 

Jl'otl';C>;Oll<C "r.CAJI; "!f!:CEO!NC: YlrA'I C\11Un:NT YO:AR 

.:_ 1969-70 1970-71 1971-72 

.". 2750 

~ 

meg;,,,:,;,,!l Fund lb.lane .. : 

"A""'ilahl., Ca:>h on Hand {C.uh Bas<~J, .,.. 

,couNTY1 

BUOGE:T FOR ENSUING YE:AR: 

PROPOS£0 
D<> 7fot Publhh This Col. 

1972-7~ 
2200 

, ,...-,'2-1J 

ADOPTED 
Do Not Pul>lis!'> Thi~ Ccl. 

1972-73 

' 

•1'•1¢t Working C"pita! {AC<OrLl31 Cl:'1,Sh) . I I I . -t----------->-----------. +-----------11· P~ev;o.,~ry L.,..,.;ed T="s E~timatc-d 
To &e Reee;y,,d During !'~suin'I Te~•c•-------------t-----------+----------+----------

OTJiER RESOURCES ,.. • OTJiER RI 

.!_ 3240 Benton County 6644 
, 4871 Linn County 8859 
• 9995 Marion county a,63o 

4343 
I 4950 

_! .. Polk County 
2688 Yamhill Countv 
2183 

I 

I' 11 
'!-

~ I I I 2,809 

02~62L _J _ .... I __ l 
I 

:j __£,516_ I State of_QJ;-eqon 

_O__,JJ_D_D ~e 0 2 6 5 2 
I I I 

r' "" 

~ l u. 

" 
~ 
,.I 

1 
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., 
= 
= 
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HI ~ 
_, ~J _1 
tt ·I 
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0
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0 
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HEALTH, EDL' , :ON, AND WELFAH.E 
PU8LIC. _ALTH SE:'.RV!CE: 

ENVIAONMC".NTAL Ht:ALTH SERVICE 

N;;T~~:-.,:AL ;..;;:i ?OLLUTiON COi-lTi'iOi.... ;.,QMINl!ITf!AtlON 

OUAHAM, NORTH CAROLINA 27701 

NOTICE OF MAINTENANCE GRANT AWARDED 

/' 

.MPORTANT ~ RofM to 1hl~ Ho. Jn oil 
~ corrtitpom.Jenc:" 

GRA°"NT NO. 

A-000009 
OATE 

JUN 2 B 1972 

A MAINTENANCE GRANT in support of ~oUI- Air Pollution Control Program, in the amount indicated below, has been approved, as 
authorized by Section 105 of the Clean A"ir Act, ,as amended (P.L. 90-148). ')'his ayJard is subject to the Regulations governing 
grants for ai~ pollution control programs (42 C.F.R, Part 56, as revised), to the Terms and Conditions on the reverse of this 
Notice, and to other terms and conditions, if any, noted under Remarks of this Notice, 

T'fPE OF GRANT GRANT PERICO COVERED BY THIS AWARD 

FROM THROUGH 
~INITIAL 0 CONTINUATION 

June 30, 1973 
D SUPPLEMENTAL 

·July 1, 1972 
GRANTEE AGENCY 

Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution 
!~uth.ority 

2585 State Street 
Salem, Oregon 97301 

. 

PAYEE (Check \.vill be drawn as lo/lows): 

Michael D. Roach, Director 
11id-\·7il1.aIT.ette ·valley Air Pol1ution 

·J),uthority 
2585 State Street 
Salem, Oregon 97301 

BUDGET SUMMARY FOR GRANT PERIOD COVERED BY THIS AWARD 

BUDGET 
CATEGORY 

PERS~NN<'.:1-

EOUlPMSNT 

·'Pi....:Es . 
( VEL ·· 

C.ONSULTATION'& SERVICES 

ALTERATIOl'IS & REMOVA1!0NS 

TUITION 

PUBLICATION COSTS 

OTHER 

TOTAL 

TOTAL GRANT AWARD 

A!='J=;RCPR!AT!ON NO. 

68X0100 
DH:.; PAY LIST NO. 

Region X-APC-7-72 

AG.ENCY CODE 

NON-FEDERAL FUNDS 
FEDERAL 

ELTGI BLS OTHER THAN 
NON·RECURREN7 NON-RECURRENT 

$ s 50.045 
2.530 
L970 
2.300 

. 3.320 
80 

160 
240 

7 790 
s s 68.435 

Is .90,000 I 
ALl,.OWANCE NO. 

/ 
29991056 

OBJECT CLASSIFICATION 

4113 
I LOCATl.ON CODE 

GRAND 
MAINTENANCE 

TOTAL TOTAL 
FUNDS 

s 50.045 s 65 .068 s 115 .113 
2.530 1..,1±3 5.673 
1.970 2.955 4,925 ---
2.300 3.450 5.750 
3 3?0 4 980 8 300 

80 120 200 
160 240 400 
240 360 600 

7.790 9.684 17.474 
s. 68.435 ;/ s 90.. 000 s 158,435 
5'GNATUR~/ } / I I 
/)0f//,/;,0#1(;-r_;;/'<2 

NAME ANO TLTLE 

Donnld \'!. 
,. 
:'!/COS 

Deputy Reg~o;lnl P.C::-;!ii!'.strator 

NIH VENDOR CODE 
NIH TRANSACTION 

784955 
01X0~9cc0~8-----

-

·---

~ ............... .-.--..-..·--....~~--------·--------
~lA'-'C ,.>. IOL.!11 1.ll 

-------·------....-~--·-----·~ 
~-JO 
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Tl'.HMS J\ND CONDITIONS 

i'his awa:d is subject to the Tern1:i and Conditio
0

n.'> h..:rcon a.~ well as to 
:1t.: Rep.,·' •ion.~ f:OVcrning gr;:ints for air pu!lution ~·1intrnl programs (42 
:.F.R. i, 56, :.is revi'icd) and polii:ics and pn11;cdun:.'i of the Depart· 
ni:r:t,_ nf Health, Education, and \Vl'lfarc in !hl' Air Pollution Control 
)ro4 Grants ~1anua1 and amcnd1ncnl.~ th1.:n:to. . ' , 

A. Use of Program Funds 
Program funds, which include the non·Fe<leral as well as the 

;:'cdcral program funds shown on the Notice, may be used for those costs 
1pecifically incurred for the approved program. These funds ;1n• to he 
:xpended for the purpose stated in the approved gr::int :1pplic1ti1111 :int.I 
:or those items enumerated in the approved budget. The pn1}:r:11n hinds 
nay be expended and/or obLigated only during thc gr.int pcriut.l nlvcn:d 

JY thh award. 

B. Prior Approval Items 
1. Budget transfers 

To facilitJte program operation, transfcr-s may. be made among 
~udget categories without prior approval, except that. prior approval of 
~ii.: ?uLlic H..:aith Service i;; required whi;:re: 

a. Expenditures woutd result in a -cumulative increase in the 
~and total of any budget category of more than 25 percent or $1,000, 
:vhichever is greater. 

b. An expenditure v1ould be made in a budget category for 
;vhich no funds v:erc approved. 

Che grantee shall submit with justification any request for approval of a 
Judgct change as outlined above. \\'here any t.ransfer or substantial 
)udget change would result in and reflect a significant change in the 
.cope (' \ture of the approved program, the grantee is required to 
;;~wit,.,., .. yplici~icn fcit u program r:!·'lision. 

(~·- . ~her items 

In addition, prior approval is required \Vhere: 

a. Any item of equipment costing in excess of $1,000 which 
e/as not specifically enumerated in the approved grant application, is to 
-;e purchiSed. 

b. Services arc to be pcrfOrmcd as a part of the program by 
contract. Any such proposed contract must be .~ubmittcd for review 
prior to its execution. lhc grilntec is required to obtain and keep avail· 
able assurance from the contractor of compliance with Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and regulations of the Department of Health, 
Education, and \Vclfare (45 C.F.R. Part 80), when services are provided 
as a part of the program through an approved contract. 

C. ~1atching Requirements 
The grantee i.~ required to obtain the necessary non~Frederal pro· 

!!r;11n funds for the entire· grant period and to expend such funds so 
that appropriate non·Fcdcral/Fedcral matching ratio requirements are 
assured. 

D. Submission of Reports 
rfllc grantee is r~quired to submit an annual expenditure report 

(NAP.CA form Hq. 37) within 90--days after the end of the grant period; 
unless otherwis'! instructed. 

E. Fiscal Audit 
The grantee will keep such records so as to facilitate an effective 

audit. .<\II program expenditures, Federal as well as non-Federal, are sub· 
ject to review and audit by the Department of Health, Educ;;.tion, and 
\Vclfare and the Comptroller General of the United States, or any of 
their duly authorized representatives, for the purpose of verifying the 
accuracy and propriety of charges. 

F. BaJance of Grant Funds 
Any unencumbered balance of Federal grant funds of one dollar 

($1.QO) or ~ore at the e~c! of the gr:!!!t pc:iad.,:as re·fl~Cted. in the :i.nr.u:tl 
expendit>.ire report, constitutes a debt to the Federal government. Any 

. unobligatcd balance will nonnally be applied as_ an offset to future P<J.Y· 
men ts for succeeding grants to the agency, unless othenvise instructed. 

G. Adjustment of Av,:a.rd 
The Public Health Sen·ice may amend this a•.vard at ally time with 

proper notification to the :pantee; 

H. Support beyond this award period will 
be considered in light of the agency's re
sponsibilities under the applicable State 
Implementa~ion Plar1 i.ncludir..g, but .not 
limited to, timely submission of data re
quired for quarterly and semi~annual reports 
and timely submission of negotiated legally. 
enfor.ceable compliance schedules, e.nd all 
other matters required by Section 110 of the 
Clean Air Act·, as amended, and -i:-egulations 
adopted p.ursuant thereto. 

I. Equipment purchased for ese in satis
fying ambiellt air quality ffionitoring re~ 
quirements as shown in the.applicable 
Impleirreutation Pla11 must utilize the rne.2.Sl!re:
ment methods, or th~ir EPA. apµro~:ed · equiva-
1-;nt, as <lescribed in 40 CFR 50. 



TOM McCALL 
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Portland 
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Portland 
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Portland 

DEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

To: Environmental Quality Commission 

From: Director 

Subject: Agenda Item _____G_, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Columbia-Willamette Variance No. 72-4 Granted to 
!~asteco, Inc. 

BACKGROUND: 

Wasteco, Inc. designs, develops and manufactures com-

mercial and industrial low-emission incinerators at its facility 

in Tualatin. Operation and testing of experimental units, an 

integral part of the company's program of developing more effi-

cient incinerator-control system combinations, may result in 

emissions in excess of CWAPA's standards. Consequently ~Jasteco 

has petitioned CWAPA for a renewal of the variance granted them 

for these purposes in March, 1971. The Authority granted an 

extension through July 20, 1973, and modified the variance with 

certain additional conditions. The variance as granted has been 

forwarded for Department review and Commission action. 

ANALYSIS: 

A variance is required if the company is to continue its 

incinerator development and testing program, since such testing 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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may result in emissions outside CWAPA standards. The potential 

long-term benefits to air quality resulting from allowing such 

testing far outweigh any short-term disadvantages. 

The variance has been adequately conditioned to insure 

that areas bordering the plant site are protected from any possible 

nuisance resulting from the testing program. 

DI RECTOR'S RECOMMENDATION: 

The Director recommends that CHAPA variance 72-4 to 

Hasteco, Inc. be approved as submitted. 



COLUMBIA-WILLAMETIE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLANftpQREGpN 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

f.it?r·1t.' ..ita... · 

28 July 1972 
/jJ 

"cl// , ' 6 Of · /2: Dr fiVv. Greer 
l__C:, (ii) lllo/l/;v;[""on _ _ 

· 
1.lif f! (/ ;,r~l QIJ.¥8fyRD oF 01 RECTDRs 

"' ! __ ! .@/Jnr els J. lvancie, Chairman 
L . -.. / f) City of Portland 

A/J.?. l."1 I/ , J8J1:Stafani, Vice-Chairman · 
Q(JA / Clackamas County 

L/fl/ Burton C. Wilson, Jr. 
Department of Environmental 
1234 S.W. Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

Quality C'i::· -._,~,_._,___ Washington County 

Attention: L, B. Day, Director 

Subject: CWAPA Variance No. 72-4, Wasteco, Inc. 

Gentlemen: 

Please find enclosed, CWAPA Variance No. 72-4 which we request 
be reviewed by your department and presented to the Environmental 
Quality Commission for their approval. 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

Also enclosed, to assist in your review, are the following documents: 

a. CWAPA staff report, 27 June 1972 
b. Minutes of Advisory Committee Meeting, 6.· July 1972 
c, Minutes of the Board of Directors, 21 July 1972 

For the Program Director. 

JL:sm 
Enclosures - 4 

Very truly yours, 

~~::Z~ 
Administrative Director 

An Agency to Control Air Pollution through lnter-Governmenlal Cooperation 
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COLUMBIA-WILWIETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232 

In the matter of: ) No. 72-4 
) 

VARIANCE TO ) VARIANCE INCLUDING 
) 

lvASTECO, INC. ) FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

FINDINGS 

I 

On 19 Mar.ch 1971 pursuant to petition by Waste co, Inc., the Board of Directors 

granted a variance to l1Jasteco, Inc._ from the emission standarCl.s contained in 

Columbia-Wil.lamette Air .Pollution Authority Rules to test fire certain incineration 

unitS designed, invented and built by 1Vasteco, Inc. 

II 

By letter dated June 9, 1972 from Waste co, Inc. by Gary Thorn, Production 

a11d Testing Manager, ll}'asteco, Inc. has petitioned for an extension of the previous 

Variance for a period of one year. Said e};:tension to be modified a.nd amended in 

certain particulars. 

III 

It is represented by Waste co, Inc. that in order to perfect such equipment 

it is necessary to test-fire t"he equipn1ent under actual firing conditions for 

short periods of time. 

IV 

In the process of experimental testing of these incineration units to determine 

maximum operating perimeters and atmospheric emissions, it >:·7ould be expected that 

emissions in ex_cess of t-hose allo~·1ecl by this Authority's Rules may occur. A 

variance should be granted to allo..;v such excess emissions on a limited basis as 

part of their developn1ental testing program, as the ultimnte benefit from such 

practice 1nay result in a sig11ificant co11tribution to an overall reduction in present 

solid \•Taste and air pollution problen1s. 
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ORDER 

NOW THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a VARIANCE from the provisions of 

Title 32, Emission Standards, Columbia-\hllamette Air Pollution Authority Rules, 

be granted to Wasteco, Inc. to test-fire certain new or experimental incineration 

units for short periods of time on their property situated at 20675 S.W. 105th, 

TlLalatin, Oregon, subject to the follo-i;ving conditions: 

1. The test units will b';' utilized for Types 1, 2, 3 and L 
- -i;vastes orily; operations Shall be limited to daylig-ht hours 

and this agency shall b~ notified .prior. to any test 
utilizing Type 4 wastes; 

2, The test unit shall be utilized for experimentation and 
shall not at any time be operated on a commercial basis; 

3. Precautions sl1all be taken to minimize smok.e emissions at 
all times; 

4. Any significant changes in design or operation of this unit 
which would affect atmospheric emissions shall be submitted 
to the Authority for approval prior to the installation; 

5. The variance shall be in effect for a period of one year 
from the date hereof; 

6. If, at any time d11ring t'he operation of this unit, 
significant air pollution problems or nuisance results, 
Wasteco, Inc. will, at the request of Columbia-Willamette 
Air Pollution Authority, install adequate control equipment 
or cease t·he operation of said unit. 

7. Operation and testing of said units shall not be conducted 
during any period of an air_,pollution alert, -i;varning or 
emergency. 

Entered at Portland, Oregon the 21st day of July 1972. 

PAGE 2 of 2 - VARIANCE 
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COLUMB!A-WllLAiVH:TTE A!R POllUTiON AUTHORITY 
'1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

23 June 1972 

TO: Board of Directors 

FROM: R. E. Hat chard, Program Director 

SUBJECT: Variance Request - Wasteco, Inc. 

Gentlemen: 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman 
City of Portland 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Burton C. Wilson, Jr, 
VVashington County 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia County 

Richord- E. Hatchard 
Wasteco, Inc., a national manufact-urer of pollution control Program Director 

equipment located in Tualatin, has requested from the Authority, a renewal of 
their original variance granted on 19 March 197L This variance would allow 
the Company to continue to operate and test experimental control atmosphere 
furnaces on their company property. These test operations will aid the Company 
in developing new and better equipment for processing solid wastes. Such 
equipment promises to have less atmospheric emissions than the presently 
available equipm8nt. In the process of experimental testing of these furnaces 
to determine maxinlurn operating perimeters and atmospheric emissions, it would 
be expected that emissions in excess of those allowed by this Authority's 
Rules may occur. 

Your staff recommends that a variance be granted from the.Authority 
Rules to Wastecb, Inc.,. to allow such excess emissions as part of their 
developmental testing program, as the ultimate benefit from such practice can 
significantly contribute to an overall reduction in the present solid waste.· 
and air pollution problems. To protect the public health and welfare in the 
immediate vicinity of the plant site from any unforeseen air pollution problems, 
it is further recommended that the variance be granted subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. The test units will be utilized only for Types 1, 2, 3 
and 4 wastes; operations shall be limited to daylight 
hours and this agency shall be notified prior to any 
test utilizing Type 4 wastes; 

2. The test unit shall be utilized for experimentation 
and shall not be at any time operated on a commercial 
basis; 

3. 

4. 

Adequate precautions shall be taken to minimize smoke 
emissions at all time; 

Any significant changes in design or operation of 
this unit which would affect atmospheric emissions 
shall be submitted to the Authority for appro11al prior 
to their installation; 

An /\gency to Control Air Pollution through Jnter-Gove;n,11ental Cooperatlon 
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Wasteco, Inc. 
23 June 1972 
Page 2 
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5. The variance shall be in effect for a one year period 
for the date hereof at which time renewal shall be required; 

6. If, at any time, during the operation of this unit 
significant air pollution problem or nuisance results, 
Wasteco, Inc. will, at the request of CWAPA, install 
adequate control equipment or cease its operations. 

7. Operation and testing of said units will not be conducted 
whenever an air pollution alert level is reached. 

Respectfully submitted, 

!U~J 
R. E, Hat chard 
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Present: 

COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 NE.Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232 

ADVISORY COMMITI'EE MEETING 
3:00 p.m., Thursday, 6 July 1972 

Audi tori um, Portland Water Service Bldg. 

Advisory Committee: Darrel ,Johnson, Chairman 
Walter Nutting, Vice-Chairman 
John Donnelly, M. D. 

Staff: 

Others: 

Minutes 

Anthony Federici 
Fritz Fleischer 
Walter Goss, M. D. 
Thomas L. Meador, M. D. 
Nancy Rushmer 
Hollister M. Stolte, M. D. 
Carleton Whitehead 

Wayne Hanson, Deputy Program Director 

Harold Ruecker, Mayor of Hillsboro 
Joel Rubey, Environmental Studies Manager, Port of Portland 
Roy Ruel, Chief Engineer, Publishers Paper Company 

The meeting was called to order and the minutes of the 4 May 1972 
meeting approved as recorded. 

Open Burning in Washi~n_County 

Harold Ruecker, Mayor of Hillsboro, stated he had asked to appear 
bef'ore the Advisory Committee to speak about the burning periods now allowed. He 
pointed out that the citizens of' Hillsboro feel they have a different problem in the 
more rural atmosphere; f'or example, agricultural burning is allowed and can be occurring 
beside a piece of' property which is not an agricultural operation and burning is not 
allowed. He stated he was also concerned about roadside dumping which goes on 
because open burning is ·not allowed, and that the Washington County Commissioners have 
failed to act on finding a solid waste disposal site in Washington County. Mayor 
Ruecker suggested an interim solution to this problem might be more frequent periods 
for burning throughout the year. 

Charles Haney, Chairman of the Sub-committee on Open Burning and 
Solid Waste Disposal, stated his group had met and considered the staff report, dated 
15 June 1972, which reviewed the spring burning period. After discussion the sub
committee concluded that there was no need for additional public hearings. Mr. Haney 
stated his sub-committee would be happy to meet with Mayor Ruecker to study the facts 
and determine if problems exist in Hillsboro which are different from those brought 
out at the public hearing held last year. 
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Jvlr. Hutting pointed out that Clackamas County had the same sort 
of problems as enumerated by Mayor Ruecker c,ncerning Hillsboro. He added that his 
cow1ty has several privately operated landfill sites receiving other thun i-;arbage 
Hhich operate Hell and are approved by the ~tate agency. 

Jv1r. Haney added that until the citizens of \fa:<hington County 
bring enough pressure on the Washington County lJoard of Commissioners, a dump site in 
Washington County will not be established. 

Mr. Nutting added that he did not feel the Advisory Committee 
should consider any relaxation of the burning restrictions for the City of Hillsboro. 
This would not be fair unless it were done for the entire four-county area and this 
Hould be a large step backwards. 

After considerable further discussion, it was agreed.that Mayor 
Ruecker would arrange a meeting with the Washington County Board of Commissioners to 
urge that action be taken to develop .solid waste disp?sal sites in Washington County. 
The sub-committee members would attend this meeting, and also Mr. Haney suggested 
Commissioners Ivancie and Stefani may be interested in meeting with the Washington 
County Commissioners. 

Port _o.f_Portland - Airport Expansion En"._:i]:'_<J_ll!Ilenta_l Impact 

Mr. Joel Rubey, Environmental Studies Manag<:r of .the Port of 
Portland, presented a preview of the progress made by the Port of Portland towards 
completing an environmental impact statement concerning the airport expansion. 

He stated the reason for the environmental impact statement was 
to assure the public that all aspects of environmental impact caused by the airport 
expansion project have received complete and impartial analysis. He commented 
briefly on.the purpose of the Citizens Steering Committee, the Citizens Resources 
Panel and the three university teams set up to aid the investigation and oversee the 
airport expansion project. The natural resources impact, the pollution impact and 
the socio-economic j.mpact have been thoroughly investigated. He stated the major 
impacts caused by the airport expansion will be the hydrology of the Columbia River 
because of the quite large dredge and fill operation, reduction in noise exposure to 
a great number of people and an enlargement of the recreational capability of the 
river. Mr. Rubey commented on the arguments concerning what the effect of removing 
Sand Island will have on the erosion of the north shore of the river. 

Concerning air pollution, Mr. Rubey reported that Dr. R. w. 
L'oubel of Oregon State University, in his study, considered emission sources, types 
and quantities from the various types of aircraft, land vehicles, construction 
equipment and surface facilities such as heating and air conditioning systems. He 
investigated primary and secondary effects, cumulative and long range effects and 
possible adverse effects of emissions. He concluded the level of airport emissions 
w-lll not exceed established standai·ds with one possible exception; this exception 
could occur north of the airport entrance where a combination of high ground vehicular 
emissions, and high aircraft emissions could exceed established standards if strong 
inversion conditions prevail. Dr. Boubel suggested the chanees of these events occurr
ing simultaneously are very remote. 

( Mr. Rubey commented that the impact which he feels is most 
disturbing is that it has been estimated that in 1990 th8 vehicle ground transporta
tion demand will exceed the capacity of the present and proposed roadway network 
by 7 times. That's just airport traffic. Some form of mass transportation to and 
from the airport will. have to be developed. He commented briefly on some of the 
studies done concerning mass transpo.rtation systems for the airport traffic. 



Mr. Rubey stated it is estimated the airport will last well into 
the next century and its ultimate capacity will be 15~ million passengers annually. 

( Currently, the airport serves about 2~ million passengers an.~ually. 

( 

In answer to Mr. Hanson's inquiry, Mr. Rubey stated that very 
little of the 13,000 acres either owned by the Port or affected by the airport 
expansion will be used for industrial development. 

Mr. Rubey answered further questions and Chairman Johnson thanked 
·film for his interesting presentation. 

Publishers_ Pap~i::__C_o.ll!Pany 

Wayne Hanson reviewed the staff report dated 26 June 1972, copies 
of which had been distributed to the Committee, concerning the request by Publishers 
Paper Company for an extension of their existing variance. He pointed out that the 
wigwam waste burner in Molalla does meet the DSQ standards, and the staff is 
recommending that the variance extension be granted under specific conditions. 
Mr. Hanson reviewed these specific conditions as listed in the 26 June 1972 staff 
report, 

Carleton Whitehead stated that the variance sub-committee had met 
and roonsidered a number of i-tP__ms, one of which was the Oregon Department of Environ
mental Quality's desire to have a special regulation for wigwam waste burners, and 
CWAP A's continuing policy that wigwam waste burners should be regulated along with 
other sources of particulate emisnion. After discussion, Mr. Whitehead moved, 
Mr. Nutting seconded and the motion carried to recommend to the Board of Directors 
that they reaffirm the existing policy on particulate emissions .• applying the same 
standards to all sources of pollution, with the option of providing a variance for a 
specific period of time and subject to specific conditions, when a special circum
stance warrants this action. 

After discussion of the Publishers Paper variance extension 
request, Mr. Federici moved, Dr. Donnelly seconded and the motion carried to recommend 
to the Board of Di.rectors they adopt the staff recoll'lllendation .and grant this 
variance extension, with two excptions; one, that the variance extension time be 
until 30 June 1973 and two, that Publishers Paper submit a report concerning the 
alternate disposal methods which are being investigated to the Authority by 

31 December 1972. 

Mr. Roy Ruel, Chief Engineer, Publishers Paper, stated he felt 
his company would have no objections to the conditions of the variance and the 
sutmJ.ssion of a progress report by 31 December 1972. 

1-----
":>~ Wasteco, I_n_c_,_ 

( 

Mr. Ranson reported that Wasteco, Inc., a national manufacturer 
of pollution control equipment in Tualatin, has asked for a renewal of their 
variance to allow them to continue to operate and test experimental control atmos
here incinerators on their company property. Subject to certain conditions as 
outlined in the staff report of 23 June 1972, it is the staff recommendation the 
variance request be granted. 
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After discussion, Mr. Nutting moved, Mr. Federici seconded and 
the motion carried to recommend to the Board that the staff recommendation be adopted 
and the variance granted to Wasteco for a period ending 1 July 1973· 

_.p ............... ___ _ 

Mr. Whitehead stated that the Department of Environmental Quality 
has reduced the period of the Beaver Lwnber Company variance to 31 December 1972, the 
date that their improvements in burner operation are to be completed. The variance 
sub-committee considers this an unjustifiably short period of time for this variance 
and is prepared to recommend approval of another variance after progress has been 
ma.de on the installation of their burner equipment. No action.is required now, but 
an application is anticipated this fall. 

Mr. Hanson reported that Beaver Lumber Company is not happy with 
the DEQ action. He added that he visited Beaver Lwnber Company and assured them 
the Advisory Cammi ttee and staff would look upon a request for a variance extension 
favorably. Mr. Hanson stated the staff feels that a variance in this special 
condition is a much better route to take in our region than changing the rules on 
wigwam waste burners as the state agency has done. 

lfir. Whitehead reported that the subcommittee recommends the 
Advisory Committee recommend to the Board of Directors that the matter of Cedarwood 
Timber Company be taken off the table and action be taken adopting the stipulation 
signed by Mr. Eddie Miller of Cedarwood Timber. After discussion, Mr. Federici moved, 
Mr. Nutting seconded and the motion carried to reaffirm the Advisory Committee 
recommendation of 4 May to the Board of Directors which recommends the Board adopt 
the stipulated order signed by Mr. Eddie Miller. 

Other Matters 

Mr. Fritz Fleischer stated that due to the closing of the Shell 
Chemical Plant in St. Helens and his relocation in California, it is necessary for 
him to resign from the Advisory Corrmi ttee. Dr. Goss moved, Nr. Federici seconded 
arid a resolution was passed extending appreciation to Mr. Fleischer for his years of 
dedicated service on the Committee and wishing him well on his new venture. 

Mr. Federici suggested that· Mr. Charles Haney, Chairman of the 
Sub-committee on Open Burning and Solid Waste be suggested by the Board of Directors 
for membership on the Department of Environmental Q.uali ty' s Advisory Cammi ttee on 
Solid Waste Disposal. Mr. Federici moved, Mr. Nutting seconded and the motion passed 
to recommend to the Board that they urge the Director of DEQ. to appoint Mr. Haney 
to his committee. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5!00 p.m. 



Present; 

COLUMBIA-WILIAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTllORITY 
1010 N.E. Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING 
9:30 a.m., Friday, 21 July 1972 

Auditorium, Portland Water Service Bldg. 

Board of Directors: Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
A. J. Ahlborn 

Staff: 

Others: 

Minutes 

Ben Padrow 

R. E. Hatchard" Program D~rect-~r 
Wayne Hanson, Deputy Program Director 
Jack Lowe, Administrative Director 
Emory Crofoot, General Counsel 

p .)...,., 
' 

Walter Nutting, Vice Chairman, Advisory Committee 
Peter Sclmell, Publishers Paper Company 
Nancy Stevens, Coalition for Clean Air 
Rick Reid, CHzM/Hill 

The meeting was called to order by Vice-Chairman Stefani and the 
minutes of the 16 June 1972 meeting were approved as recorded. 

Advisory Committee Report 

Mr. Nutting reported on the Advisory Committee meeting held 6 July; 
copies of the minutes of this meeting had been distributed to the Board members. 
He stated that the Advisory Committee adopted a statement recommended by tl.e. Sub
committee on Variances. The statement is as follows: 11 The Advisory Board notes 
with concern what appears to be an attempt to persuade C'1APA to change the parti
culate emission standafds to-- provide a special less rigorous standard for 1-Vigwam 
burners, Any such policy change is considered both unnecessary and destructive of 
tl1e air quality in this region. Therefore, the Advisory Board recommends to the 
Board of Directors of CWAPA that they reaffirm the existing policy on particulate 
emissions, applying the same standards to all sources of pollution, with the option 
of providing a variance for a specific period of time and subject to specific 
conditions, when a special circumstance i;varrants this action. 11 

Mr. Nutting stated the Advisory Committee considered the variance requests 
of Publishers Paper Company and Wasteco, and t·he Beaver Lumber Company 1 s variance 
which the Department of Environmental Quality had reduced in time to terminate 
31 December 1972. Concerning Beaver Lumber Company, Mr. Nutting reported that the 
Advisory Connnittee decided, after discussion, they ~ould look upon a variance 
extension request from Beaver Lumber Company favorably after 31 December 1972. 



Nr. Nutting also reported that the Advisory Committee recommends to the Board 
that the Board of Directors adopt the stipulation signed by Mr. Eddie Miller, 
O"WTI.er of Cedarwood Timber Company, concerning the operation of his wigwam "tVaste 
burner. This matter had been tabled at a previous meeting by the Board of Directors. 

Mr. Nutting reported that the Advisory Committee recommended the 
following persons to fill the three General Public vacancies on the Advisory 
Commit tee: Mrs. Betty Merten, M:::. A. McKay Rich and Mr. Kenne th Klarquist, Mrs, 
Melissa Shupping, with a fourth person recommended in the event one of the first 
three cannot serve. The Advisory Committee also recommended that Mr. Charles 
Haney be appointed to the Department of Environmental Quality's Advisory Committee 
on Solid Waste Disposal. 

Commissioner Padrow moved, Connnissioner Ahlborn seconded and the 
motion carried to accept the Advisory Committee's re.ccimrnendations concerning the 
appointment of the new Advisory Committee members and recommend to D.E.Q. that 
Mr. Haney be appointed to the Advisory Committee on Solid Waste Disposal. 

Variance Requests 
l _,,, 
i...._.,,, Wasteco-Tualatin ,,, 

The staff recorrrrnended in a report dated 23 June 1972 that a variance 
extension be granted to Wasteco, Inc., a national manufacturer of pollution control 
equipment, to allow the Company to test experimental control atmoSphere incinerators 
on their company property in Tualatin. Mr. Nutting reported that the Advisory 
Committee concurs with the staff recommendation. 

Commissioner Padrow moved, Cormnissioner A-hlborn seconded and the motion 
carried to grant the variance to Wasteco, Inc. until 1 July 1973, subject to the 
conditions as outlined in the staff report of 23 June 1972. 

Publishers Paper Company - Molalla 

This company has asked for an extension of the variance granted to them 
to operate a wigwam waste burner at their Molalla Division mill. In a staff report, 
dated 26 June 1972, it is recommended that this variance request be granted subject 
to certain conditions. Mr. Nutting stated the Advisory Committee concurs with the 
staff recommendation with two exceptions; one, that Publishers Paper should be 
asked to submit a progress report concerning the alternate disposal methods which 
are being investigated by the company by 31 December 1972; and two, that the 
variance period be only until 30 June 1973, 

Mr. Pete Schnell, Publishers Paper, stated his company would be glad to 
submit a report by 31 December 1972; however, they would prefer to answer specific 
questions put to them by staff rather than simply submitting an open-ended report. 
Mr. Hanson stated the staff would have no objection to this, 

Mr. Schnell commented on the state standard on wigwam waste burners. 
He stated that the state regulation allows a wigwam to be used for disposal only 
when no other method is available. He commented on the large volume of material 
being generated by mills throughout the state for which there are no means of 
disposal other than by burning. He stated that CWAPA should not ignore the request 
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of the Department of Environmental Quality to adopt the state regulations for 
\•1igwam ·waste burners. Ile stated that by not a<lopting the state regu.lati_ons, 
CWAPA i;vill deny the opera~ors of modified \vigwam burners access to the state 1 s 
tax credit program. 

Mr. Nutting pointed out that the CWAPA region was a very populated 
area compared to other areas of the state and the CWAPA region would be adversely 
affected with the particulate emissions if wigwam burners were allowed to operate 
in this region. He stressed the importance of meeting the federal ambient air 
standards by 1975. He added that the Advisory Committee feels granting a variance, 
i;vhen it is necessary) is a better route to take tha·n adopting the state 1 s special 
regulation for wigwam waste burners. Mr. Hat chard commented that he felt if CWAPA 
certified that a i;vigv1am waste burner in our region was meeting the D~EoQo i;vaste 
burner regulations that they could be considered for tax credit consideration if 
the state is. now approving \·7aste burner modifications for tax benefits. 

Corrnnissioner Padro\v moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
carried to accept the staff report and grant the variance request from Publishers 
Paper Company. Commissioner Stefani requested the staff to aid Publishers Paper 
Company in obtaining tax credit for the work done in modifying their \Vigi;vam waste 
burner in Molalla. 

Oregon Portland cem<,nt Company - Lake Oswego 

Mr. Crofoot reported that a stipulation has been signed by Erik Voldback, 
1st Vice President, Oregon Portland Cement Company which sets forth the additional 
air pollution control systems to be installed, certain practices to be discontinued 
and certain affirmative acts to improve dust control to obtain compliance with 
ambient air and emission standards. He reviei;ved briefly the actions to be taken 
by the Company as outlined in items I-IX of the proposed Order to be completed by 
1 December 1973. It is the staff recommendation that the stipulation and Order 
be adopted by the Board of Directors. 

Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
carried to adopt the stipulation and enter the Order in the matter of the Oregon 
Portland Cement Company. 

Barker Manufacturing Company - Portland 

Mr. Hanson reported that Bruce W. Roemer, Vice President, Barker Manufact
uring Company, 1100 N.E. 28th Avenue, Portland, has signed a stipulation to complete 
extensive changes in their operations to bring them into compliance with Authority 
rules. The stipulation is in two phases, the first to be. completed by 1 January 
1973 which will relocate and eliminate several cyclones and correct the paint 
overspray problems. Phase t1;vo is more complex and extensive and i;vill involve a 
new collection system and is scheduled to be completed by 1 July 1974. He added 
the staff feels this is a fine program for control of a very difficult source. 

Mr. Rick Reid of Cornell, Howland, Hayes, Merryfiel<l and Hill, the 
engineering firm retained by Barker 'tvfanufacturi11g Company, stated tl1e company 'i:.Jas 

in full agreement with the stipulated dates. 
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Commissioner Padroi;v moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
passed to approve the stipulation and enter the order in the matter of Barker 
Manufacturing Company, 

Union Carbide Company - Portland 

Mr. Hanson reported that Union carbide has applied for approval to 
produce a different type of product in furnace #4. It is not possible at this time 
to ascertain whether the furnace will be able to meet emission standards using the 
nei;v materials. They are asking to be alloi;ved to try the nei;v material. Mr, Hanson 
stated a consent and order have been prepared which basically says Union Carbide 
can start the furnace with the new material, and if an air pollution problem is 
cc·eated, they will reduce production and if additional control equipment does not 
correct the pollution problem, the operation will be shut down. This will allow 
the company to find out if this material can be used'in this type of furnace or if 
another furnace must be designed, 

Connnissioner Padroi;v moved, Commissioner Ahlborri seconded and the motion 
carried to approve the Union Carbide Consent and Order. 

Civil Penalties 

Mr. Lowe presented a status report of civil penalties, stating that 
for the period 16 June through 20 July 1972, 7 civil penalties were imposed, 
totaling $1450. A total of $910 has been collected this year thus far. He stated 
there is only one deliquent penalty at this date. 

In ansi;ver to Connnissioner Padroi;v' s inquiry, Mr. Hanson stated that Fred 
Meyer, Hollywood store has paid the first two civil penalties issued, but a third 
penalty has been issued in the amount of $400 and Fred Meyer has now retained a 
consulting engineer to develop plans and specifications to bring this incinerator 
into compliance with authority rules. Mr. Hatchard reported that there have been 
many complaints from citizens concerning emissions from this store-, and although 
Fred Meyer has been cooperative, and made many new installations and changes in 
their other installations, this store -has presented specific problems. Commissioner 
Padrow asked that a status report on Fred Meyers, Hollywood store, be presented at 
the next meeting. 

Mr. Crofoot stated that Leon A. Martin was issued a civil penalty for 
open burning. Mr. Martin has not filed a notice of appea 1 nor has he paid the 
penalty. He recommended that the Board authorize entry of a final order which 
in ten days will be put of record in the judgment docket as provided in statute. 

Commissioner Padro'l;V moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
passed to authorize entry of a final order of the civil penalty against Leon A. 
Martin. 
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Qr.~gon Implementation Plan - Permit System 

Hr. Hatchard briefly reviewed the development of the permit system by 
the three regional authorities and the Department of Environmental Quality. A 
hearing was held July 1972 on the permit system, at which time Ci~APA recommended 
several changes. One change which CWAPA felt important was to reduce the fees 
in three categories which are felt to be too high. The second change concerns 
part of the permit fee regulation which moves jurisdiction from CWAPA to the state 
agency. Mr. Hatchard stated that unless this jurisdiction change was deleted, 
CWAPA would be unable to. operate and enforce the permit fee system. He added 
that CWAPA feels this change is contrary to the intent of the Oregon Legislature 
when they passed legislation authorizing the permit system. 

Commissioners Pad row, Stefani and Ahlborn each stated that their 
Boards of Cour1ty Commissioners, i;.,1hen revie'tving their financial contributions to 
CWAPA, felt that if the state agency was taking over the control of the region<il 
agency, then their counties. should no longer contribU.te to the regional authority. 
Commissioner Padroi;v moved> Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion· carried 
to direct a letter to the Department of Environmental Quality recommending strongly 
that jurisdiction within the CWAPA region for administration of the permit fee 
system be given to CWAPA, not retained by the state agency. 

Motor Vehicle Emiss;.on Reduction Plan 

Hr. Hatchard presented a progress report on the development of the 
motor vehicle emission reduction plan. By 1 September 1972 the City of Portland 
must have approved by D.E.Q. a program to comply with the Federal ambient air 
standards by 1975. This work is underway with the City of Portland Traffic 
Engineer and Transportation Coordinator. He stated that the plan is developing 
and has real promise of meeting the requirements. 

Particulate Monitoring System 

Hr. Hatchard reported that responsibilities are assigned CWAPA in the 
state's implementation plan which require approximately $19, 000 of new sampling 
and data equipment. Because of budget problems, this money is not available.no" 
in the regular CWAPA budget. Mr. Hatcha;rd pointed out that if the permit system 
is put into operation, it may be possible for the Board to consider a supplemental 
budget and CWAPA will be able to meet these responsibilities. 

Mr. Hate.hard stated one of the pieces of equipment is a continuous 
recording device which is proposed to be located in the Lake Oswego area, He 
called the Board's attention to a letter from the West Clackamas County League of 
Women Voters urging that this equipment be purchased to aid the Authority in 
meeting the ambient air standards in the Lake Osw·ego area. 

Other Matters 

!{a~hJ:.ng_t.9._n_C.9..uE:tY. - In ans\ver to Conunissio11er Padro~1 1 s inquiry, Mr. 
Crofoot gave a status :!:'eport of the litigation T~7ith Washi11gton County concerning 
t1-1eir fi.11ancial co11tribution to CWAPA. 1-Ie stated that tl1e litigatio11 1uay contir1ue. 
for s orne time. 
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EPA Grant Award - Mr. Hatchard reported that the Environmental 
Protection Ag;n;::y-c;t-the-grant to CWAPA by $10,000 on the basis that CWAPA has 
overbudgeted in previous years. Mr. Hatchard stated CWAPA has written to EPA 
explaining why it appeared ciVAPA over-buJ.geted in previous years .J.nd stressing 
the urgency of restoring the full grant funds to CWAPA, in order that the C\vAPA 

program can be maintained. 

fW!'>,P!'>, ~ul:e~ - Mr. Hatchard called the Board's attention to copies 
of the new rules of the authority, effective 1 July 1972, which are in a new 
format, corresponding with the formats of the state agency's rules and rules of 
the other two regional authorities in the state. 

The meeting was adjourned at 11:10 a.m. 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO 

FROM 

S.UBJECT 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 

Director 

Agenda Item No. G , October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting 

Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority Variance No. 72-5 
Publisher's Paper Co., Molalla Division 

Background: 

Publisher's Paper Co. , Molalla Division, operates a modified 

wigwam wood waste burner at its Molalla sawmill. The burner has 

been operating under an existing variance from Columbia-Willamette 

Air Pollution Authority emission standards. That variance expired 

June 30, 1972. The company petitioned CWAPA for an unlimited 

extension of the variance and was granted an extension through July 30, 1973 

by CWAPA, subject to certain conditions. Pursuant to statute, the variance 

has been forwarded for Department review and Commission action. All 

materials and information necessary for Department review of the 

variance has been supplied. 

Analysis: 

Apparently there is no feasible present alternative to 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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incineration of the waste wood, bark and fine kerf sawdust from the 

Publisher's Molalla sawmill. The wigwam wood waste burner 

presently used for incineration of these materials meets the standards 

set forth in OAR, Chapter 340, Section 25-020. The variance as 

granted to Publisher's Molalla by CWAPA meets all Department 

criteria for determining necessity and adequacy of variances. How

ever, condition number 5 of the variance may not assure studies 

specific to solving the waste disposal problems at Molalla will be 

completed during the variance period. 

Director's Recommendation: 

The Director recommends CWAPA variance No. 72-5, 

granted to Publisher's Paper Co., Molalla Division, be approved 

with the following modification: Condition 5 of the variance shall be 

modified to read "After 15 May 1973 and prior to 15 June 1973, 

Publisher's Paper Co. , a Corporation, Molalla Division, shall 

submit to the Authority a written statement describing research 

and development completed on utilization, disposal or other methods 

specifically for handling present and expected wood waste from the 

Molalla mill in a manner which complies with Authority emission 

standards, including estimated implementation costs and time schedules 

for each method explored. " 
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28 July 1972 I} OpfJv·?' Or~ BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
!iii v/RDlt11 ''<~c,., 

· !Jlj. f2' "'1£trt~L. Francis J. lvancie, Chairman 
·~ . ~- IJ~ (/ fJ17 , -?!l//Jj -· City of Portland 

,l:f/ --. . lJ fi? ,,_Jfred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 

Department of Enviro=ental 
1234 S.W. Morrison Street 
Portland, Oregon 97205 

/ J4 ~ . · 1 } j l 151//)1/li" Clackamas County 
Quo.li~J~ A.1 . !}/(' · Burton C. Wilson, Jr. 

~''4[/T __ · Washington County 

· ·-. Y (; Ben Padrow 
~~ 01\;'{.b Multnomah County 

Attention: L. B. Day, Director 
i'-0.L A.J. Ahlborn 

· Columbia County 

Subject: 

Gentlemen: 

G'\IAPA Variance 72-5, Publishers 
Paper Company, Ifolalla Di vision 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

Please find enclosed, CWA.PA Variance Ho. 72-5 which we 
request be reviewed by your department and presented to the 
Environmental Quality Comrnission for their approval. 

Also enclosed, to assist in your review, are the follow
ing documents: 

a. CVJA.PA staff report, 26 June 1972 
b. Minutes of Ad_visory Co=ittee Meeting, 6 July 1972 
c. I1inutes of the Board of Directors, 21 July 1972 

Please be informed that if your agency is giving consider
ation to wigwam waste burner modifications for tax credit 
benefits, that it is the desire of the GWAPA Board of Directors 
that full consideration for such ta.x benefits be given to Publis
hers Paper Co., Molalla, Division. 

For the Program Director. 

JL: sm 
Enclo.sures - 4 

Very truly yours, 

~;<~ 
J acl\: .uov.re 
Administrative Director 

An Agency to Cont10I Air Pollu!ian through Inter-Governmental Cooperation 



COLUMBIA-IHLLA1'1ETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232 

In the matter of: 

VARIANCE TO PUBLISHERS PAPER CO., 

a Corporation, MOLALLA DIVISION 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

FINDINGS 

I 

No. 72-5 

VARIANCE INCLUDING 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

Publishers Paper Co., a Corporation, Molalla Division, operates a sa'iv1nill 

near Molalla, Oregon. The said Publishers Paper Co .. operates a modified wigwara 

waste burner in connection i·1ith the satvrnill oper3:tion for the disposal of wood 

i;vaste material i;vhich cannot be disposed of in any manner except by burning. 

II 

The said wigi;vam i;vaste burner has been modified in such a manner a,s to obtain 

lnaximum combustion efficiency in the burning process. Not'w·ithstanding the modifi-

cation, the i;vigi;vam i;qaste burner cannot be operated in compliance i;vith all the 

emission standards contai11ed in Columbia-1Villa1nette Air Pollution Authotity Rules; 

hoi:vever, the said wig'ivan1 'i\faste -burner 'can be ope-rated in compliance with the 

provisions of Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 3l>O, Section 25-020. 

CONCLUSIONS 

The requested variance should be granted pursuant to provisions of .Columbia-

Willamette Air Pollution Authority Rules, Title 23. 

ORDER 

NOW THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that a VARIANCE be granted to Publishers 

.Paper Co., a Corporation, Jvlolalla Division, to operate a wig'ivam i:vaste burner near 

·:t-Iolalla, Oregon in violation of emissiori standards contained in Rules of Columbia-

Willamette Air Pollution Authority for a period of time not beyond 30 July 1973 

subject to the follo-..:.ving conditions: 
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1. The operation of the wig1valn 'l:Vaste burner shall comply v1ith the 
provisions of Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 340, Section 
25-020; 

2. There shall be maintained in said burner, a temperature probe 
connected to a strip chart recorder o;,1hich i::vill continuously monitor 
and record the exit gas temperatures. The strip charts from said 
recorder shall clearly define times and dates of operation and be 

fonJarded to Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority each 
calendar month before tl1e 10th day of the following month. 

3. If the operation of the burner causes a significant air pollution 
problem or causes a nuisance either public or private, Publishers 
Paper Co., :t>Iolalla Division, i;vill at the request of the Colurntia
Hillamette Air Pollution Authority, install adequate air pollution 
control equipment on the buther or cease its operation. 

4. Publishers- Paper Co., a Corporation, Molalia Division, -i;vill upon 
request from the Authority, comply i:;vith Columbia-11Tillarnette Air 
Pollution Authority Rules, Chapter 5, Title 51, regulating air 
pollution emergencies. 

5. After 15 May 1973 and prior to 15 June 1973, Publishers Paper Co., 
a Corporation, Molalla Division shall submit to the Aut-~1ority, a 
~1ritten statement describi11g research and development completed on 
utilization,disposal or other methods for handling i:;vood \Vaste from 
the Molalla mill- in a manner i.;vhich complies i.;vith~Authority emi.ssion 
standards including an esti1nation of implementation costs for each 
method explored. 

6. After 1 July 1973, the Authority will review t:he operation of the 
"\Vig;;vam i:;vaste burner as related to air pollution. Based upon the 
findings of said revie\v, and the report provided for -in Paragraph 5 
hereof, this variance may be modified, revoked or extended for a 
specific period of time. 

Entered at Portland, Oregon the 21st day of July 1972. 

Certified a True Cooy 

__ \__,,-~)!;/I.~~-~ 
CJ kt-«' ' ·· ac. . _,o\,18 

Aclrr1i.nistrati ve Director 
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COlUfV1BIA-WILLAMEITE AIR POllUT!O~J AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

26 June 1972 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: Board of Directors 

FROM: R. E. Hatchard 

SUBIBCT: Variance Raquest - Publishers Paper, Molalla Division 

Gentlemen: 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman 
City of Por-t!and 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Burton C, Wilson, Jr. 
VVashington County 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
Columbia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

On 16 July 1971 the Board of Directors granted Publishers Paper, 
Molalla Division, a variance for their ••"igwam waste burner, until 30 June 1972, 
subject to certain conditions. 

On 9 June 1972 Publishers Paper requested an indefin:i,te extension 
of their variance on the condition it meets the Department of Env:ironmerrtal 
Quality rules on wigwam waste burners, 

In a report to the Authority dated 13 April 1972, Publishers 
Paper stated that all but a portion of the fine kerf sawdust, bark and 
miscellaneous wood waste is now being utilized and efforts to dispose of the re
maining residues either as agricultural products, fuel for heat recovery and 
disposal in a landfill have not proven feasible or accept.able. According to the 
report, engineering studies are still in progress to elimina:te the necessity for 
burning. 

With respect to Publishers' efforts to comply with the conditions 
set forth in the existing variance, according to staff reports, conditions No. 1, 
2, 3, 6 and 7 have been met; it has not been necessary to invoke condition No. 4; 
and condition No, 5 was rescinded in April 1972. 

Staff Recommendation 

It is the staff recommendation a variance from the Authority 
Rules be grmrted to Publishers Paper, Molalla Division, for this wigwam wasw 
burner, with the following oonditions: 

1. The operation of the wigwam waste bu:n1er shall comply with 
provisionB of Oregon Administra:tive rules, Chapter 34o, Section 25-020. 

An Agency lo Control Air Pollution through lnter-Governmenlal Cooperation 
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2. There shall be maintained in said burner a t-em;perature probe 
connected to a strip chart recorder which will continuotWly monitor and record 
ths ezit gas tempera:turea. The strip charts from said recorder shall clearly 
define times and dataa of operation and be forwarded to the Columbia-Willamette 
Air Pollution Authority each calendar month before the lOt.b. of the follow:LTlg 
month. 

3, If the operation of the burner causes a sign:i:ficrurt air 
pollution problem or causes a nuisamie ei thar public or pi·ivate, Publishers 
Paper Company, Nolalla Division, will at the request o:f thB Col1;m:lbia-Willamette 
Air Pollution Authority,· install adequate air pollution control equipment on 
the bu .. "Tlar or cease its operation. 

4. Publishers Paper upon request from the Authority will comply 
with the Authority Rules pertaining to Air Pollution Emergencies. 

5. Mter 15 May 1973 and prior to 15 June 1973, Publishers 
Paper Company, Molalla Div.Ls.ion shall submit to the Authority a written 
statement describing research and development completed on utilization, disposal 
or other methods for handling wood waste from the Molalla mill in a manner which 
complies with Authority emission standards including an estimation of implementa
tion coats for each method explored. 

6. After l July 1973, the Authority will review the operation of 
the wigwam waste burner as related to air pollution. Based upon the findings of 
said review, the variance may be modified, revoked or extended for a specific 
period. 

RespectfUlly submitted, 

:/!,i~~ 
R. E. Hatchard 

REH:jl 
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Present! 

COLUMBIA-WILLPJ;IET'l'E AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY 
1010 NE Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEEI'Il'IG 
3:00 p.m., Thursday, 6 July 1972 

Audi toriuro, Portland Water Service l3ldg. 

Advisory Committee: Darrel Johnson, Chairman 
Walter Nutting, Vice-Chairman 
John Donnelly, M. D. 

Staff: 

Others: 

Minutes 

Anthony Federici 
F'ri tz Fleischer 
Walter Goss, M. D. 
Thomas L. Meador, M. D. 
Nancy Rushmer 
Hollister M. Stal te, J.l. D. 
Carleton Whitehead 

Wayne Hanson, Deputy Program Director 

Harold Ruecker, Mayor of Hillsboro 
Joel Rubey, Environmental Studies Manager, Port of Portland 
Roy Ruel, Chief Engineer, Publishers Paper Company 

The meeting was called to order and the minutes of the 4 May 1972 
meeting approved as recorded, 

Open Burning in Was_hi~ton_County 

Harold Ruecker, Mayor of Hillsboro, stated he had asked to appear 
before the Advisory Committee to speak about the burning periods now allowed. He 
pointed out that the citizens of Hillsboro feel they have a different problem in the 
more rural atmosphere; for example, agricultural burning is allowed and can be occurring 
beside a piece of property which is not an agricultural operation and burning is not 
allowed. He stated he· was also concerned about roadside dumping which goes on 
because open burning is not allowed, and that the Washington County Commissioners have 
failed to act on finding a solid waste disposal site in Washington County. Mayor 
Ruecker suggested an interim solution to this problem might be more frequent periods 
for burning throughout the year. 

Charles Haney, Chairman of the Sub-committee on Open Burning and 
c>olid Waste Disposal, stated his group had met and considered the staff report, dated 
15 June 1972, which reviewed the spring burning period. Ai'ter discussion the sub
committee concluded that there was no need for additional puolic hearings. Mr. Haney 
stated his sub-committee would be happy to meet with Mayor Ruecker to study the facts 
and detennine if problems exist in Hillsboro which are different from those brought 
out at the public hearing held last year. 
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Mr. Hutting pointed out that Clackamas County had the sa~e sort 
of problems as enumerated by Mayor Ruecker c,ncerning Hillsboro. He added that his 
cow1ty has several privately operated landfill sites receiving other than garbage 
which operate well and are approved by the '3tate agency. 

Mr. Haney added that until the citizens of" Washington County 
bring enough pressure on the Hashington County Lloard of Commissioners, a dump site in 
Washington County will not be established. 

Mr. Nutting added that he did not feel the Advisory Committee 
should consider any relaxation of the burning restrictions for the City of Hillsboro. 
TP.is would not be fair unless it were done for the entire four-county area and this 
would be a large step backwards. 

After considerable further discussion, it was agreed that Mayor 
Ruecker would arrange a meeting with the Washington County Board of Commissioners to 
urge that action be taken to develop csolid waste disposal sites in Washington County. 
The sub-committee members would attend this meeting, and also Mr. Haney suggested 
Commissioners Ivancie and Stefani may be interested in meeting with the Washington 
County Connnissioners. 

Mr. Joel Rubey, Environmental Studies Manager of .the Port of 
Portland, presented a preview of the progress made by the Port of Portland towards 
completing an environmental impact statement concerning the airport expansion. 

He stated the reason for the environmental impact statement was 
to assure the public that all aspects of environmental impact caused by the airport 
expansion project have received complete and impartial analysis. He corrnnented 
briefly on the purpose of the Citizens Steering Committee, the Citizens Resources 
Panel and the three university teams setup to aid the investigation and oversee the 
airport expansion project. 'l'he natural resources impact, the pollution impact and 
the socio-economic impact have been thoroughly investigated. He stated the major 
impacts caused by the airport expansion Will be the hydrology of the Columbia River 
because of the quite large dredge and fill operation, reduction in noise exposure to 
a great humber of people and an enlargement of the recreational capability of the 
riYer. Mr. Rubey commented on the arguments concerning what the effect of removing 
Sand Island. will have on the erosion of the north shore of the river. 

Concerning air pollution, Mr. Rubey reported that Dr. R. W. 
Boubel of Oregon State University, in his study, considered emission sources, types 
and quantities from the various types of aircraft, land vehicles, construction 
equipment and surface facilities such as heating and air conditioning systems. He 
investigated primary and secondary effects, cumulative and long range effect,s and 
possible adverse effects of emissions. He concluded the level of airport emissions 
will not exceed established standards with one possible exception; this exception 
could occur north of the aiyport entrance where a combination of high ground vehicular 
emissions, and high aircra.ft emissions could exceed established standards if strong 
inversion conditions prevail. Dr. Boubel suggested the cha.YJ,llBS of these events occurr
ing simultaneously are very remote. 

( ~.r. Rubey commented that the impact which he feels is .most 
disturbing is that it has been estimated that in 1990 the vehicle grom1d transporta~ 
tion demand will exceed the capacity of the present and proposed roadway network 
by 7 times. That's ,just airport traffic. Some form of mass transportation to and 
from the airport will have to be developed. He commented briefly on some of the 
studies done concerning mass transportation systems for the airport traffic. 
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Mr. Rubey answered further questions and Chairman Johnson thanked 
·him for his interesting presentation. 

Wayne Hanson reviewed the staff report dated 26 June 1972, copies 
of which had been distributed to the Committee, concerning the request by Publishers 
Paper Company for an extension of their existing variance. He pointed out that the 
wigwam waste burner in Molalla does meet the DEQ standards, and the staff is 
recommending that the variance extension be granted under specific conditions. 
Mr. Hanson reviewed these specific conditions as listed in the 26 June 1972 staff 
report. 

Carleton Whitehead stated that the variance sub-committee had met 
and considered a number of items, one of which was the Oregon Department of Environ
mental Quality's desire to have a special regulation for wigwam waste burners, and 
CWAFA's continuing policy that wigwam waste burners should be regulated along with 
other sources of particulate emisnion. After discussion, Mr. Whitehead moved, 
Mr. Nutting seconded and the motion carried to recommend to the Board of Directors 
that they reaffirm the existing policy on particulate emissions, applying the same 
standards to all sources of pollution, with the option of providing a variance for a 
specific period of time and subject to specific conditions, when a special circum
stance warrants this action. 

After discussion of the Publishers Paper variance extension 
request, Mr. Federici moved, Dr. Donnelly seconded and the motion carried to recommend 
to the Board of Directors they adopt the staff recommendation and grant this 
variance extension, with two excptions; one, that the variance extension time be 
until 30 June 1973 and two, that Publishers Paper submit a report concerning the 
alternate disposal methods which are being investigated to the Authority by 

31 December 1972. 

Mr. Roy Ruel, Chief Engineer, Publishers Paper, stated he felt 
his company would have no objections to the conditions of the variance and the 
submission of a progress report by 31 December 1972. 

-~--·----

Mr. Hanson reported that Wasteco, Inc., a national manufacturer 
of pollution control equipment in ~'ualatin, has asked for a renewal of their 
variance to allow them to continue to operate and test experimental control atmos
here incinerators on their company property. Subject to certain conditions as 
outlined in the staff report of 23 June 1972, it is the staff recommendation the 
variance request be granted. 
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After discussion, Mr. Nutting moved, Mr. Federici seconded and 
motion carried to recommend to the Board that the staff recommendation be adopted 
the variance granted to Wasteco for a period ending 1 July 1973· 

Mr. Whitehead stated that the Department of Environmental Quality 
has reduced the period of the Beaver Lumber Company variance to 31 December 1972, the 
date that their improvements in burner operation are to be completed. The variance 
sub-committee considers this an unjustifiably short period of time for this variance 
and is prepared to recommend approval of another variance after progress has been 
made on the installation of their burner equipment. No action is required now, but 
an application is anticipated this fall. 

Mr. Hanson reported that Beaver Lumber Company is not hippy with 
the DEQ. action. He added that he visited Beaver Lumber Company and assured them 
the Advisory Committee and staff would look upon a request for a variance extension 
favorably. Mr. Hanson stated the staff feels that a variance in this special 
condition is a much better route to take in our region than changing the rules on 
wigwam waste burners as the state agency has done. 

Mr. Whitehead reported that the subcommittee recommends the 
Advisory Committee recommend to the Board of Directors that the matter of Cec!arwood 
Timber Company be taken off the table and action be taken adopting the stipulation 
signed by Mr. Eddie Miller of Cedarwood Timber. After discussion, Mr. Federici moved, 
Mr. Nutting seconded and the motion carried to reaffirm the Advisory Committee 
recommendation of 4 May to the Board of Directors which recommends the Board adopt 
the stipulated order signed by Mr. Eddie Miller. 

Other Matters 

Mr. Fritz Fleischer stated that due to the closing of the Shell 
Chemical Plant in St. Helens and his relocation in California, it is necessary for 
him to resign from the Advisory Cammi ttee. Dr. Goss moved, Mr. Federici seconded 
a..~d a resolution was passed extending appreciation to Mr. Fleischer for his years of 
dedicated service on the Committee and wishing him well on his new venture. 

Mr. Federici· suggested that·Mr. Charles Haney, Chairman of the 
Sub-committee on Open Burning and Solid Waste be suggested by the Board of Directors 
for membership on the Department of Environmental Quality's Advisory Committee on 
Solid Haste Disposal. Mr. Federici moved, Mr. Nutting seconded and the motion passed 
to recommend to the Board that they urge the Director of DEQ. to appoint Mr. Haney 
to his committee. 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m. 

-4-



Present: 

COLUNBIA-WILlAMllTTE AIR POLLUTION AUTllORitY 
1010 N.E. Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING 
9:30 a.m., Friday, 21 July 1972 

Auditorium, Portland Water Service Bldg. 

Board of Directors: Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
A, J, Ahlborn 

Staff: 

Others: 

Minutes 

Ben Padrow 

R. E. Hatchard, Program Direct~or 
Wayne Hanson, Deputy Program Director 
Jack Lo\ve, Administrative Director 
Emory Crofoot, General Counsel 

Walter Nutting, Vice Chairman, Advisory Committee 
Peter Schnell, Publishers Paper Company 
Nancy Stevens, Coalition for Clean Air 
Rick Reid, CH2M/Hill 

p,,...~ 

:Ji .. 3 

The meeting was called to order by Vice-Chairman Stefani and the 
minutes of the 16 June 1972 meeting were approved as recorded. 

Advisory Committee Report 

Mr. Nutting reported on the Advisory Committee meeting held 6 July; 
copies of thro minutes of this meeting had been distributed to the Board members. 
He stated that the Advisory Committee adopted a statement recommended by tlte Sub
Cmnmittee on Variances. The statement is as follows: "The Advisory Board notes 
with concern what appears to be an attempt to persuade CWAPA to change the parti~ 
culate emission standaids to" provide a special less rigorous sta11dard for i;vigwarn 
burners. Any such policy change is considered both unnecessai::y and destructive of 
the air quality in this region. Therefore, the Advisory Board recommends to the 
Board of Directors of CWAPA that they reaffirm the existing policy on particulate 
emissions, applying the same standards to all sources of pollution, with the option 
of providing a variance for a specific period of time and subject to specific 
conditions, ivhen a special circumstance warrants this action. 11 

Mr. Nutting stated the Advisory Committee considered the variance requests 
of Publishers Paper Company and Wasteco, and the Beaver Lumber Company's variance 
which the Department of Environmental Quality had reduced in time to terminate 
31 December 1972. Concerning Beaver Lumbe.r Company, Mr. Nutting reported that the 
Advisory Connnittee decided, after discussion, they 'l;Vould look upon a variance 
extension request from Beaver Lumber Company favorably after 31 December 1972. 



Mr. Nutting also reported that the Advisory Committee recommends to the Board 
that the Board of Directors adopt the stipulation signed by Mr. Eddie Miller, 
owner of Cedarwood Timber Company, concerning the operation of his wigwam waste 
burner. This matter had been tabled at a previous meeting by the Board of Directors. 

Mr. Nutting reported that the Advisory Committee recommended the 
following persons to fill the three General Public vacancies on the Advisory 
Committee: Mrs. Betty Merten, Mr. A. McKay Rich and Mr. Kenneth Klarquist, Mrs. 
Melissa Shupping, with a fourth person recommended in the event one of the first 
three cannot serve. The Advisory Committee also recommended that Mr. Charles 
Haney be appointed to the Department of Environmental Quality's Advisory Committee 
on Solid Waste Disposal. 

Commissioner Padrow moved, Cormnission~r Ahlborn seconded a~d the 
motion carried to accept t'he Advisory Committee 1 s reconnnendations concerning the 
appointment of the new Advisory Committee members and_ recommend to D.E.Q. that 
Mr. Haney he appointed to the Advisory Committee on Solid Waste Disposal. 

Variance Requests 

Wasteco-Tualatin 

The staff recommended iD a report dated 23 June 1972 that a variance 
extension be granted to Wasteco, Inc., a national manufacturer of pollution control 
equipment, to allow the Company to test experimental control atmosphere incinerators 
on their company property in Tualatin. Mr. Nutting reported that the Advisory 
Committee concurs with t-he staff recommendation. 

Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
/ carried to grant the variance to Wasteco, Inc. until 1 July 1973, subject to the 

conditions as outlined in the staff report of 23 June 1972. 
,;_,.,.,,,,_,.,,,,~~ 

, · Publishers Paper Company - Molalla ':;!. - - -
This company has asked for an extension of the variance granted to them 

to operate a wigwam waste burner at their Molalla Division mill. In a staff report, 
dated 26 June 1972, it is recommended that this variance request be granted subject 
to certain conditions._ Mr. Nutting stated the Advisory Committee concurs with the 
staff recommendation with two exceptions; one, that Publishers Paper should be 
asked to submit a progress report concerning the alternate disposal methods which 
are being investigated by the company by 31 December 1972; and two, that the 
variance period be only until 30 June 1973. 

Mr. Pete Schnell, Publishers Paper, stated his company would be glad to 
submit a report by 31 December 1972; however, they would prefer to answer specific 
questions put to them by staff rather than simply submitting an open-ended report. 
Mr. Hanson stated the staff would have no objection to this. 

Mr. Schnell commented on the state standard on 11vig-.;;vam waste burners. 
He stated that the state regulation allows a wigwam to be used for disposal only 
v1hen no other method is available. He conunented on the large volume. of material 
being generated by mills throughout the state for which there are no means of 
disposal other than by burning. 1Ic stated that CWAPA sl1ould 11ot ignore the request 
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of the Department 0£ Environmcnt.:il Quality to .:idopt tl1l:: state regulatlons fot~ 

~vigi;Jam waste burners. nc stated that by not adopting the .state rcgu.Luti.011s, 
CWAPA will deny the operators o[ modified wigwam burners access to tbe stute 1 s 
tax credit program. 

Mr. Nutting pointed out that the CWAPA region was a very populated 
area compared to other areas of the state and the CWAPA region would be adversely 
affected with the particulate emissions. if wigwam burners were allowed to operate 
in this region. He stressed the importance of meeting the federal ambient air 
standards by 1975. He added that the Advisory Committee feels granting a variance, 
when it is necessary, is a better route to take than adopting the state's special 
regulation for wigwam waste burners. Mr. Hatchard commented that he felt if CWAPA 
certified that a wigwam waste burner in our region was meeting the D.E.Q. waste 
burner regulations that they could be considered for tax credit consideration if 
t-he state is now approving -i;-vaste burner modifications for- tax bene-fi ts. 

Commissioner Padro;;v moved·, Corrunissi-Oner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
carried to accept the staff report and grant the variance request from Publishers 
Paper Company. Commissioner Stefani requested the staff to aid Publishers Paper 
Company in obtaining tax credit for the work done in modifying their wigwam waste 
burner in Molalla. 

Oregon Portland Cement Company - Lake Oswego 

Mr. Crofoot reported that a stipulation has been signed by Erik Voldback, 
1st Vice President, Oregon Portland Cement Company which sets forth the additional 
air pollution control systems to be installed, certain practices to be discontinued 

· and certain affirmative acts to improve dust control to obtain compliance with 
ambient air and emission standards. He reviei;ved briefly the actions to be taken 
by the Company as outlined in items I-IX of the proposed Order to be completed by 
1 December 1973. It is the staff recommendation that the stipulation and Order 
be adopted by the Board of Directors. 

Commissioner Pad row moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
carried to adopt the stipulation and enter the Order in the matter of the Oregon 
Portland Cement Company. 

Barker Manufacturing Company - Portland 

Mr. Hanson reported that Bruce W. Roemer, Vice President, Barker Manufact
uring Company, 1100 N.E. 28th Avenue, Portland, has signed a stipulation to complete 
extensive changes in their operations to bring them into comp.liance with Authority 
rules. The stipulation is in two phases, the first to be completed by 1 January 
1973 which will relocate and eliminate several cyclones and correct the paint 
overspray problems. Phase ti;vo is more complex and extensive and will involve a 
new collection system and is scheduled to be completed by 1 July 197L;. He added 
the staff feels this is a fine program for control of a very difficult source, 

Mr. Rick Reid of Cornell, Howland, Hayes, Nerryfield and Hill, the 
engineering firm retained by Barker Manufacturing Company, stated the company was 
in full agreement with the stipulated dates. 
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Commissioner Pad row mOved, Connnissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
passed to approve the stipulation and enter the order in the matter of Barker 
Manufacturing Company. 

Union Carbide Company - Portland 

Mr. Hanson reported that Union Carbide has applied for approval to 
produce a different type of product in furnace ifa4. It is not possible at this time 
to ascertain whether the furnace will be able to meet emission standards using the 
new materials. They are asking to be allowed to try the new material. Mr. Hanson 
stated a consent and order have been prepared which basically says Union Carbide 
can start the furnace 'tVith the ne"tv material, and if an air pollution problem is 
created, they will reduce production and if additiona 1 control equip1mmt does not 
correct the pollution problem, the operation will be shut down. This will allow 
the company to find out if this material can be used in this type of furnace or if 
another furnace must be designed, ~ 

Commissioner Padro-i;v moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
carried to approve the Union Carbide Consent and Order. 

Civil Penalties 

Mr. Lowe presented a status report of civil penalties, stating that 
for the period 16 June through 20 July 1972, 7 civil penalties were imposed, 
totaling $1450. A total of $910 has been collected this year thus far. He stated 
there is only one deliquent penalty at this date. 

In answer ta Commissioner Pad row's inquiry, Mr. Hanson stated that Fred 
Meyer, Hollywood store has paid the first two civil penalties issued, but a third 
penalty has been issued in the amount of $400 and Fred Meyer has now retained a 
consulting engineer to develop plans and specifications to bring this incinerator 
into compliance with authority rules. Mr. Hatchard reported that there have been 
many coinplaints from citizens concernir1g emissions from this store, and although 
Fred Meyer has been cooperative, and made many new installations and changes in 
their other installations, this store has presented specific problems. Commissioner 
Padrow asked that a status report on Fred Meyers, Hollywood store, be presented at 
the next meeting. 

Mr, Crofoot stated that Leon A. Martin was issued a civil penalty for 
open burning. Mr. Martin has not filed a notice of appeal nor has he paid the 
penalty. He recommended that the Board authorize entry of a final order which 
in ten days will be put of record in the judgment docket as provided in statute. 

Commissioner Padro;;.;r moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion 
passed to authorize entry of a final order of the civil penalty against Leon A. 
Martin. 
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Oregon Implementation Plan - Permit 5ystem 

Mr. Hatchard briefly reviewed the development of the permit system by 
the three regional authorities and the Department of Environmental Quality. A 
hearing was held July 1972 on the permit system, at which time CWAPA recommended 
several changes. One change which CWAPA felt important was to reduce the fees 
in three categories which are felt to be too high. The second change concerns 
part of the permit fee regulation which moves jurisdiction from CWAPA to the state 
agency. Mr, Hatchar.d stated that unless this jurisdiction change was deleted, 
CWAPA would be unable to operate and enforce the permit fee system. He added 
that CWAPA feels this change is contrary to the intent of the Oregon Legislature 
when they passed legislation authorizing the permit system. 

Connnissioners Pad row, Stefani and Ahlborn each stated that their 
Board-s- of -county· Commissioners, when reviewing their financial contributions to 
CWAPA, felt that if the state agency was taking over the control of the regional 
agency, then their counties should rio longer contribute to the regional authority. 
Conunissioner Padro"\v moved, Corrunissioner A'hlborn seconded and the motion carried 
to direct a letter to the Department of Environmental Quality recommending strongly 
that jurisdiction within the CWAPA region for administration of the permit fee 
system be given to CWAPA, not retained by the state agency. 

Motor Vehicle Emission Reduction Plan 

Mr. Hatchard presented a progress report on the development of the 
motor vehicle emission reduction plan. By 1 September 1972 the City of Portland 
must have approved by D.E.Q, a program to comply with the Federal ambient air 
standards by 1975. This work is underway with the City of Portland Traffic 
Engineer and Transportation Coordinator. He stated that the plan is developing 
and has real promise of meeting the requirements. 

Particulate Monitoring System 

Mr, Hatchard reported that responsibilities are assigned CWAPA in the 
s.tate' s implementation plan which require approximately $19,000 of new sampling 
and data equipment. Because of budget problems, this money is not available now 
in the regular CWAPA budget. Mr. Hatchard pointed out that if the permit .system 
is put into operation; ~t may be possible for the Board to consider a supplemental 
budget and CWAPA will be able to meet these responsibilities. 

Mr. Hatchard stated one of the pieces of equipment is a continuous 
recording device which is proposed to be located in the Lake Oswego area. He 
called the Board's attention to a letter from the West Clackamas County League of 
Women Voters urging that this equipment be purchased to aid the Authority in 
meeting the ambient air standards in the Lake Oswego area. 

Other Matters 

H,a~h2:_n_&tE_n_C£UE;tY. - In ansi;ver to Commissioner Pad row's inquiry, Mr. 
Crofoot gave a status report of the litigation with Washington County concerning 
their financial contribution to CWAPA. He stated that the litigation may continue 
for some time. 
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EPA Grant Award - Mr. Hat chard reported that the Environmental 
Protection Agen~y-c~t-the-grant to CWAPA by $10,000 on the basis that CWAPA has 
overbudgeted in previous years. Mr. Hatch'1rd stated CWAPA has written to EPA 
explaining why it appeared CWAPA over-budgeted in previous ye..:irs and stressing 
the urgency of restoring the full grant funds to CWAPA, in onlcr that the ChlAPi\ 
program can be maintained. 

CWAPA Rules - Mr. Hatchard called the Board's attention to copies 
of the new rules of-the authority, effective 1 July 1972, which are in a new 
format, corresponding with the formats of the state agency's rules and rules of 
the other two regional authorities in the state. 

The meeting was adjourned at 11: 10 a,m. · 
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TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

L. 8. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHILUPS 
Chairman, McMinnville 

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S. WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M, COGAN 
Portland 

OEQ.T 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION 

FROM: Director 

SUBJECT: Agenda Item G c, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Columbia-Willamette Variance to J. C. Compton Paving Co. 
at Alder Creek 

Background: 

On September 20, 1972, J. C. Compton Co. requested a variance 

through October 20 from Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority from 

emission standards and notice of construction requirements, in order to 

allow the addition of a dry drum at the company's Alder Creek site. The 

request was made in order to increase the capacity of the portable asphaltic 

paving plant at the site to complete work on the Alder Creek-Wildwood section 

of the Mt. Hood Highway before winter weather sets in. The construction 

zone frequently crosses the existing roadway, and the disruption of traffic 

and consequent hazard during poor weather are of concern to both Compton 

Co. and CWAPA. Compton Co. stated in the variance request their willingness 

to cease operation of the drum if CW APA so requests. 

A telephone vote on the matter was conducted on September 21 

by the CW APA Board of Directors, and the request was approved, with 

formal action to take place at the Directors' regular meeting on October 20. 

TELEPHONE1 (503) 229-.5696 
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The variance as approved has been forwarded for Department 

review and Commission action. 

Analysis: 

Operation of the dry drum and associated conveyers may exceed 

CWAPA emission standards, and CWAPA requirements for Notices of 

Construction and concomitant plan review cannot be met in such a short 

time. The relatively remote site of the plant minimizes the possibility 

its emissions would cause a nuisance. 

The variance as approved is adequately conditioned to protect 

the public health and welfare. 

Director's Recommendation: 

The Director recommends the CWAPA variance to J. C, Compton 

Co. paving plant at Alder Creek be approved as submitted. 
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,' (''l PllONI'.: 472~415'> 
AIU/\ (ODE SiU 

P.O. BOX 36 McMINNVILLE, OREGON 97123 

September 20, l972 

l1Ir. \'Jayn~~ Ifansen 
Co1urnbia·~li.JillaLlcttP- l\.ir-Po11ution J\.u.t.l1or=Lty 
1010 NE Couch Strcoet 
Portlo.r1d, Oregon 97232 

Dear JIIr. P.ansen: 

We would like to request a variance of notice of construction a.nd 
emission standards at our pCtving site on the Alder Creek to Wildwood 
section of the Ht. Hood h.ighl,ray. 

Our request is to be a1lmved ·to set up the dry ctrum that goes with 
our Stanclctrd J1J.a11t 2.ncl 11se the bu.r11er 011l~y 011 t~1is d.r111;1. Tl1is vrould 
allo1i us to prc.·~hoa:L the rocl\: ;::;o thzi.t 1·1e ca,n increase 011r produ.ction 
in the Pioneer pavir1g pla11t. It is of the 1rt.n1ost :i_;npo:rtance tha,t 1ve 
complete this job bcofore t11e we,J.ther gets too't bad so Uw.t the road 
will be open for the winter traffic. 

It is our reC]uest that this variance be granted until the 20th of 
October~ an~ if for n11;,r reason t.:.1at Ol1r ernissions fro1n this })re-drying 
drura are greater tl1::in ;)rour e:;.:;-poctatior1B ,~nd yotl 1,rir-5:.1 - to cease 
operation of t~1e drrer:., vie 14iJ_l at your recp1ost. 

You1~ 1Jnderst211.d:i_n.g and coo:pe:ration or1 t~rLG r·roject has been 
mt1ch a1)preciated. 

Sincerely, 

JGC :,sb 

,. 
> ,.,., 

from: 



COlUIVH3iA-'i\Hllt\METIE AHl POllUT!O~l AUTMORITV 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

25 September 1972 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman 
' City of Portland 

Fred Stefani, Vice"Chairn1:1n 
Clackamas County 

J. C. Compton Co~pany 
P.O. Box 86 

Burton C. Wilson, Jr. 
Washington County 

Ben Padrow 
McMinnville, Oregon 9712.8 Multnornah County 

Atte11tion: John c. Compton, President 
A.J. Ahlborn 

Colun1bia County 

Richard E. Hatchard 
Program Director 

Gentlemen: 

T'his is to confirm receipt of your variance request elated 
20 September 1972 concerning the installation of a dry drum at your 
asphalt plant at Alder Creek and to confir1n our telepl1one. co11versation 
of 21 September 1972. 

Your varia.11ce request 1vas revie1ved and approved by telephone 1vitl1 
our Board of Directors on 21 September 1972 with the following conditions: 

1. Th<o variance is to terminate 20 October 1972; 

2. The J.C. Compton Co. will cease or limit· operation of 
the pre-drying clru1n and associated conveyor belt system 
upon noti£icatior1 from the Authority staff such action 
is necessary for the protection of public health or welfare. 

Your variance requ:est and, our Authority staff report has been forwarded 
to the Department of Environmental Quality for their consideration and will 
be presented to our Advisory co1nmittee for inforn1ational purposes on 5 
October 1972 and for formal adoption to our Board of Directors on 20 October 
1972. 

Very truly yours, 

~~~~ 
Wayne Hanson 
Deputy Program Director 

WH:sm 

An Agency !o Control Air Pollution lhrnugh lnfcr-Govommcnto/ Cooperation 



COlUMBIA-V\JillJJ.fVlETTE AIR POl.lUTIOi\I AUTHORITY 
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176 

22 September 1972 

Department of Environmental Quality 
12)~ S.~. ~Orrison 
Portland, Oregon 97232 

Attention: Harold Patterson, Director 
Air c;uality Control Division 

Gentlemen: 

BOARD OF DI RECTORS 

Francis J, lvancie, Chairman 
City of Portland 

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman 
Clackamas County 

Burton C. Wilson, Jr, 
Washington County 

Ben Padrow 
Multnomah County 

A.J. Ahlborn 
ColumDia County 

Richard E, Hatch a rd 
Program Director 

As discussed with your staff enclosed is the vari.ance request 
and staff report for the J. c. Compton Co, 

On the 21 September 1972 approval was granted by our Board of 
Directors (telephone v-ote) for the v-ariance request as per the 
staff recommendations. The v-ariance request and staff report will 
be presented to our Advisory Committee for informational purposes 
on 5 October 1972 and to our Board of Directors on 20 October 1972 
for formal adoption. 

HEH:whj 

Very truly yours, 

J/Jt l_.-:f(J -;?'--/ ' 
It>(,; ,l/fa?l;;/.,,, __ // 
R. E:. Hatchard 
Program Director 

An Agency lo Control Air Pollution 111rough Inter-Governmental Cooperation 
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TOM McCALL 
GOVERNOR 

L, B. DAY 
Director 

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 
COMMISSION 

B. A. McPHllllPS 
Chairman, McMlnnville 

EDWARD C, HARMS, JR. 
Springfield 

STORRS S. WATERMAN 
Portland 

GEORGE A. McMATH 
Portland 

ARNOLD M. c;OGAN 
Portland 

DEQ-1 

DEPARTMENT OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. • 1234 S.W. MORRISON ST. • PORTLAND, OREGON 97205 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

Environmental Quality Commission 

Director 

SUBJECT: Agenda Item H, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting 

Statewide Solid Waste Management Action Plan: Status Report 

BACKGROUND 

On April 21, 1972, the EQC approved a proposal to develop a 
statewide solid waste management implementation plan based on individual 
regional plans to be prepared for each of the 14 State Administrative 
Districts. The actual planning is to be done by the local government 
units best prepared to carry forth the planning at this time and DEQ 
will provide planning grants from the Pollution Control Bond Fund to 
finance each regional effort. 

In May the proposed planning concept was presented to 
representatives of state administrative district Councils of Governments 
and to the State Solid Waste Management Citizens' Advisory Committee 
(CAC). The CAC officially endorsed the planning concept and staffing 
budget on May 16, 1972 and recommended that the Director present it 
to the Emergency Board for approval. 

At its regular meeting on May 26, 1972 the Emergency Board 
approved the proposed planning concept and a $58,942 budget to add three 
DEQ staff positions and support services, including approved expenses of 
the CAC. 
PRESENT STATUS 

The Department has developed a proposed detailed planning task 
program for each of thirteen Solid Waste Management Regions of the 
state and presented it to those regions in a series of individual county 

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696 
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and regional meetings. County and regional representatives were asked 
to use the proposed task programs as a basis for developing their own 
request for planning funds to enable interim and long range planning 
for implementation of improved solid waste management systems which 
maximize recycling, resource recovery and reutilization. 

These requests were due to be submitted to the Department by 

October l, 1972 and to contain the following: 
1. Determination of whether the actual plan development will 

be done by: 
(a) County Planning staff, assisted by sanitarian and 

public works staff, 
(b) Regional planning staff (COG), 
(c) DEQ Solid Waste Management planning staff, including 

consultants from other appropriate state agencies, 
(d) Private consultant, or 
(e) A combination of the above. 

2. Determination of who will implement the plan and the 
relationship between planning and implementing authorities. 

3. Determination of an adequate, itemized amount of funds to 
finance this planning, including consideration for available 
county and federal funds, and request financing from the 
state (DEQ) of the balance needed for this planning program. 

4. Written concurrence with the task program and agreement to 
pursue it, including designation of items l , · 2 and 3 · 
above to DEQ. 

The CAC has appointed five subcommittees assigned to study 
particular aspects of the solid waste management problem. These include 
Short Range Needs, Long Range Needs, Public Relations and Acceptance, 
Special Wastes, and Research and Development. On September 28 and 29, 
1972 the Short and Long Range Needs Subcommittees of the Citizens' 
Advisory Comnittee began a. joint review of the individual planning 
proposals and funding requests by local government,with DEQ staff 
assistance. For those few counties not heard from by October 1, 1972, 
the Department is estimating the planning requirements and costs. At 
this time the estimated statewide interim planning fund request from 
state bonds is expected to be about $1 ,000,000. 
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SCHEDULE 
The following work schedule and target dates for the Department 

and CAC has been established to secure funding of the statewide planning 
program before the 1973 Legislative session: 
By October 9, 1972 

The CAC Subcommittees, assisted by Department staff, should 
complete review, modification and approval of all local planning fund 
requests and assemble them as 13 regional proposals within a statewide 
action plan proposal. 
By October 23, 1972 

The full CAC should complete the review and approval of the 
Subcommittees recommended draft of the statewide action plan proposal. 
By November 3, 1972 

The Executive Committee of the CAC should present the final 
draft of the statewide action plan proposal to the Department Director. 
By November 17, 1972 

The final CAC draft of the plan proposal with the Director's 
recommendation should be forwarded to the State Emergency Board. 
On December 7 and 8, 1972 

The request for funding of statewide solid waste planning 
should appear on the agenda of the State Emergency Board. 
By January 1, 1973 

Assuming E Board approval of funds, the Department should 
give final review to applications for planning funds, make final 
agreements with local governments and allocate funds to local government 
for completion of interim planning by July l, 1973. 

During the planning period, solid waste disposal permits will 
be written for all existing disposal sites to support the consolidation 
and upgrading of each region's disposal system within the context of 
the developing regional plan. All disposal sites must be in compliance 
with Department rules and regulations or on a compliance schedule by 
July 1, 1973, coincident with the completion of interim nning. 

EAS:mm 
9/26/72 
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To: Environmental Quality Commission 
From: Director 
Subject: Agenda Item No. I, October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting 

Tax Credit Applications 

Attached are review reports on 7 Tax Credit Applications. 
These applications and the recommendations of the Director are 

summarized on the attached table. 
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Applicant 

Little River Box Co.,Glide 
Willamette Industries, Inc. -

(Duraflake), Albany 
Weyerhaeuser Co. -

Wood Products Manuf.,N.Bend 
Weyerhaeuser Co. -

Wood Products Manuf.,N.Bend 
Weyerhaeuser Co. -

Wood Products Manuf.,N.Bend 
3-G Lumber Co. -

Wren Division, Philomath 

Herbert Malarkey Roofing Co., 
Portland 

HLS :ak 

September 26, 1972 

Appl. 
No. 

Facility 

TAX CREDIT APPLICATIONS 

T-243 Wigwam burner modification 

T-360 Dust Collectors 

T-362 Wood Dust Radar Filter Unit 

Claimed 
Cost 

$ 11,825.00 

138,975.69 

24,006.00 

T-363 Piping to the sanderdust collector 3,204.00 

T-364 Wood Hog System 167,042.00 

T-367 Wood trim & sawdust processing & 
handling system to eliminate 
wigwam burner 

T-375 Asphalt fume collection & 
incinerating system 

110,640.04 

114 ,880. 60 

% Allocable to 
Po 11 . Contra l 

80% or more 

80% or more 

80% or more 

80% or more 

80% or more 

80% or more 

80% or more 

Director's 
Recommendation 

Issue 

Issue 

Issue 

Issue 

Issue 

Issue 

Issue 



J!:e.pncant 

State of Oregon 
DEPAR:rMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIE\,! REPORT 

Little River Box Company 
P. O. Box 88 
Glide, OH 97433 

The applicant operates a sawmill at Glide, Oregon. 

'l'his application was received August 27, 1971. 

Description of Claimed Facilit;y: 

Appl T'--~2-"i+ 3"--

pa;te_ 8/18/72 

The facility claimed in this application is described as a 
modification of a wigwam waste burner and consi.sts of the following: 

July, 1971. 

1. Top Damper 
2. Under-fire an.d Over-fire air systems 
3. Ignition system 
If. Temperature recording system 
5. Automatic control system 

The claimed facility was completed and put into service in 

Certification must be made under the 1969 act because construction 
was not started until June 1, 1971, and the perc.entage claimed for pollution 
control is 100",b. 

Facility Costs tin,825.00 (Cost verification was provided. l 

Evaluation of Application 

This facility was installed in accordance with an approved 
compliance program and approved plans and specifications. 

The completed modified wigwam waste burner was demonstrated 
to the Department as being capable of continuous operation :Ln compliance with 
OAR, Chapter 340, Section 25-::020. 

This modification to the wigwam waste burner has reduced 
emissions of particulate matter by an estimated 78 tons/year and CO emissions 
by 187 tons/year. 

Conclusions 

This facility does operate satisfactorily and did reduce 
emissions of particulate matter and CO by ax1 estimated 265 ·i;ons/year. 

Directors Recommendation 

beru"illg the co.sts 
po.uut1on control 

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate 
of $11,825 00 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to 
be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Application T-2'+ 3. 



Applicant 

State of Oregon 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIROC:c'\ENTAL QUALITY 

TAX RELIEF APPLICATIOii REViEW REPORT 

Willamette Industries, Inc. 
Duraflake Company 
1002 Executive Building 
Portland, OR 97204 

Appl T-360 

Va:te 8/18/72 

The applicant operates facilities at Albany for the productionof particleboard. 

This application was received May 15, 1972. The report from the Mid-Willamette 
Valley Air Pollution Authority was received August 7, 1972. 

Descriptiun of Claimed Facility 

The facility in this application is used to control particulate emissions from 
four Heil particle dryers and is described a;; consisting of the following: 

Four (If) Type R American Air Filter wet centrifugal dust 
collectors. 

The facility was completed and put into service in January, 1972. 

Certification is claimed under the 1969 act and percentage claimed for pollution 
control is 100";6. 

Facility Costs: $138,975.69 (Accountants' certification was provided). 

~ation of Application 

The facility was required by the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority 
as stated in their letter dated August 7, 1972. The Authority· did review and 
approve the plans and specifications and has inspected the completed installation. 

The facility enabled the company to control the particulate matter previously 
discharged into the atmosphere from the cyclones mounted on the Heil dryers. 
If operations of the new wet centrifugal dust collec-i;ors is as,sumed to be at 
least 90";6 efficient, the reduction of particulate emissions would be at least 
342 tons/year since particulate emissions from the previously uncontrolled 
cyclones was 380 tons/year. 

The company will not be able to earn any return on this investment. 

It is concluded that this facility does operate satisfactorily and did reduce 
particulate emissions to the atmosphere by at least 342 tons/year. 

Directors' Recommendation 

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the costs 
of $138,975,69 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution control be 
issued for the facility claimed in Tax. Application 'l'-360. 



Appl T-362 
-"----

State of Oregon 
DEPARrlJENT OF ENVIRO'lMEN'rAL QUALITY 

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIHI REPORT 

Applicant 

Weyerhaeuser Company 
Wood Products Manufacturing 
P. 0. Box 389 
North Bend, OH 97459 

V a;t e. 8/18/72 

The applicant operates facilities at North Bend that produce plywood, particle
board and wood products. 

This application was received May 16, 1972. 

Description of Claimed FacilitJ 

The facility claimed in this application for control of wood dust is described 
to consist of a .Radar W.R-144-LPC filter unit. 

The facility was completed and put into service in March, 1971. 

Certification is claimed for pollution control is 100%. 

Facility cost: $24,006.00 (accountants' certification was provided). 

Evaluation of Application 

'!'his facility was installed as pat't of the company's approved compliance program 
to reduce particulate emissions to the atmosphere. 

The Hadar W.R-144LPC filter unit was mounted 011 an existing 13 ft. diameter 
cyclone on the sanderdust system. This installation has reduced particulate 
emissions by approximately 252 lbs/hour or approximately lf()O tons/year. 

It is concluded that this installation operates as planned and does reduce parti
culate emissions to the atmosphere by approximately 400 tons/year. 

Dit>ectors :Recommendation 

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the 
costs of $24,006 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution control 
be issued for the :facility claimed in Tax Application T-362. 



Appl T-363 

Va.:te. 8/18/72 

State of Oregon 
DEPARTl1ENT OF ENVIROClMENTAL QUALITY 

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT 

Applicant 

Weyerhaeuser Company 
Wood Products Manufacturing 
P. O. Box 389 
North Bend, OR 97459 

' The applicant operates facilities at North Bend that produce plywood, particle-
board and other wood products. 

This application was received May 16, 1972. 

Description of Claimed Facility 

The claimed facility which was installed to cont):'ol dust emissions from use 
bins, is described to consist of piping from. the use bin to the sanderdust 
collector. (The sanderdust collector is not claimed in this application.) 

The facility was completed and put into use in December, 1970. 

Certification is claimed under the 1969 act and percentage claimed for pollution 
control is 100%. 

Facility Costs: $3,204.00 (Accountants' certification was provided). 

Evaluation of Application 

'rhis facility was installed as a part of the company's approved compliance pro
gram to reduce emissions to the atmosphere. 

This facility enabled the company.to seal the existing vents on the use bin 
at the versaboard plant arid feed the wood dust into the sai1derdust collecting 
system. 

The company will not be able to earn any significant return on this investment. 

It is concluded that this facility does work as planned and has eliminated the 
discharge of parti.culate matter from the use bins to the atmosphere. 

Di.rectors Recommendation 

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the 
costs of $3,204 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution control 
be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Application T-363. 



Appl _T""-?,.·6~4~_ 

Va-te 8/18/'72 
' FL 

Applicant 

State of Oregon 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMEN'rAL QUALITY 

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT 

Weyerhaeuser Company 
P. O. Box 389 
North Bend, OR 97459 

The applicant operates a wood products manufacturing plant at North Bend, Oregon. 

This application was received May 16, 1972. 

Description of Claimed Facility 

Th" claimed facility is described to be a wood hog system to enable the 
phase-out of the wigwam waste burner and consists of the following: 

1. Jeffery Lf2 x 1+8, Type B, Serial f/11025 Wood Hog 
2. Feed Conveyor 
3. Discharge Conveyor 
4. Electrical power center. 

The facility was completed and put into operation in November, 1970. 

Certification is claimed under the 1969 act and the percentage claimed 
for pollution control is 100%. 

Facility Costs: $167 ,0~-2 (Accountants' certification was, provided). 

Evaluation of Application 

This facility was installed in accordance with an approved compliance 
program and plans and specifications were approved by the Department. 

The completed facility has been inspected by the Department and has enabled 
the company to phase-out all operation of their wigwam waste btu:ner. 

This facility, through the phase-out of the wigwam waste burner, has resulted 
in a reduction of emissions of particulate matter by an estimated 183 tons/year. 
Reduction of' CO emissions are estimated to be 383 tons/year. 

Conclusions 

This facility does operate satisfactorily and did accomplish the phase-out 
of the wigwam waste burner. This reduced emissions of particulate matter 
and CO by an estimated 566 tons/year. 

Directors Recommendation 

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the 
costs of $167,042 with 80",,b or more of the cost allocated to pollution control 
be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Application T-364. 



State of Oregon 
DEPl\RTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT 

Applicant 

3-G Lumber Company 
Wren Di vision 
Route 1, Box 23-G 
Philomath, OR 97370 

App.t T-367 

Va;te 8/18/72 

The applicant operates a sawmilr for the manufacture of lumber at Philomath·, Oregon. 

This appl1Lcation was received June 15, 1972.. The report from Mid-Willamette 
Air Pollution Authority was received August 1, 1972. 

Description of Claimed Facilit~ 

The claimed facility is a wood trim and sawdust processing and handling system 
which eliminated a wigwam waste burner. The facility is described to consist 
of the following: 

1. C. M. & E. Morman 48 Chipper complete with electric 
motors and controls. 

2. Two (2) Peerless 30 unit .storage bins 
3. Conveyors to feed chipper, from chipper to screens and 
from screens to storage bins including electric drive system 
and controls. 
Lf. Buildings to house chipper and screens. 

The facility was completed and put into service in October, 1971. 

Certification is claimed under the 1969 act and percentage claimed for pollution 
control is lOO"fo. 

Facility Costs: $11.0,640.04 (Accountants' certification was provided). 

Evaluation of Application 

The facility was installed in accordance with art approved compliance program 
required by the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority. In the letter 
dated August 1, 1972, the Authority stated that .a modified wigwam waste burner 
wa.s not considered a feasible alternative for the company and that the agency 
did not review plans and specifications for the claimed facility because the 
installation would not be a significant air pollution source. 

The facility did enable the company to phase-out the wigwam waste burner hy 
converting pieces of wood waste into chips and by separating the s.awdust 
from the other wood waste residues. After chipping and sor·~:in g, the wood waste 
residues can be stored in bins until such time as they are shipped. 

The company will not be able to earn a return on their investment according to 
information .supplied with this application. 
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It is concluded that the facility does operate in a satisfactory manner 
and did enable the company to phase-out the wigwam waste burner and thereby 
make an approximate reduction in the emissions of pa.rticulate matter of 
27.2 tons/year and a reduction of CO emissions of 91.2 tons/year. 

Directors Recommendation 

It is recommended that a Pollution Control }'acility Certificate bearing 
the costs of $110,640.04 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution 
control be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Application T-367. 



Applicant 

State of Oregon 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT 

Herbert Malarkey Roofing Company 
3131 North Columbia Boulevard 
P. o. Box 17217 
Portland, OR 97217 

Appl_T_-_37_5_~ 

Va;te~a.,,1~1~1..,,1~2~2~-

The applicant operates a tar paper and composition shin9lemanufacturi_ng plant 
in Portland. 

This application was received June 20, 1972. The report from the Columbia
Willamette Air Pollution Authority was received August 18, 1972. 

Description of Claimed Facility 
The claimed facility is an asphalt fume collection and incinerating system to 
control visible emissions and fumes and consists of the following: 

1. Rommco 100-29, Fume Incinerator of 10 million BTU capacity using either 
natural gas or oil fuel. 

2. Fume collecting ductwork and fan. 

3. saturater Hood enclosure. 

The facility was completed and placed in service in May, 1971. 

Certification is claimed under the 1969 act and the percentage claimed for pollu
tion control is 100%. 

Facility Costs: $114,880.60 (Accountant's Certification was provided). 

Evaluation of Application 
The Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority report states that the company 
had voluntarily initiated action to control visible emissions and fumes being 
discharged to the atmosphere when the authority met with the company in September, 
1969• The Authority reviewed and approved the installation and made a final 
inspection of the completed project in May and August, 1971. At that time the 
Authority determined that the facility did operate as planned and that the 
company was operating in compliance with the Authority's rules and regula-
tions. 

The facility did enable the company to control visible emissions and fumes from 
the asphalt coating and dipping operations. Previous uncontrolled emissions. 
were registered as 67.6 Tons/year. With a reasonable assumed efficiency of 98% 
for the afterburner, emissions would be reduced to 6.63 Tons/year for a total 
reduction of particulate emissions of more than 60 Tons/year. 

The company will not be able to earn any return on this investment. 
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Director's Recommendation 
It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the 
costs of $114,880.60 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution 
control be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Application T-375. 


