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E.

AGENDA

Environmental Nuality Commission Meeting
October 4, 1972
Auditorium, Portland VWater Bureau Bldg.
1800 S.W. 6th Ave., Portland

fOG a.m.

Minutes of July 27, 1972 EQC Meeting
Project Plans for July and August, 1972 _
River IsTand Sand & Gravel, Clackamas County (Staff Report)

. Autharization for Public Hearings (Air Quality Regulations) _ b

. o Rt
a)  Proposed Emission Regulations for Kraft Mills (rep1aces‘?&%5\mﬁ;a\ :

ex1st1ng rule)

b)  Proposed Amendments to OAR, Chapter 340 Division 2,
Section 25-105 through 25- 230 Hot Mix Aspha]t Plants

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

d)-  Proposed Amendments to 0AR Chapter 340, Division 2,
Section 20-050 through 20-070, Parking Facilities and
Highways in Urban Areas.

Parking Facilities (Request for Approval)
a) Habitat Too Apartments, Portland

b) Port of Portiand, 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/U. S. Navy
h)  Valley River Inn, Fugene
] i) Pr1ng1e Creek Park1ng Strgc?ure Sa]em

Allocation of State Funds to Re§1ona1 Aty Pollution Authorities for
period July 1, 1972 through.June.-30,.1973. '

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

a) No. 72-4 Wasteco, Inc., Tuatatin
b)  MNo. 72-5 Publtisher's Paper (o., Molalla D1v1s1on
c) No. 72-6 J. C. Compton, Alder Creek

. Statewide Solid Waste Action Plan (Status Report)
. Tax Credit Applications '
. EQC Meeting October 25, 1972 (Nfficially Schedule for Opening Bids and

Awarding Saie of Poltlution Control Bonds)

3:00 p.m.
K. Zidell Explorations, Inc. {Continue Formal Hearﬁng hegun Sept. 7, 1972)
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MINUTES OF THE THIRTY-EIGHTH MEETING
of the
Oregon Environmental Quality Commission
o 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 watef Bureau Building Auditorium, 1800 S.W. 6th Avenue,
Portland, Oregon. A1l 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
Section; R. Bruce Snyder, Méteoro?ogist; R.E. Gilbert, District Engineer;
R.D. Jackman, Supervising Sanitarian; M.J. Downs and F.A. Skirvin, Program
Supervisors; B.Jd. Seymour, Information Director; and A.B. Silver and R. Haskins,
l.egal Counsel. '
MINUTES OF JULY 27, 1972 MEETING 7 _

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 Aughst

1972 (and June for 2 industrial waste disposal projects) as reported by Mr. _
Weathershee 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 Project Action

Industrial Waste

6/72 Nyssa Amalgamated Sugar Co. concept Prov. app.
proposal

6/72 Mapleton U.S. Plywood-Champion Papers, Prov. app.

Inc,, treatment facilities
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Water Pollution Control

Date Location Project Action
Municipal Projects (46)
7/5/72 Gresham Kay Subdivision sewers Prov. app.
7/5/72 Lake Oswego Parrish St. & Palisades Prov. app.
’ Heights No. b sewers
7/5/72 USA (Metzger) Royal Oak Subd. sewers Prov. app.
7/10/72 Dundee Dundee Terrace Subd. sewers Prov. app.
7/10/72 Bear Creek Valley Addendum No. 1 to contract Approved
Sanitary Auth. for ripraping interceptor
7/10/72 USA (Fanno) West Greenlea Park Subd. sewers Prov. app.
7/11/72 North Roseburg SD Hill Place sanitary sewer ext. Prov. app.
7/12/72 - Gladstone Forest Park Subd. sewers Prov. app.
7/127172 Sweet Home Stonebrook Improvement Prov. app.
District sewers
7/12/72 Seaside Sunset Hills Subd. sewers Prov. app.
/12772 Gresham Mossytree Park Subd. sewers Prov. app.
7/13/72 Rainier 0.5 MGD activated sludge Prov. app.

sewage treatment plant and
“A" Street interceptor

7/13/72 Eugene Five sanitary sewer projects Prov. app.
7/v7/72 Fremont National 4.S. Forest Service sewage Approved
Forest sludge study

7/117/72 Eugene Willakenzie pump station over- Not approved
flow structure modifications

7/18/72 Wilsonville Eilers Run sewer - Phase II Prov. app.
Charbonneau Subd.

7/18/72 Neskowin Taho Dev. Co. sewage treatment Prov. app.

plant expansion, 0.05 MGD
activated sTudge with holding
pond and disinfection

7/18/72 Gresham Columbia Village sewers Prov. app.
7/19/72 Prairie City Sanitary sewer extension Prov. app.
7/19/72 Grants Pass Two sanitary sewer projects Prov. app.
7/19/72 Portland Two sanitary sewer projects - Prov. app.

7/19/72 Fast Salem Sewer 0 & C Tracts #3 Subd. sewers Prov. app.
& Drainage Dist. I

7/19/72 Sunriver Ranch Cabin Model Homes sewer  Prov. app.
7/19/72 Canby North Cedar Street sewer Prov. app.
7/19/72 Eugene Sanitary sewer project No. 786 Prov. app.
7/18/72 CarTton North Yamhill St. san. sewer Prov. app.
7/19/72 Oak Lodge San.D. Vineyard Hts. Subd. sewers Prov. app.
7/19/72 Gresham : McKeel Heights Subd. sewers Prov. app.
7/19/72 USA (Banks) Wilkes St. sanitary sewer Prov. app.
7/20/72 The Dalles 13th St. sewer extension Prov. app.
7/20/72 Gresham 212th Street sewer extension Prov. app.
7721772 Long Creek Sewerage study Approved

7/21/72 Maupin Sewerage study Approved

7/26/72 Lebanon Pletzer's Green Subd. sewer Prov. app.
7/26/72 USA (Aloha) Rosemeade Subd. Plat #2 sewers Prov. app.
7/26/72 Keizer Rawlins & Gardner Subd. sewers Prov. app.

7/26/72 Salem Schurman Drive sewer Prov. app.
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Water Pollution Control - continued

Project

7/19/72

1 7/20/72 Lake

7/20/72

Douglas
| ?/20/72 _pbug1as
7/25/72 Curry
7/25/72 Curry
?225/72 Curry
7/21/72 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

‘Date Location
Municipal Projects (46) - continued
7/26/72 Silverton
7/26/72 Canyonville
7/26/72 Salem
Municipal Forced Annexations
7/21/7°2 Coquille
7/21/12 Salem
Air Quality Control
Date Location
7/19/72 Multnomah
7/19/72 Multnomah
7/19/72 Multnomah

Multnomah

-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.
PTans and specifications for
modification of one (1) of
two (2) wigwam waste burners
Western States Plywood Coop.
Proposat to phase-out one (1)
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'1 info
req. by EQC




Air Quality Control - continued

Date Location
7/21/72 Multnomah
7/28/72 Linn
7/28/72 Clackamas
7/28/72 Yamhill
Solid Waste Management
Date Location

17112172
7/19/72

Harney County
Seneca

Water Pollution Control

Date

lLocation

Municipal Projects (75)

8/1/72
8/1/72
8/1/72
8/2/72
8/2/72

8/2/72
8/2/72
8/2/72
8/2/72
8/2/12
8/2/72
8/8/72
8/8/72
3/8/72
8/8/72

8/8/72
8/8/72

Keizer Sewer Dist.

USA ( Aloha)

Siletz

USA (Sunset)
Eugene

Lebanon

Newberg .

USA (Beaverton)
Wilsonville

Astoria

Clackamas County
Service Dist. I
Tualatin
Gresham
Inverness

Ashland

Multnomah Co. (E)
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
PubTishers Paper Co.
Proposal for recovery
furnace contro]l
PubTishers Paper Co.
Proposal for recovery
furnace controi

Project

Ponderosa Ranch San. Landfill

Seneca Landfill

Project

Lawndale Subdivision sewers
Farmington West Il 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. subjéct to
execution of
Stip. & Order

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

Location

Project

Municipal Projects (75) - continued

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

8/1b/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

8/11/72
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

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

CTackamas County
Service Dist. I
Lincoln City
0dell San. Dist.
Klamath Falls

Troutdale
Medford
The-Dalles
Gresham

Gresham

Keizer Sewer Dist.

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-
struction 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 Tine
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-YalTley Subd. sewers
Airport interceptor sewer
and pump station

- Fairfax Heights Subd. sewer

Springdale area sewer

- -Ghenowith 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. T 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)
Lincoln City
Gresham

Motalla :
Fast Salem Sewage
& Drainage Dist. I
USA (Aloha}
Gresham

Gresham

Amity

Lake Oswego

USA (Beaverton)

USA (Sunset)
Rainier

Hillsboro (Rock Cr.)
Brookings

Salem {Willow Lake)
Umatilia

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

Multnhomah Co.

Jackson County

Allan 0lson 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 Hi1l Subd. sewers
Sanitary sewer extensions
Change Order #1 to sewage
treatment plant 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
Ptans to install bolometer
to monitor smoke emissions
from boiler . '
Good Samaritan Hospital
Construction

Deer Run Apartments

Plans to construct 52-space
surface parking facility
Timber Products Co.

Plans to install roto-clone
scrubber to control sander-
dust emissions

Action
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
Solid Waste

Location
Medford

" Hood River Co.

Clatsop County

Crook County

Multnomah Co.

Deschutes Co.

MuTtnomah Co.

-Washington Co.

Multnomah Co.

Multnomah Co.

Multnomah Co.

Muitnomah Co.

Management

8/9/72
8/11/72

8/23/72
8/31/72

Curry County
Region 9 COG

Lane County
Grant County

-7 -

Project

-Skylark Subdivision (near

airport)

B & D Paving Company
Proposal to install wet
scrubber system on asphalt
plant

Warrenton School District
Plans to install single
chambered incinerator
Prineville Forest Products
Plans to install two (2) hog
fuel fired boilers with
scrubber controls

Good Samaritan Medical Bldg.
Plans to construct 192-space,
3 Tlevel, parking facility
Bend Veterinary Hospital
Plans and specifications for
installation of pathological

“incinerator

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

Cedar Hills Professional Assn.

Pians to construct 87-space
surface parking facility
Reuben's & Coco's Restaurants
Plans to construct 140-space
surface parking facility
Freightliner Corp.

Plans to construct 125-space
surface parking facility
Port of Portland

Plans to construct 400-space
surface parking facility
Harbor Drive Closure

R.D. Tucker Landfill
Mid-Columbia District Solid
Waste Study & Plan

Florence Sludge Site
Hendrix Landfill

ACtion

Not approved
Not approved
Not approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved
Approved
Aphroved

Approved

~ Approved

Add. inf. req.

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 tocated
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 pefmit 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 tand 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:
1. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc., be directed to immediately retain a

professional engineer registered in the state of Oregon to develop a water

guality 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 gquality management program shall be completed and subimitted to
the Department as soon as practicable but not Tater 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 lLands 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. .

5. River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. be requested to Timit 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, was 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, Consu]ting Engineer, had
_ recent?y'been retained by the company to develop a water quality management

program and time schedule for the purposé of preserving the quality of the

Clackamas River and that Mr. Johnson's recommendations were expected to be

completed by not Tater 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 Tater 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 1, 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 Company operations increases the cost of water treatment
for his district. He estimated there are presently some 90,000 persons who
use water from the Tower 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
aother 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 Saturdéys, 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 pointedrout 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 0AR Chapter
340, Division 2, Section 25-105 through 25-130, Hot Mix Asphalt Plants.
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.

Lt was MOVED by Mr. Waterman, seconded by Mr. Cogan and carried
that the Commission authorize the Director to schedule a pubiic 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.
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
Corvaliis, 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 171:55 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
that the Commission approve the construction of the Habitat Too Apartments
397-space surface parking facility in Portland.

(b) It was MOVED by Mr. Cogan, seconded by Mr. Waterman and carried
that the Commission approve construction of the Port of Portiand Terminal
No. 1, 59-space surface parking lTot in Portland with the condition that
no net increase in available parking spaces at Terminal No. 1 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. 1 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.

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

It was MOVED by Mr. Harms, seconded by Mr. McMath and carried
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 Tot at 6735 N. Basin Avenue on Swan Island in the city of Portland

for the U.5. Navy with the conditions that said parking 1ot be paved no

later than June 1973 and that the existing grave1 Tot not be used for
parking after construction of the new Tot is completed.

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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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.’

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 nggg_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 1, 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)

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 MOYED 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 b 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, shHall 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 APPLICATIOQNS

Mr. Séwzer presented the Department's evaluations and recommendations
regarding the 7 tax credit appiications 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 Claimed Cost
T-243 Little River Box Co., Glide $ 11,825.00
T-360 Willamette Industries, Inc., Ailbany 138,975.69
T-362 Weyerhaeuser Co., North Bend 24,006.00
T-363 Weyerhaeuser Co., North Bend - 3,204.00
T-364 Weyerhaeuser Co., North Bend 167,042.00
T-367 3-G Lumber Co., Philomath 110,640.04
T-375 Herbert Malarkey Roofing Co., Portland . 114,880.60

BID OPENING FOR SALE OF STATE POLLUTION CONTROL’BONDS'

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 stat&s of the

Department's statewide solid waste management action pian.

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
Vissued to Zidell, Inc., to supersede the contested permit. Copfes'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 cut 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
011 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. A]terman
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 1b. 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
Tieu of the company's existing permit. Mr. Silver responded affirmatively.

It was then MQVED 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 Chairman.



PROPOSED WASTE DISCHARGE PERMIT PROVISIONS

Prepared -by the Staff of the
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
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Page 1 of
APPLICANT: REFERENCE INFORMATION
Zidell Explorations, Incorporated File Numbers QQT62
3121 5. W. Moody Avenue - Apple No.s_ . 1089  Receiveds T7~1-70
Portland, Oregon 9720L | MajorBn: Willamette MinorBns
‘ Receiving Streams Willamette River
River Miles 13. 6
County: Multnomah

Until such time as this permit expires or is modified or revcked, Zldell Explorations,
Tncorporated, is herewith permitted to:

a. Construct and operate approved cilly waste water separation and oil
storage facilitles.

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

All of the above activities must be carried out in conformance with the requirements,
Limitations and conditious which follow.

All otker waste discharges are prohibited.

1. Prisr to December 1, 1972, the permittee shall aubmit.to the Department of Envirchmental

Losity detaliled plans and specifications for constructing and installing by not later

-

~rzx May 1, 1973, such facilities as are necessary to achieve the following with an
2gsured factor of safety:

a. A4All 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 followmng standards prlqr to dis- -

- eharge to public-waters: .

0il (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

Facilities ghall also be provided for flow metering and collection of
composite samples.

b. Dockside operations including but net limited to ship dismantling and scrapping
shall be performed in a manner so as to prevent all spilis of oil or other waste
into the river.

¢. Facilities shall be provided for handling, transporting, storing znd loading of
waste clls in a mammer o as to meet 211 fire and safety ccdes and so as to
orovide positive contalnment of spills.
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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 Eanvironmental Quality prior to start of construction as required by ORS hh9.395.

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.

Pricr to December 1, 1972, the permittee shall submit a detailed plan and timetable
for providing by the earliest practicable date, restoratlion of the river bank areas
adjacent to the operations to a reasonably aesthetically acceptable condition.
Deposited debris and waste materials shall be remcved and disposed of in an approved
manner.

In the event the permittee is unable during the period of thils permit to provide
adequate contrel.of splllage of coil or debris te the Willamette River, it shall
ingtitute 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.

Plant and shipboard operations and waste oll collection, storage and disposal facilities
shall be conducted and maintained in a wanner which will prevent accidental oil spills
and debris from entering the Willamette River.

The quantity and guality of liquid effluent discharge dlrectly or indirectly to the
Willamette River shall be limited as follows:

Parameter Discharge Limits

0il {ether solubles) Shall not exceed 10 ppm
BOD Shall not exceed 20 ppm
Suspended sclids , Shall not exceed 50 ppm
! Within range 6.5 to 8.5

All waste soiids 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.

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

Sanitary wastes shall be dispesed of to a septic tank and drainfield system which
has been installed in accordance with the recommendations of the Oregon State Board
of Iiealth and the local county health department or vy other approved means.
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10.

11.

12.

1h.

The permittee shall observe and inspect all waste handling, treatment and disposal
facilitles and the receiving stream above and below i1ts operaticns at least three
times per day tc insure compliance'with-the conditions of this permit. A written
record of all such cobservations shall be maintained at the plant and shall be made
available to the Department of Envircnmental Quallty staff for 1nspectlon and review
upon request.

Upon completion of an epproved oil/water separator, the permittee shall effectively
wonitor 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 otherwlse agreed to by the Department of Envirconmental Quality, data collected
and submitted shall include, but not necessarily be limited to the following para-
meters and minlmum frequencies:

Parameter Minimum Frequency
0il. (ether solubles) - Deily
Suspended solids Daily
o o Daily
Flow Daily

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
permiviee shall:

2
CJ -

. mmediately take action to stop, contain and clean up the unauthorized
discharges and correct the problem. '

. Irmediately notily the Department'of Environmental. Quality so that an
‘nvestigation can be made to evaluate the impact and the corrective actions
waxen and determine additicnal action that must be taken.

o, Submit a detailed written report describing the breakdown, the actual quantity

and quality of resulting waste discharges, corrective. action taken, steps taken

to prevent a recurrence and any other pertinent information.

Compliance with these requirements does'not relieve the permittee from responsi-
bility fo maintain continucus compliance with the conditions ¢f this permit or
the resulting liability for failure To comply.

Authorized representatives of the Department of Environmental Quality shall be per-
nitted access to the premises of all facilities owvned and operated by the permittee
at all times for the purpose of making inspections, surveys, collecting samples,
obtaining data and carrying out other necessary functions related to this permit.

Whenever a slgnifilicant change in the character of the waste 1s anticipated or when-
ever a change in the waste to be discharged in excess of the condlitions of this
permlit iz snbicipated, a new application shall be submitted ftogether with the
necessary reports, plans, and specifications for the proposed changes. WNo change
shall be made until plans are approved and a ney permit issued.
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15. In the event that a change in the conditions of the receiving waters results in a
dangerous degree of pollution, the Department of Environmental Quality may specify
gdditional conditions to this permit. '

16. This permit is subject to termination if the Department of Environmental Quality
Tinds:

2. That 1t 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 gquantity or character cf waste or
method of waste disposal.
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el ALY MEMORANDUM

B. A. McPHILLIPS ] . .
Chairman, McMinnville To: Environmental Quality Mommission

EDWARD C. BARMS, JR.

Springfield From: Director
STORRS 5. WATERMAN
Portland

GEORGE A, McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M, COGAN
Portlend Industrial Waste Project Plans for June 1972

Subject: Agenda Item No. B, Oct. 4 1972, EOC Meeting

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 Suoar fo., Myssa, concept proposal.
b} U. S. PTywood-Champion Papers, Inc., MapTeton

treatment facilities.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that the Commission give its confirming
approval to staff action on the industria}wwaste project plans for

the month of June, 1972,

8/8/72

DEQ-1 TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5694
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Memorandum

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

Project Plans for July 1972

During the month of July, 1972, staff action was taken relative
to plans, specifications and reports as follows:
Water fluality 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 riprapping interceptor
c} Not approved was:
1 plan for Willakenzie pump station overflow structure.
2,  Nne (1) Industrial waste faciTity concept proposal was
given provisional approval--Tillamook County Creamery.

Air Ouality Control

1. Fifteen (15) project nlans, reports or pronosals were
received and reviewed:
a) 6 Proposals for Surface Auto Parking Facilities
1) 4 approved
2) 1 additional information reauested
3) 1 denied

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696
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b} Wigwam burner phase out or modification
1) 4 approved
¢} Baghouse control
1) 2 approved
d) Industrial ANC proposals other than above:
1)  Approved (2 proposals for recovery furnace control)
2) BApproved subject to execution of stipulation
and order - Crown Zellerbach proposal for control
of digester emissions.
Solid Waste Disposal

T. Two project plans were provisionally approved:v »

Ponderosa Ranch Sanitary Landfill--Harney County
Seneca Landfill--Seneca

Directors Recommendation

It is recommended that the Commission give its confirming
approval to staff action on project pnlans for the month of .luly.
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Mrmorandum
To: Environmental Quality Commission
From: Director i

Subject: Agenda Item No.B, 'October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting
‘Project Plans for pugust 1972

During the month of August 1972 staff action was taken
relative to plans, specifications and reports as follows:

Water Nuality 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 Tift stations
b) 1 Contract modification
b)  Approval withouf conditions was gfvén fo:
6 contract modifications
1 sewer extension
1 treatment works proposal
1 pump station
2. One (1) project plan for industrial waste facilities was given

provisional approval - Mayflower Farms whey evaporation, Coos Bay

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-56%6




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-Tevel)
2 hog fuel boilers - Prineville Forest Products
1 Incinerator (pathological) Bend Veterinary Hospital
1 Roto-clone scrubberto controi sanderdust-Timber Products Co.
1 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 Subdivision (Skylark)
1 Wet scrubber on asphalt plant - B & D Paving Co., Hood River

1 Single chamber inéin@rator - 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 STudge site (Florence)
b}  Comments

7 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 EIH




PROJECT PLAMS

Water Quality Division

During the month of July, 1972, the following project plans and spec-

ifications and/or reports were reviewed by the staff.

The disposition

of each proiject ig shown, pending ratification by the Environmental

fuality Commission.

Dhate Iocation

Municipal Projects (46)

1/5/72 Gresham

/5772 Lake Osweqo

7/5/72 USA (Metzger)

T/10/72 Dundee

T/L0/12 Bear Creek Valley
Sanitary Auth.

T/30/72 Ush {Fanno)

7 7/11/72 North Roseburg SD

/12772 ‘Gladstone

7/12/72 Sweet Home

7/12/12 Seaside

7/12/72 Grasham

7/13/72 Rainiex

7/13/72 Fugene

YN I Fremont Wational
Forest

7/17/72 Eugene

Project

Kay Subdivision sewers

Parrish St. & Palisades
Heights No. 5 sewers

Royal Oak Subd. sewers
Dundee Terrace Subd.

Sewars

1 to contract
interceptor

Addendum No.
for ripraping

West Greenlea Park Subd.
Hill Place sanitary sewer ext.
Forest Park Subd.

s5ewers

Stonebrook Improvement

~District sewers

Sunget Hills Subd. sewers

Mossytree Park Subd. sewers
0.5 MGD activated sludge
sewage treatment plant and
"A" Street interceplox

Five sanitary sewer projects

U.8. Yorest Service sewage
sludge study

Willakenzie pump station over-
flow stracture modifications

Prov.

sewers

hetion
approval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Approved

Prov. approval

Prov. approval
Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval
Prov. approval
approval

Prov.

Approved

Not approved




Date

7/18/72

7/18/72

/18772
7/19/72
7/14/772
7/39/72

7/19/12

7/19/72
7/19/72
7/13/72
7/19/72
7/19/72

7/18/72

7/19/72

7/20/72
7/20/72
7/21/72
7/21/72
7/26/72
7/26/72
7/26/72

7/26/72

Location

Wilsonville

Neskowin

Gresham
Prairie City
Grants Passg
Portland

Bast Salem Seweyr
& Drainage Dist, I

Sunriver

Canby

Eugene

Carlton

Oak Lodge San. D.

Gresham

USA_(Banks)

The Dalles
Greshém
Long Creek
Maupin
Lebanon
UsA {Aloha)
Keizer

Salem

—D e

Project

Eilers Run sewer — Phase II
Charbonneau Suhd.

Taho Dev. Co. sewage treatment
plant expansion, Q.05 MGD
activated sludge with holding
pond and disinfection

Columbia Village sewers
Sanitary sewer extension

Two sanitary sewer projects

Twe sanitary sewer projects

0&C Tracts No. 3 Subd. sewers

Ranch Cabin Model lomes sewer
Morth Cedar Street sewer
Sanitary sewer project No. 786
Norfh Yamhill S5t. 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 Drive seweyr

Action

Prov. approval

Prov, approval

Prov, approval
Prov., approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov,. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Approved

Approved

Prov. approval
Prov, approval
Prov. approval

Prov. approval




Date Location
/26772 Silverton
/26772 Canvonville
7/26/72 Salemn

Municipal Forced Annexaticns

" 7/21/72 Coquille

7/21/72 Salem

Industrial Waste

7/21/72 Tillamook County
Creamery

.-3__
The Trees Subd. sewers
Mont St. sewer extension

Pacwood Court sewer

Ferbasche Helghts sewers

College lleights sewers

Concept Proposal

Actigg_

Prov. apﬁroval
Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Approved

Approved

Prov. app.
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PROJECT PLANS, REPORTS, PROPOSALS FOR AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION FOR

JuLy, 1972
DATE

19

19

19

19

20

20

20

25

25

25

27

27

LOCATION

Multnomah

Multnomah

Multnomah

Multnomah

Lake

Douglas

Douglas

Curry

Curry

Curry

Multnomah

Multnomah

PROJECT ACTION

Oregon Automcbile Ins.Co. Approved
Proposal for surface auto-
mobile parking facility.

Kaiser Medical Center Epproved

‘Proposal for surface auto-

mobile parking facility.

. Good Samaritan Hospital Approved

Proposal for surface auto-
nobile parking facility.

Westﬁoreland 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 Lumber Co. Approved
Plans and specifications
for baghouse control systems.

Glendale Plywoed Company  Approved
Plans and specifications
for baghouse control systens.

-Western Stateg Plywood Coop Approved
--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 addtl.in-
Proposal for surface auto- formation
- mobile parking facility. requested
by EQC
Terminal Sales Bldg. Denied by
Proposal to construct EQC

parking structure,
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PROJECT PLANS, REPORTS, PROPOSALS FOR AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION FOR

JULYZ 1972 (cont.}

DATE

28

28

28

LOCATION

Linn

Clackamas

Yamhill

PROJECT

-~ Crown Zellerbach Corp.

Proposal for contrel
of digester emissions.

Publishers Paper Co.

. Proposal for recovery

furnace control.

Publishers Paper Co.

Proposal for recovery
furnace control,

ACTION

Approved
subject to
executlion
of Stipula-
tion & Order

Approved

" Approved




PROJECT PLANS

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION

buring the month of July, 1972 , the following precject

plans and specifications and/or reporis were reviewed by the

stafd, The disposition of sach preject is shown, pending

Fa

contirmation by the Environmental Guality Commission.

Date ‘Location - Project - o ' Action
12 ' Harney County ~  Ponderosa Ranch Sanitarf Landfill Prov, approval

19 Seneca Seneca Landfill : : ' 'Prov.'approﬁal




PROJECT PLANS

Water Quality Division

buring 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 Locaticn Project ’ ' Action

Municipal Projects (75)

8-1~-72 Keizer Sewer Dist. I Lawndale Subdivision sewers  Prov.

8-1-72 UsA (Aloha) Farmington West II sewers Prov.

8=-1~72 Siletz Weaver Trailer Park sewers Prov.

8-2-72 Usa (Sunset) 143rd Street sewer ext. Prov.

8-2-72 Eugene ' 3 sewer projects, Jobs #778, Prov.
863, 855

g-2-72 Lebanon Hansard Ave., Market St. sewers Prov.

B-2-72 Newberg Northwood Park #3 sewers Prov.

8-2-72 USA (Beaverton) - Little Tree Subd. sewers ~ Prov,

.8—2-72 Wilsonville Charbonneau pump sté. watef Approv

‘ supply '

g-2-72 | Astoria Modified plans - interceptor Approv
project

8-2-72 Clackamas County Interceptor sewér, Phase.III Prov.

Service Dist. I

8-8-72 Tualatin K-Mart sewer Prov.
8-8-72 Gresham Hysfer Co. sanitary sewer Prov.
8-8~72 Inverness Unit 5A-2, pump station and Prov,

force main

8-8-72 Ashland Sewage treatment Blant flow Prov.
measurement
8-8-72 Multnomah Co. (E) Union Avenue Motel sewer Prov.

approval
épproval
approval
approval

approval

approval

approval:

approval

ed

ed

approval

approval
approval

approval

approval

approval

e




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

B-15-72

8-15-72

8-15-72
8-17-72
8-17-72
B8-17-72

8-17-72

8-17-72

8-17-72

location

Deschutes County

Scio

Green San. Dist,

Lebanon
Newberg

Silverton

USA (Beaverton)
Canby

Neorth Bend

Bend
Brookings

Wilsonville

Medford

Central Peint

North Umpgua S.D.

Wasco County
Woodburn
Gresham

Clackamas County
Service Dist. I

Lincoln City

0dell San. Dist.

..2_
Project

Black Butte Ranch - irrigation
waste disposal and sewer ext.

Thomas Creek pumping station

Change Order #1 to pond con-
struction contract

Edgewater Square Dev. Ssewers
Hess Creek sanitary sewver

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

Action

Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Approved

Prov. approval
Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov, apﬁroval

Prov.'approval

Approved

Prov. approval
Approved

Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval
Prov. approval
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
B-23-72
8-24-72

8-28-72

Location

Klamath Falls

Troutdale
Medford
The Dalles

Gresham

Gresham
Kelizer Sewer Dist. I

East Salem Sewage
& Drainage Dist. I

Hillskoro (Rock Cr.)

Brookings
Wilsonville

Tualatin

Hillsboro -(Westside)

Hillshoro (Rock Cr.)

Usa {Sherwood)
Salem (Willow Lake)
Ush (Tigard)
Lincoln City
Gresham

Molalla

-3
Project

Ailrport interceptor sewer
and pump station

Fairfax Heights Subd. sewer
Springdale area sewer
Chenowith Rim complex sewer

Binford FParms, Phase IT,
Subdivision sewers

Wayfarer Addition sewer
Andrew Park Subd. sewer

Lancaster Istates sewers

Hollman Park Subd. #3 sewers

Addendum No. 1 Brookings sewern
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

Allan Olson Subd. sewers

Two sewer projects

Burnham Park Subd. sewers
North Lincoln Hospital sewer
Key Estates Subdivision sewer

Briarcroft Addition #3 sewers

Action

Prov. approval

Prov, approval
Prov. appro&al
Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov. apéroval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval

Prov. approval
Approved

Prov. approval

'ﬁfév. épbrova1”

Prov. approval

Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval
Prov. approval

Prov. approval




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

B8-30-72-

8-30-72

8-30-72

8-30-72

8-31-72

8-31-72

8-1-72

Location

East Salem Sewage
& Drainage Dist. I

UsSA (Aloha)

Greshamn
Gresham

Amity

Lake Oswego
USA (Beaverton)

USA (Sunset)

Rainier

Hillsboro (Rock Cr.)

Brookings

Salem {Willow Lake)

Umatilla

Clackamas County

~USA  (Tigaxrd)

Coos Bay

-4--
Project

Jan Ree Fast #2 subd. sewers

Jeﬁsey Park #2 subd. éewers
7th Day Adventist Sch.-seWer
Kelly Avenue sewer

Sanitary sewer'laterals

LID 133 sewers

Central Park Condominiuﬁ sewer
The Bluffs Suﬁd. sewers

Fern Hill Subd. sewers

Sanitary sewer extensions

S

Change Order #1 to sewage
treatment plant 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

Action

Prov.

P¥ov.
Prov,
Prov.
Prov.
Prov,
Prov,
Prov.
Prov.

Prov.

approval

approval
approval
approval
approval
approval
épproval
apﬁroval
approval

approval

Approved

Prov.

Prov,

Prov.

Prov..

Prov.-

approval

approval

approval

approval

Approval
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DIVISION FOR AUGUST, 1972

DATE

August 1

16

21

22

24

LOCATION

Union County

Corvallis
Multnomah Co.
Jackson County
Medford

Hood River Co.
Clatsop County

Crook County

Multnomah Co, -

Deschutes Co.

Multnomah Co.

PROJECT PLANS, REPORTS, PROPOSALS. FOR AIR QUALITY CONTROL

PROJECT

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

Good Samaritan Hospital.
Construction

Deer Run Apartments
Plans to consiruct 52-space
surface parking facility.

Timber Products .Corpany
Plans to install roto-clone

- scrubber to control sander-

dust emissions.

Skylark Subdivision {near
Airport)

B-& D Paving Company
Proposal to install wet
scrubber system on asphalt
plant.

Marrenton School District
Plans to install single
chambered incinerator.

Prineviile Forest Products
Plans to install two (2) hog

fuel fired boilers with

scrubber controls.

Good Samaritan Medical Bldg.

Ptans to construct 192~-space,

3 level, parking facility.

Bend Veterinary Hospital
Plans and specifications for

sinstallation of pathological

incinerator. :

_ Sizzler Family Steak House

Plans to construct 55-space
surface parking facility

ACTION

Conditional

Approval

Approved *

Anproved

Approved

Hot Approved

Mot Approved

Not Approved

App?oved

Approved

Approved

Approved
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DIVISION FOR AUGUST, 1972 Page 2
DATE LOCATION 7 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. Freightliner Corporation Approved
Plans to construct 125-space
surface parking facility

28 "Multnomah Co. - Port of Portland- Approved
Ptans to construct 400-space )
surface parking facility

30 Multnomah Co. Harbor Drive Closure Additioral
‘ “Information
Requested




PROJECT PLANS

S0LID WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION

During the month of . august 1972 , the Tollowlng project

‘plans and specificatlons and/or reports were reviewed by the
staff. The disposition of each project is shown, pending

confirmation by the Envirvonmental Quality Commission.

Prov. Approval

Comments

Prov. Approval

Date Location Project Action
9 Curry County R.D. Tucker.pandfill.
11 Region 9 COG Mid-Columbia District Solid
Waste Study and Plan
23 Lane County Florence Sludge Site
31 Grant County Hendrix Landfill

Prov. Approval
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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. €, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting

River Island Sand & Gravel, Incorporated

CTackamas 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 Isiand 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 IslTand 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
Tocated on relatively Tow flat ground in the Clackamas
River flood plain and.péft of the northern site area is an
old channel of the river. A drawing of the plant site is
included for your reference.

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.

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) 229-5496
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4, Seepage has developed through the toe of the dike and a
shallow ditch has been constructed to collect 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
Tocated in the borrow area.

History

1. 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.

(]

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. 1 of
“this permit-required-that the permittee submit a program and
time schedule for providing before May 1, 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.




10.
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River Island Sand & Gravel, Inc. submitted an application

for renewal of their Waste Discharge Permit dated

December 7, 1970.

A Waste Discharge Permit was issued on May 18, 1971,

which required the following:

a. Prior to August 1, 1971 - complete construction of
the shear dike to protect the gravel wash water
settling ponds from flooding,

b. Perform no activities wnich would violate the Water
Quality Standards for the Clackamas River.

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.

River IsTand Sand & Gravel, Inc. submitted an application

for renewal of their Waste Discharge Permit on December 21,

1971.

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. T of this proposed permit stated:

1. Prior to September 1, 1972 the permittee shall 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 Towest possible level and such that the
requirements of condition number 2 are not violated.




11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

~ Evaluation

1.

-4-

On May 12, 1972 the Department received comments from
Robert E. Glasgow, Attorney at Law, representing River
IsTand Sand & Gravel, Inc., indicating his client does

not own any property at a higher elevation and objecting
to condition 1 {a) of the proposal.

On May 16, 1972 a copy of a report dated May 12, 1972
prepared by Dames and Moore, Consulting Engineers,
regarding the River IsTand Sand & Gravel, Inc. rock
removal and crushing operation was submitted.

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. whnich
was currently on file for renewal be denied until such
time as the Environmental Quality Commission has reviewed
the operation and taken appropriate action.

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

The staff has thoroughly investigated the site and found
the following deficiencies in the Tocation 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. At this time,
si1t and other debris are then washed downstream.

b. The soil conditions of the area are natural river run
rock allowing water to filter rapidly through the
excavation area and to the river.




“Conclusions
1.

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.

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.

Moise from the crushing operation varies according to the

size of rock being crushed, and the operation was relatively

quiet during noise surveys conducted by the staff. Many

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 neignborhood

complaint, but most of these trucks are not owned or

operated by River Island Sand and Gravel, Inc.

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, allow 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 piant 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:

1. 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 IsTand Sand & Gravel, Inc.

4. The Division of State Lands be requested to include as an
integral part of its material removal permit for River
Isiand 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 Timit
rock crushing operations to the hours between 8 a.m. and
6 p.m., Monday through Friday.

REG/bw

September 26, 1972
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DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

t. B. DAY
Director TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

ENVIROMNMENTAL QUALITY
COMMISSION

B, A, McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnville

SOWARD G- HATMS, . SUBJECT: Agenda Item D a) for October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting

STORRS 5. WATERMAN
Portland Kraft Mill Emission Regulation

GEORGE A McMATH (OAR 340, Sections 25-155 through 25-195)

Poritand
ARNOLD M. COGAN

Portland B aCkgr 011[1d:

FROM: Director

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 (1b S/t), with a 1975 limit of 17.5 ppm or 0,5 b 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 emisgion 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,

DEQ-1 TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696




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 necessar&. Also, the technology of
controls for both conventional and low-odor furnaces has progressed to the
point of allowing limits to be set with reasonable certainty, and the importance
of "other sources", heretofore considered minor, has become more apparent.
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:

Recovery Fur- Lime
naces (1), (2) Kilns (2) All Other Sources
Jan, 1, 1974 The sum of a1l TRS emissions
not to exceed 0.1 1b S/t, and
also no vent TRS to exceed
10 ppm
July 1, 1975 10 ppm or 20 ppm or
0.31b 8/t 0.11b S/t
July 1, 1978 5 ppm or 10 ppm or
0.151b S/t 0.051b S/t

Notes:

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

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

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

The proposed regulation adds, "whichever is the more restrictive. "




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 aporoxiﬁlately a
mags-emission rate of 0. 05 1b S/ton, or roughly equivalent to a recovery
furnace emitting two ppm.

Tn addition, the particulate limit deadline for recovery furnaces

and lime kilng ig 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 conventionai recovery furnaces provided they could operate within
the 10 ppm TRS limit by not later than July 1, 1975, and within a 5 ppm TRS
limit by not later than July 1, 1978, TFor 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 1b 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 fo 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 tiime 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 liguor oxidation
vents, account for as much as 0.5 Ib S/ton, or"é'quiv'a'l'e'hf to a fecovery furnace
at 20 ppm. Tt 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




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) wotld 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-liguor-oxidation tower vents.

Tt is proposed that contaminated ligquid 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. Tn 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 uged for serubbing media for particulate serubbers or for wash water
elsewhere., When uéed as a scrubbing medium, flue gases can strip out odorous
gases, thus transferring a water quality problem to an air quality nroblem.
Stripping the odorous gases in a steam stripper would make these liquid effluents
guitable for re-use, and also remove a certail.lmgam(.)l.m.t. éf BOD to aid tﬁe. 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 liguid streams in them are often very potent.
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The use of anaercbic 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 present, under normal operating conditions, few furnaces emit as much
as 100 ppm 50,. However, low-~odor furnaces have emitted as much as
1000 ppm in their start-up phases. Imposing a limit would ensure that 80,
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 he presented
as a request for a variance.

Compliance schedules would be reviewed from the point of view of
achieving compliance in the ghortest 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 nrovided 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 if could bhe 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
cagses (such as bleach plant emigsions at three kraft mills which bleach
pulp). Continual monitoring of particulate emigsions would be reguired
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 representaiive than onee-g-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 inferested persons.




DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

September 25, 1972
PROPOSED
REVISED REGULATION FOR KRAFT PULP MILLS
OAR Chapter 340, Sections 25-155 to 25-195 are Repealed and Sections
A through K are adopted in lieu thereof,
DEFINITIONS;
As used in these regulations, unless otherwise required by context:
1. Continual Monitoring means sampling and analyéis, in a contintous 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.
5. 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 containing sodium hydroxide and sodium
sulfide in its pulping process.

5. Lime Kiln means any production device in which calcium carbonate is
thermally c;:)nverted to caleium oxide.

6. Non-condensibles rﬁeans gages 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. Vel.a.ts from knotters, brown stock washing systems, evaporators,
blow tanks, smelt tanks, blow heat accumulaters, black liquor storage

tanks, black liquor oxidation systems, tall oil recovery operations,




10,

11,

12.

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
¢. any vent which is shown to be a contribution of odorous gases over |
10 ppm TRS,
Particulate Matter means a small, discrete mass of solid matter, including
the solids dissolved or suspended in liquid droplets, but not including
uncombined water, | |

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),

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

Recovery Furnace means the cqﬁbustion device including any direct
contact evaporator in which pulping chemieals are .converted to a molten
smelt and wood‘ golids are incinerated,

.To’.cé,.l.Redﬁc'ed Sulfur (TRS) ﬁléans the Sulfurm hj}dfogen sulfid"e”,”"r'n'ei"éa'p"cans,
dimethyl sulfide, dimethyl disulfide, and any other orgahic sulfides present

in an oxidation state of minus two,

STATEMENT OF POLICY

‘Recent technological developments have enbanced the dégree 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 policy of the Department to:

1.

Require, in accordance with a Specific program and time table for each
opérating mill, the highest and best practicable treatment and control of
atmospheric emissions from kraft mills through the utilization of tech-
nically feasible equipment, devices and procedures,

Require degrees and methods of treatment that shall essentially eliminate
discharge of odorous gases from kraft pulp mills,

Require effective monitoring and reporting of emissions and reporting of
other data pe_rtinenf to air qualitjl‘z or emissions. The Department will use
rthese 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,

Encourage and assist the kraft pulping industry t6 conduct a regearch

and technological development progra'm designed to progressively reduce

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

”“sﬁééﬂiﬁed objectivéé and time schedules., =

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.

HIGHEST AND BEST PRACTICABLE TREATMENT AND CONTROL REQUIRED:

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 contro! currently

available shall in every case be provided,




D, EMISSION LIMITAﬁONS:
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 récovery furnace shall not exceed:
a) ' 10 ppm and 0. 3 1b S/ton of production
b) 40 ppm for more thén 60 cumﬁlative minutes in any one _day
¢) At mill sites where a combination of more fhan one recovery
furnace is used, the TRS emissions from all active recovery
furn#ce 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 0,45 1b S/ton of production,
dy TRS emiséions from recovery furnaces placed in operation after
the effective date of these regulations sha‘ll be controlled to
limit them such that emissions of TRS will immediately comply
with the Timits 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 0, 15 Ib 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 Iater than July 1, 1975, the emission
of TRS from lime kilns shall not exceed:

a) 20 ppm and 0.1 1b S/ton of production
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by Lime kilns placed in operation after the effective date of these
-regulations shall immediately comply with the limits in sub-

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

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

emissions of TRS from lime kilns shall not exceed 10 npm and
0.05 1b S/ton.

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

. average emissions will be used.,

Non~condensibles

1) Non-condensibles from d{gesters and multiple-effect evapox;ators
shall be treated bj'f thermal incineration in a lime kiln or the
equivalent.

2) On mill gites where a lime kiln or combination of lime kilns is
used for inciﬁeratiﬂg 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 teraperature of not less than 1200° F for not
less than 0. 3 seconds whenever the kiln or combinatiog of kilns
is out of service or otherwise ineapabie of incinerating non-
condensibles,

3) When steam- or air-stripping of condensates or other contaminated
streams is ﬁracticed, the stripped gases’;shall be subjected to
treatment in the non-condensible‘ systém or otherwise given

equivalent treatment,
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4) As soon as practicable, but not later than July 1, 1974, remissions
from the following sources shall be treated in the non-condensible
gystem or otherwise given e@ivalent treatment: knotter and brown
stock washer vents, brown-stock washer filtrate tank vents, and
black-liquor-oxidation tower vents, |

Other Bources

As soon as practicable, buf 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 o% TRS do not exceed either 10 ppm from
each source, or a nﬁll—site total from all such other sources of

0,1 1h S/ton of prociuction.

Contaminated Condensate

As soon as practigable, but not later than Jdnuary 1, 1974, each

mill shall provide steam strippiﬁg of contaminated condensate streams
prior to re-use of such streams within the mill and prior to their
discharge to any liquid waste treatm'ent"sy3£éiﬁ;" The compliance
prg)posal for this requirement submitted in accordance with subsection
D. 4, below shall be sufficiently detailed to demonstirate t‘t_lat each
mili's system is highest and best practiéable treatment within the
limits of the current state of the art, and shall also detail the source,
compogition, and present disposition of each stream, the degree of
treatment suppiied 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 {reatment system expected from imple-
menting the proposed systems.

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,

Anaerobic Lagoons and Ponds

Asg goon 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

al

Recovery Furnaces
As soon as practicable, but not later than May 1{ 1974, the emissions of
particulate matter'from each recéyery furnace or combination of
recovery furnaces discharging through a common stac;k shall be
controlled or limited such that emisgions do" not exc‘eéd four pounds

per ton of production,

TLime 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 exce-ed one pound per ton

of production.

D
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¢. Smelt Dissolving Tanks
The emission of particulate matter from each smelt dissolving tank
or combination of smelt dissolvﬁ'ng tanks discharging through a common
~ stack shall be controlled or limited such that emissions of particulate
matter do not exceed one-half pound per ton of production,
Sulfur Diqxide (S05) |
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 rgcbvery
processes shall be controlled or limited such that emissions of sulfur
dioxide (SOZ).do not exceed 300 ppm on a dry~gas basis.
New Facility Compliance- |
Ag soon ag practicable, but nbt 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 applicab'l_e provisions of these regulations

and the mill shall conduct source sampling or monitoring as appropriate

" to demonstrate compliance,

_Compliénce Schedules

Ag soon as practicable, but not later than February 1, 1973, gach mill
shall submit to the Department a proposed coinpliance 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 Wﬂl- establish in cooperation with. mill representatives

an approved compliance schedule for eaéh mﬂi within the fime limitations

established by these regulations,




MORE RESTRICTIVE EMISSION LIMITS: .

The Department may establish more restrictive emission limits and
compliance schedules after notice and hearing if épplicable for different
geographical areas of the state,

PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS: -

Prior to the constructioﬁ of new kraft mills,_ or expansions of production or
modification of facilities significantly affecting emigsions at existing kraft
mills, complete and detailed engineering plans and Sp;acifications for air -

pollution control devices and facilities and such other data as mé.y 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 plang as approved in writing by the Depariment.
MONITORING

1. Total Reduced Sulfur (TRS)

Each mill shall provide continual monitoring of TRS in accordance with

the following: _

a., The moﬁitoring equipment shall be capable of determining compliance
with the emission limits established by these regulations, and shall be
capable of continué,l samplix-lg and recordirig of concentrations of TRS
contaminants during a time interval not greate;' than 30 minutes.

b. The sources rﬁonitored 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 part.iculate emissions on é regularly'séheduled 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 (8Cg)
Representative sulfur dioxide emissions from the. recovery _furnace(s; shall
be determined ;)nce each month,
REPORTING:
Unless otherwise authorized or reqﬁired by permit, data shall be reported by
each mill for each calendar month by the fifteenth day of the subsequent ealendar
month as follows:
1, Daily average emissiqns of TRS‘ gases expressed in parts per million of
HyS on a dry gas basis for each source included in the approved monitoring
- program,
2., The nu;nber of cumulative minutes each day the TRS gases from the recovery
furnaces e;scceed 20 ppm and 40 pprh and the maximum concentration of

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

3. Emissions of TRS gases in poﬁnds 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 80, 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 acqordance
with the appréved monitoring program, | |

6. Cumulative hours of operation of the lime kiln(s) uséd for non~condensible
incineration and the number of cumulative hours of stand-by aflerburner
operatio;l.

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

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

9. Fach kraft mill shall furnish, upon request of the Department, sﬁch 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 resuit in increased emigsions of air contaminants, in accordance
with the provisions of the Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapler 840,

"Upset Conditions",
SPECIAL STUDIES:
Where warranted by conditions at particulé.,r miils, special studieg of specific
vents or air contaminant emissions may be required as a condition of issuing
an Air Contaminant Discharge Permit.
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.
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

ravisions that are necessary.

U U U Y
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MEMORANDUM

TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION
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 adooted by

the State Sanitary Authority on August 2, 1968, Since this regulation was
adopted, additional related regulations have been adonted and control
technology has advanced., Thus a review and revision of the hot mix asphalt

plant regulation is considered appropriate.

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} 229-5696




Discussion:

An effort has been made in the proposed revision to maintain
the general _format of the original regulation. Deleted language has been
enclosed in 'braékets, and new or reloeated language has been underlined,

Review of Proposed Revisions:

25~105 DEFINITIONS- "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 paved 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 i.niti.al.reg'ulatit.)z.ﬁ.. |

Minor changes in the definitions are proposed 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 controi ﬁcilities.

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

are intended to more clearly indicate that all gases and dusts must




25-115

25-120
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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, & maximum
visi.hle emission of 20% opacity 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,

OTHER ESTABLISHED AIR QUALITY LIMITATIONS ~ This section
was updated, but remains essentially the same.
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 nlants to apply

for air contaminant discharge permits within the Department's

jurigdiction without specifying exact site locations for periods not

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

adjust site schedules on short notice during the construction season

this would facilitate both the industry and Department in accomplishing

the permif requirements in an orderly manner. Department approval
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for the air pollution controls to be installed at each site location
would insure an adequate control program,
25-125 INFORMATION REQUIRED AND MONITORING OF PLANT FACILITIES-

This section hag been deleted because since the adoption 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 proposed to clearly indicate

the application of this renumbered section "at all times",
TABLE 1 - PROCESS WEIGHT TABLE - No changes are proposed,
Summary:
The proposed revigsions of the Hot Mix Asphalt Plant Regulation
will éxpand the area within‘Oregon where high efficiency controls are required
thus making the regulation more restrictive. The regulation will also be up-

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

the existing hot mix asphalt plant was adopted.

Director's Recommendation: ..

It is the recommendation of the Director that the Environmental
Quality Commisgsion 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, Sections 21-015

through 25-130, Hot Mix Asphalt Plants,




DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

September, 1972

Proposéd
Amendments of NAR, Chapter 340, Division 2,
Section 25-105 through 25-130, Hot “ix Asphalt Plants.

0AR, Chapter 34D, Division 2, Sections 25-105 through
25-130 are hereby amended to read as follows:

_ 25-10% DEFIMITIONS, 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 quantities or “or batch Toad1ng
of cold aggregate to a drier, and heating, drying, screening,
classifying, measuring and m1x1nq the aggregate [and] with as-
phalt for the purposes of paving, construction, industrial, re-
sidential or commercial use.

(2) "Collection efficiency" [is] means the overall
performance of the air cleaning device in terms of ratio of mat-
arial collectad to total input to the collector unless specific
size fractions of the contaminant are stated or required.

(3) "“Process weight by hour" [is] means the total
“weight of all materials 1ntroduced into any specific process

which process may cause any discharge into the atmosphere. Solid
fuals charged will be considerad as part of the process weight,
but 1iquid and gascous fuels and combustion air will not. "The
Process Weight Per Hour® will be derived by dividina the total
process weight by the number of hours in one complete operation
from the beginning of any given procass to the completion thareof,
excluding any time during which the equipment is idle.

(4) "Dusts” [are] means minute solid particles released
into the air by natural forces or by mechanical processes such as
crushing, grinding, milling, drilling, demolishina, shoveling, con-
veying, covering, bagging or sweeping.

(5) “Portable hot mix asphalt plants” [‘are] means those
facilities or equipment, which are designed to be dismantied and
transported from one job site to another job site.




(5) "Particulate Matter" means any matter excapt uncom-
bined water, which exists as a liauid or solid at standard condi-
tions.

(7) "Special Control Areas" means for the purpose of
this requlation any jocation within:

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

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

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

(d) Any incorporated city or within six (6) miles of the
city limits of said incorporated city.

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

(f} Any area of the state within two (2) miles straight
line distance or air miles of any paved public road, highway or_ free-
way having a total of two (2) or more traffic lanes.

25-110 CONTROL FACILITIES REQUIRED [- GEMERAL AMD SPECIAL
CONTROL AREAS]. (1) [A] Mo person shall [not] operate any hot mix
asphalt plant, either portable or [permanent] staticnary, [in] located
within any area of the state outside special contrnl areas unless all
dusts and gaseous effluents [collected] generated [from] b by the plant
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 person shall operate any hot-mix asphatlt plant, e1ther_portab1e B
or stationary located within [the following] any special control [areas]
area of the state [shall] without installing and operating Linstall]
systems or processes for the control of particulate emissions so as

to comply with the emission limits established by the process weight
table, Table I, attached herewith and by veference made a part of

this rule and the emission limitations in sectjon 21-015, subsections
{2) and (3) and section 21-030 of Chapter 340, 0OAR. [The special con-
trol areas are as follows:]

[ (a) Those portions of Multnomah, Clackamas, Washington,
Yamhill, Polk, Benton, Marion, Linn and Lane Counties specifically
describad as follows: ]




[{a) Those portions of Multnomah, Clackamas, Washington,
Yamhill, Polk, Benton, !larion, Linn and Lane Count1es specifically
described as follows:]

[Beginning at the point where rangeline 5 E, W.M. inter-
sects the Oregon-Yashington boundary; thence S on rangeline 5E to
the SE corner of T3S, RHE; thence U to the Y corner of T4S,

RAE: thence S to the SE corner of T4S, R3E; thence U to the il
corner of T6S, R2E; thence S to the SE corner of T14S, RIE;
thence W to the SH corner of T14S, RIE; thence S on the W.M. line
to the SE corner of T19S, RIW; thence W to the SW corner of
T19S, RIW; thence S to the SE covrner of T21S8, R2W; thence W to
the SH corner of T21S, R3W; thence # to the MW corner

of T21S, R3tl; thence W to the SW corner of T20S, R6Y; thence N
to the HE corner of T125, R74W; thence W to the MW corner

of T12S, R7i; thence N to the NE corner of T7S, R8W; thence W

to the ﬁN corner of T75, R8W; thence H to the NW corner of

T5S, R8W; thence E fto the HE corner of THS, RGW; thence M

to the HW corner of T2N, RBW; thence £ along township line 2H
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 follows:]

[Beginning at the point of intersection of township
line 2N, W.M., Multnomah County with the Oregon-Washington bound-
ary; thence ¥ to the NE corner of T2N, R3W; thence ! to the NE
corner of T6N, R3W; thence W to the MW corner of T6M, REW;
thence H along range line 64 to its point of intersection with
the Oregon-Washington boundary; thence southeasterly along the
Oregon-Washirgton boundary to the point of beginning.]

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

[{(d) 1In 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: (1) Portable
hot mix asphalt plants temporarily Tocated outside of special con-
trol areas and complying with the emission limitation of 25-110
(1) need not comply with (Section) Sections 21-015 and 21-030 of
Chapter 340, 0AR provided however that .the particulate matter emit-
ted does not create or tend to create a hazard to human, animal or
plant Tife, or unreasonably interfere with agricultural operations,
recreation areas, or the enjoyment of 1ife and property.




(2) Portab]e hot mix asphaTt_p?ants may apply for
air contaminant discharge permits within the area of Department
Jurisdiction without indicating specific site locations. Said
permits will be issued for;p@r1ods not to exceed one (1) calen-
" dar year. As a condition of said permit, the permittee will be
required to obtain approval from the Denartment for the air pollu-
tion controls to ha installed at each sife location or set-up
at Teast ten (10} days prior to operating at each site location

or set-up.

[25-125 INFORMATIOH RENUIRED AND MOHITORING OF PLANT
FACILITIES: ‘hen requested by the Sanitary Authority for the -
purpose of formulating plans in conjunction with industries who
are or may ba sources of air pollution, and to investigate sources
of air pollution, a person operating or responsible for gperating
a hot mix asphalt plant shall submit information to include but
not be Timited to the following:]

[{1) 'Ownership, address, Tocation and name of manager.]
[(2) Location of plant if different from (1) above.]

[(3) Description of nlant processes and quantities of
raw materials used and products produced. 1

[(4) Description of the system, methods, and equipment
used for contro11ing or preventing release of air contaminants
together with all availahle data on efficiency of air contam1nant
removal.]

[{5) Provide and maintain such sampling and testing
facilities to permit collection of samples to determine collection
efficiencies and particutate emissions into the atmosphere.]

- [25-130] 25-125 "ANCILLARY SOURCES OF EMISSION - HOUSE-
KEEPIHG OF PLANT AND FACILITIES: (1) Ancillary air contamination
sources from the plant and its facilities which emit air contamin-
ants into the atmosphere stch as, but not limited to the drier
openings, screening and c]ass1fy1ng system, hot rock elevator, hins,
hoppers and [pub] pug mill mixer, shall be controlled at all times
so as to maintain the highast poss1b1e Tevel of air quality and the
Towest possible d1scharge 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.




DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CH. 340

TABLE I

PROCESS WEIGHT

TABLE
Process Haximum Weight | Process . Maximum Weight
¥Wt/hr (ibs) Disch/hr {1bs) Yt /hr (1bs) Disch/hr {Ibs)
50 o2k ‘ 2400 5.4
100 46 3500 5.52
150 .55 35600 5.61
200 -85 3700 . - %.69
250 1.03 3800 5.77
200 1,20 . 3900 5.85
© 350 1.35 4000 : : 5.93
Loo 1.50 500 £.01
450 1.63 4200 £.03
500- .77 4300 £.15
550 1.89 HL00O 6.22
£00 2.01 k500 6.%0
650 2.12 Leoo 6.27
700 2.24 4700 &.45
750 2.3k 4800 £.52
800 2.43 5900 6.60
850 - 2.53 5000 6.67
500 2.62 55C0 7-05
950 2.72 €020 7.37
1000 2.80 6500 7-71
1100 2.97 7000 8.05
1200 3,12 7500 8.39
1300 3.26 8000 8.7
1400 3.ho 8500 9.03%
1500 3.5h 9000 8.36 -
2600 3,66 9500 _ 9.67
. ¥700 3.79 16000 - 10.0
1800 3.91 -~ 31000 ‘ 10.63
1900 L.03 12000 11.28
2000 ' 414 13000 11.89
2100 Y- 35000 32.50
2200 b,3h 15000 . 1%.13
2300 k. hy 15000 13.74
2400 L.55 17030 14,36
2500 k. 6k 18000 k.97
2600 &7k 1900 15.58
2700 L84 20000 16.19
2800 .92 20000 22.22
2500 5.02 Locco 28.3
2000 5.10 50000 ‘ 2.3
3100 5.18 50000 ho.o
3200 5,27 or .

330 5.36 nore
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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




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. DPresent alternative regulatory provisions that, singly or in

combination, meet the stated objectives,

After conducting Public Hearings in Portland, Medford and Eugene
on January bth and Tth, 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 programs
on veneey 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 emigsion 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 mags 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 1imited 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 venser drier alone,

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

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

of the reviewed systems of control have advantages and disadvantages,

Procegs 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 congidered 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

vigibility 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 narticulate emissions, The
Qotential of penalizing the veneer drier with the smaller total particulate
emissions and more efficient operations is considered significant.

Mass Emigsion ve. Production

The various methods of emission mass control reviewed included

total feed to the drier, net production of the plant, green veneer feed fo 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 anjf basig, The use of total measured feed
to the veneer drier did appear as a base on which fo 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. Tt has been apparent that thege data are most limited.




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 emigsion limitation of 0. 5%#/1000 2
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 he 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 0.5 pounds per 1000 square feet
(3/ 8 iﬁéh basis) wouldullne. ﬁdjﬁs;céd, All adjué%fﬁéﬁfs W111 be made oﬁ.the” N
basis of operating test data.

Recommendation:

It ig the recommendation of the Director that the Environmental
Quality Commigsion 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




25-315 Subsection (1) establishing particulate emission standards for

veneer driers.

9/22/72 TMP




Preliminary Draft 9/20/72

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

September 1972

PROPOSED

Amendments to OAR, Chapter 340, Division 2, Section 25~315 (Board Produects
Industries) Establishing Emisgion Standards for Veneer Driers.

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

(1) Veneer Driers
(a) No person shall cause to be emitted from any veneer drier,
vigible 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 ig the only reason for failure of an emigsion to meet

this requirement, said requirement shall not apoly.

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

(new) particulate maiter exceeding 0. 5 pound per 1000 square feet

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

(¢} No person shall cause to be emitted from any veneer drier,

constructed or installed after March 1, 1972, visible air

(existing) contanﬁﬁants of an opacity excegding 10% for a period or
periods aggregating more than three (3) 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 reguirement shall not apply.




{new)

- ()

{exigting)

(new)

(existing)

(new)

(8)

Preliminary Dralt 3/20/74
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Veneer driers complying with all sections of ¢his regulation shall be

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

Particulate Emission Limitations.

No person ghall attempt to comply with the requirements of {1)(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 repaired

in such a manner that significant air contaminant emissions do. not

escape from locations other than the exit stacks,

No later than September 30, 1972, every person operating a veneer
drier shall submit to the Department of Environmental Quality, a
specific proposal for conlplying 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

(h)

Note:

conmpliance, 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 limiftations as

get forth in this section.

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

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

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 nrior 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 regionai 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 cuality, 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.

TELEPHCNE; {503) 229-5696




Since the existing regulation was adopted, the Department in
cooperation with the regional authorities has reviewed 23 applications for
construction of parking facilities and presently 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 planned 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 impact, should be considered,
(4). at the present time, we are unaware of any parking or transportation plans
which have heen implemented or adopted by local governmental agencieg in
the .IE"’c.J“rt.l.and, Salem, 01.-. .Et.l.ge.ne. metropolitan .aféas; whlch were design.ed. 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




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, ete,

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 exclugive
jurisdiction thereover.

4. Notice of construction required for all proposed parking
.fe.z.c.iii.fies a::.ld.'.t;ighways whlch fall under jurisd.ict.i.dil 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, Revigion of the Environmental Quality Commigsion 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 plang 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
thé ..l.s.el;é..ri.:ment by February i, 1973.. ’I.‘.ﬁé.i.l?.ortland dlété ;vasumoved ahead o
because the City i8 currently developing a parking plan for the CBD as an
integral part of their transportation control strategy.

Tn 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




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.
Environmentsl 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 pquing 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 thoge for parking facilities. Again, if the reguired
transportation plans are not filed by the required date, then no freeway or
expressway will be approved for construction in the affected metropolitan ares
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.




Director's Recommendation:

It is the recommendation of the Director that the Environmental
Quality Commission authorizethe 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, Sections 20-050 through 20-070,

Parking Facilities and Highways in Urban Areas.

9/25/72 ~ MJD




PARKIIG FACILITIES Al M

SEPARTSIENT NF LIWIRGIMENTAL DUALITY
AR NUALTTY CONTROL DIVISION
September 26, 1972

PROPOSED REGULATINY FOR
JOR HIGHHAYS TN HMETROPOLITAN AREAS

0AR, Chapter 349, Sections 20-05) through 20-070 are repealed

and Sections I through IX are adopted in lieu thereof.

Definitions

"Commission” means the Environmental Qua1ity'Commission.
"Department"” means the Department of Environmental Quality.

“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.
“Major highway" means:
a. Ekp%éséwé}lﬁé%iﬁéd.ég:..a.dfviéed highway primarily for
th%ough traffic with full or partial control of access‘
and génerai?y with grade separation at intersections;

b. Freeway defined as: an expressway with full control of

access and with grade separation at all intersections.

"Parking facility" means:
a. Any Tot, structure, building or portion thereof; intended,
modified, designed, or used for the temporary storame of,

or renting of space for 60 or more motor vehicles,




3.

b. Any lot, structure, building or portion thereof, which
is provided as ancillary or incidental to some other
major purpose and intended, modified, designed, or used
for the temporary storage of, or'fenting of space for 50 or hore
motor vehicieé,- Iiiﬁgfrathé éré s%opping centers,
hotels and motels, financial institutions, entertain-

ment houses and restaurants.

c. Any existing lot, structure, building or portion thersof;

intended, modified, designed, or used for the tempbrary
storage of, or renting of space for 50 or more wotor ve-
hicles, which is or is propnosed to be expanded or modified

to add space for 20 or more motor vehicles.

"Regional" means Columbia~Willamette Air Pollution Authority,
Mid-Ui1lamette Valley Air Pollution Authority or Lane Regional

Air Pollution Authority.

"Metropolitan area" meanguthe area.ﬁitﬁin.{he“municipéi iimits..m”
of the cities of Corvallis, Fugene, Portland, Salem, Spring-

field and-any other city having a popu1a%ion of 50,000 or

greater, and the area within five (5) miles of the municipal

Timits of these cities.

"Urban area" means the remainder of a metropolitan area not

included within the urban core area.




IT.

9, "trban core area' means:

a. The Portiand central business district defined as: thg
area within a freeway loop formed by the Marquam Bridge-
Fastbank Freeway {I-5) and the Fremont Bridge-Stadium
Freeway (I1-405), and the area within 1/2 mile of the free-
way loop. |

b. The Salem central business district defined as: the
afea bounded by Market Street to the Morth, the Hi11af
mette River to the Yest, Mission Street to the South, and
12th Street to the East.

c¢. The Eugene central business district defined as: the
area bounded by Third Avenue to the Morth, Jefferson
Street to the Wast, Thirteenth Street to the South, and

Mi11 Street to the East.

Environmenta1'Quality Commission Statement of Policy

. The Commission finds that existing and developing land use patterns

and their associated highway systems'and parking facitities may con-
trjbute to existing air pollution and environmental problems or may
create ajr pollution and environmental problems in metropolitan
areas. The Commission further finds that the general responsibility
for developing métropoTitan area plans, including land use plans,

transportation plans and parking facilities plansresides with local

~governmental agencies; and the Commission declares its intention to




encourage and cooperate with these local governmental agencies in
the development of Tand 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 facilitjes and
major highways proposed for construction in metropolitan areas, due
to their inherent nature of attracting and 1nducing motor vehicle
trips and dependehcy, may contribute to existing air pollution and
environmental problems or may create air pollution and environmental
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 qua1ity and noise
standards and 11mits, (2) the development of low-polluting and

~ balanced transportation systems by local and regional governmental
agencies, and (3) the general quality of Tife in metropolitan areas
including, but not 1imited to, social and eccnomic dislocations,
traffic congestion, maintenance of open space, pedestrian-vehicular

conflicts and traffic safety.

It is therefore the policy of the Commission:




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

guality of Tife in metropolitan areas.

2. To promote the development of environmentally 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-ensure that the construction of parking facilities and
major highways in metropolitan arveas will not hinder
development of environmentally sound transportation or land
use pltans, and to ensure that parking facilities and major

highways constructed in metropolitan areas will not be

. e e s LA 2 g S a2 . Rl A 8 oS AT s = s

inconsistent with environmentaily sound transportation

or Tand use plans that are developed,

II1. Classes of Parking Facilities

The following are designated as classes of parking facilities
which may have different requirements depending upon type and

Tocation.
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1. Class I - Short Term: Used primarily by patrons of retail
and wholesale stores, motels, hotels, medical-dental clinics,
churchés, entertainment houses, festaurants, financié1 esta-
blishments and buildings whose tenants provide 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 empioyment.

3. Class 111 - Residential: Used primarily by apartment and

condominium residents and guests.

Parking Facilities and Major Highways as Air Contaminant Sources

1“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.

.. Comprehensive Plans Required

1. Parking PTans for Urban Core Areas:
No later than December 1, 1973, the cities of Portland, Satlenm,

and Eugene shall have parking plans developed, adopted, and




filed with the Department for the urban cofe areas delineated

in Section I., 9, except that the City of Portland shall have

its plans adopted and filed with the Department no Tater than
February 1, 1973.

Parking Plans for Urban Areas:

No Tater than December 1, 1974, the cities of Corvallis, Eugene,
Portland, Satem, 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 Iﬂ, 8.

Transportation Plans for Metropolitan Areas:

No later than December 1, 1974, the cities of Corvallis, tugene,
Portland, Salem, and Springfie1d,71n conjunction with other
applicable Tocal gavernmenta] agencies, shall have transportation
_ plans developed, adopted, and filed with the Department for the

metropolitan areas defined in Section 1., 7.

Submission of Plans Requiredﬁ

a. Parking Plans

After such time as the date for the submittal of the parking

plans has expired, only those parking facilities, proposed




for construction or establishment in metropolitan areas

shall be approved which are consistent with the plans
filed with the Department. Persons propesing 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 I, 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 jnconsistent w%th 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 reguired plans are filed with the Department.

Transportation Plans

After such time as the date for the submittal of the trans-

portation plans has expired, only those major highways; bfb-

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 pTans have been filed with the Department, shall not
be subject to the provisions of Section VI., subsection 5. of

these rules.




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

construction or establishment in the aftfected metrovolitan

areas until the required plans are filed with the Department.

Interim Procedures:

Until such time as the appropriate date for the submittal of

of the required parking p1aﬁs and transportation plans has passed,
persons proposing consiruotion 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 with the Department prior to the required
date for submittal, then persons proposing construction or establish-

ment of parking facilities or major highways in metropolitan areas

shall be subject to the provisions of these rules as if the re-

Cquired date for Submittal of plans had passed.

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 Tocal 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 lecal governmental agencies and
filed with the Department. Failure to submit updated plans
biennié]iy to the Department shall deem the plans on file with

the Department to be incomplete.

Minimum Contents of Parking Plans:
Parking plans filed with the Department, as required by these
ruies, shall include as part of the plan's contents the follow-

ing information as a minimum:

a. A land use plan for the Tand area encompassed by the park-
ing plan which shall illustrate development and proposed
-imp1ementation of land use patterns contem?]ated 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 means the approximate number of on-street

and off-street parking spaces in each grid square.
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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 ability of the State to achieve
and maintain applicable air quality and noise standards and

Timitations in the area encompassed by the parking plan, (2)
the development of low-polluting and balanced transportation
systemé by Tocal and regional gOVernmenfaI agenciés in the

applicable metropolitan area and (3) the general quality of

1ife 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.

Minimun 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 minjmum:

a.

b.

A Tand use plan for the land area encompassed by the trans-
portation plan which shall illustrate development and pro-
posed implementation of Tand use patterns contemplated by'
local governmental agencies.

A compilation of highway improvement prdjects, including

but not timited to freeways and expressways, and mass transit

improvements comtemplated by the local governmental agencies.
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The compitation of highway and mass transit improvements

shall identify individual improvements by geographic Timits,
purpose, traffic assignments and capacity projections for
design 1ife 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 1mprovementé

to the development and implementation sthedule fof the land

use patterns contemplated by the local governmental agencies

in the vicinity of the proposed improvements or affected by

the proposed improvements. |

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 abf1itylof 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 1ife in the applicable metropolitan area including, but not

Timited to, social and economic dislocations, traffic conges-
tion, maintenance of open space, pedestrian-vehicular con-

flicts and traffic safety.
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Geperal Requirements

1.

Ho person shall construct or establish any Class I, II, or

IIT 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 highway.or any major alteration or modification thereof
is considered as construction or establishment of such parking
facility or major highway. Forms for notices of construction
may be requested of the applicable regional authority at its

agency offices.

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.

A person who wishes to construct or establish a Class I, II,

or I1I parking facility for 500 or more motor vehicles in an

urban area shall, in addition to furnishing the notice reguired

by subsection (1), also submit an impact statement to the re-
gional authority prepared by an architect, planner or profes-

sional engineer.
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4. A person who wishes to construct or establish a Class I, II
or IIT parking facility for less than 500 motor vehicles in
an urban area is not reguired to‘héve an impact statement pre-
pared and submitted unless it is determined by the applicable
regifonal authority that such construction or establishmant
will have a_significant environmental impact. However, a
notice of construction is still requirved to be furnished to

the regional authority.

5. A person who wishes to construct or estabiish a major highway

in a metropolitan area shall, in addition to furnishing the

notice requived by subsection (1), also submit an impact state-

ment to the regional authority prepared by a professional enginear.

6. Ho 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.

YII. Regiocnal =~ Depavtment 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 Department.
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fothing in this regulation shall preclude the Department from‘
requesting additional information from the peréon proposing
construction or establishment of a parking facility or major
highway if the Department determines, within 60 days of receipt
of the information, impact statements, notices and recommenda-
tions_from the regional, that insufficient information has

been provided.

The Department, within 60 days'of receipt of the information,
impact stateﬁents, notices and recommendations from the re-
gional, énd 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
11 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
rules and standards, shall notify the person who gavernotice
that constructicn may proceed. If, hdwEVér;'tﬁe Department
determines the proposed construction or establishment of the
parking facility or major highway is to be denied, it shall

issue an order prohibiting said construction or establishment.

Any person against whom an order is directed may, within 20
days from the date of mailing of the order, peq”esf;a'hearing.
The hearing will be conducted pursuant to the applicable provi-

sions of ORS, Chapter 183.
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lotices 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 following information shall be requivred of any
person desiring to construct or establish a Class I, 1T or III

parking facility in a metropolitan area:

1. HName, address, phone and nature of business.

2z, Mame of local person responsible for compiiance with these
rules.

3. MName of person authorized to receive requests for data and

information.

4. Type 6f facilitys Class I, II or III or combination thereof.

(%)

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 will show the
proposed parking facility and 1tsrrelationship to the

surrounding area.
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7. A schedule or an estimate of when the proposed facility

will be constructed.

Requirements for and Content of Impact Statements for Proposed

Parking Facilities: Air Ouality; Hoise; 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 areas:

1. Description of the Proposed Facility and Its Surround-
: ings. _

The descr1pt10n shou]d include the fo11ou1ng type of
information:

~a. A-vicinity map(s)-shall be furnished which will sﬁow 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, principa1 highways and similar features that are

pertinant to a parking study.
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General description of surrounding terrain, existing land use

and proposed land use (map preferrable), other existing envir-

~onmental features.

A schedule or an estimate of when the proposed facility will
be constructed; the current status of the proposal, with a

brief historical resume.

Existing parking facilities in vicinity including their defi-
ciencies, the need for the proposal, the henefits to the region

and community.

An inventory of economic factors such as employment, taxes,

property values, etc., should be included as appropriate.

. Traffic data within 0.2 mile-square grid; vehicle trips on

access streets during design year and anticipated new trips

~ generated two years after completfbh'éhd ﬁﬁrough 1990.
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Probable Impact of the Proposed Facility or Improvement Upon

the Fnvironment: The evaluation and discussion should specifi-

cally emphasize significant beneficial and detrimental environ-

mental consequences upon the State, metropolitan érea, 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 upoﬁ motor vehicies.'

b. Consistency of the proposed facility with local and regional
mass transit planning and objectives.

¢. Consistency of the proposed facility with environmentally
sound local and regional tand use planning.

d. Effect the proposed facility will have upon air quality in
the vicinity, the urban core area, and the metropolitan
area during and after construction and biannually thereafter
over & 15 to 20 year period. This section should include
sufficient data for ambient air carbon hohoxide coﬁcentra—
tions to allow an objective estimate to be made of present

and future levels.
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Effect the proposed facility will have upon noise levels

~1in 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,

Probable adverse effects on water QUaTify or solid waste
mahagement during and after construction.

Visual impact of the proposed facility upen the surround-
ings including residents, motorists, historical or other
sites designated to have épeciaT merit; effect upon local
or regional beautification and vrestoration plans or objec-
tives; interference with views or vistas.

Effect upon traffic congeﬁtioh, pedestfiéﬁ—vehic]é coﬁ-
flicts, automobile-bus confiicfs and maintenance of open

space in the vicinity and urban core area. .

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-

paét of project.
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Existing alternative modes of transportation, including

~mass transit systems, and their effect upoh the parking

requirements of the development and vicinity,
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.

Effect of the proposed facility upon use or patronage
of eiisting and future alternative modes of transpor-

tation,

RPN ——




TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

t. B. DAY
Director

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
COMMISSION

B. A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnville

EDWARD C, HARMS, JR.
Springfield

STORRS 5. WATERMAN
Portland

GEORGE A. McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M. COGAN
Portfand

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. Ea, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting

Proposed Habitat Too Apartments 397-Space Parking
Facility, Portland

Backqground:

On August 16, 1972, the Department received a Tletter
from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority delineating
their analysis of and recommendation for the proposed Habitat Too

Apartments 397-space surface parking facility.

“”fhe.proposed.féé51ity 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 which will be two-bedroom apart-

ments. The developers expect that many of the two-bedroom units

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696




SoDirector's Recommendation:

will be shared by students, thus requiring more than one parking
space per unit in many cases. The Poritland Planning Commission
requires a minimum of one off-streel 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-Willametie Air Pollution Authority has zon-
cluded that the proposed facility is compatible with the DEQ park-
ing facilities rules and recommends that construction be allowed

to proceed.

In view of the fact that Columbia-WiTlamette Air PoT1u-
tion Authority's review of the proposed facility indicates that &
it is compatible with the Department of Environmental Qua11ty |

parking facility rules, I recommend that the Comnission apprdﬁé

e ted e Deieh o -

construction of the facility.




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 .PHONE {503} 233-7176

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

DEP/; . Francis J. ivancie, Chairman
'?'{’EI'V)- la\@ City of Portland

OF £y i/,ruog"‘:"on Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
H., M. Patterson, Chief @ HERT, T Qus Claclsamas‘ County
Air Quality Control Divisiom W try B\ﬁ;&qn%tﬂi(s:%ln‘a
Department of Environmental Quality lﬂjﬂ:l . Ben Padrow
1234 §,W. Morrison Street A'“ ) 6 ]972 Multnomah County
Portland, Oregon 97205 - AJ. Ahlborn

1 August 1972

A Co 7 Columbia County
T . NTRO . Richard E. Hatchard

’ ‘*WL . Program Director

Dear Mr. Patterson:

On & 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 temant 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 Plamnning Commission requires one parking
space per unit. There are 291 units and 106 extra -parking spaces.
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.

very truly'ybufé,'“”"”'”'”

I 4 it,

R. E. Hatchaxd
Program Director.

REH:dgs

An Agency to Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation
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Attention: Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority P é%giwjﬁﬁw_m__
1010 N.E, Couch Street

Portland, Oregon 97232 //i d"df

L
/éi;;,w :
PARKING FACILITY
From:

NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION AND APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL [a”_“
Action:

To Coanstruct or Modify an Air Contaminant Source

NOTE: An Approval to Construct must be obtained prior to constructien. 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 envircmmental impac statement ox
.~ other informatiocn may be requested within 30 days of receipt of this N-C.

Business Name: HABITAT TCO Phone: 222-9591

Address of Premises: SE 28th & Colt Drive City: Portland Zip:

© Nature of Business: AparfmenTs

- Responsible Person to Comtact: . Paul S. Forchuk Title: ~ Owner .

G,

Other Person Who May Be Contacted: Leslie Peyton Title: ~Qwner

o Legal Owner's Address 1303 SW 16Th Avenue City: Por+|and : le' 97201

-“De5cr1pt10n of Parxlng Facility and its Intended Use, (Please Include Plot Plan
' ShOW1ng Parklng Space Location and Access to Streets or Roadways)

"rg;”PermanenT parking for residents of apartment compiex. o

¢; éSfiﬁatéd.¢oSt: Parking Facility only:; & 200,000.00
a{ﬁétiéatéd%Coﬁstracti;a Date: August, 1972 Estimated Operatlon DateSPran: |97|
3 Name-of Appllcant or Owner f Business: Paul S Forchuk

7 mivles Owner /IS Phone:_ 222-9591

', Signature: jéaaz/{/y /’ﬁch_3é2»14é_{/ Date: June 29, 1972
Applicability: ThlS Notice of Construction Requirement Pertaina.

L. To areas within five miles of the myniciple houndary

of any clty baviu 4 populabion of 8,000 v greater.
2. Any parking facility used for temporary storage of 50
- or morc motor vehieles or having two or. more levels of
R paralug for motor vehicles.

— m — s v e S o e i e — ca LBt A a4 A w La mma akn M e e e e wmm b M e e ek A rmm e SR S ewm e

Date Received : Grid : N/C ﬂﬁEL//y,
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TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

i. B. DAY
Director

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
COMMISSION

8. A, McPHILLIPS
Chairman, MeMinnville

EDWARD C. HARMS, IR,
Springfield

STORRS §, WATERMAN
Portland

GEORGE A. McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M. COGAN
Portland

DEG-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 Mo. Eb, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting

Proposed Port of Portland Terminal #1 5%-space Sur-
face Lot, Portland

Rackground:

On August 29, 1972, the Department received a letier
from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority delineating
their analysis of and recommendation for the proposed Port of

Portland 59-space surface parking facility.

The proposed Ffacility is to be located at Terminal #1,
2150 #. W. Front Avenue, Portland, Oregon, and is intended pri-

marily te 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. Hoon completion of this h9-space facility, 59 of the ran-
dom spaces will be eliminated. Eventually, the Port of Portland
plans to eliminate all of the random spaces in the terminal oper-

ating area by constructing parking facilities on the periphery.

Analysis:

The parking facility is located in an area of special
concern as definad in the DEO Guidelines for review of parking
facilities. However, CWAPA did nof request an envivonmental 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 Terminal #1.

CWAPA has concluded that the proposed facility is com-
patible with the DEQ parking facility rules and recommends that
construction ba allowed to proceed.

Director's Recommendation:

In view of the fact that Columbia-Willamette Air PoTlu-
tion Author{ty's review of the p?oposed facility indicates that
it 1s compatible with the Department of Environmental Quality
parking facility rules proyided no increase in available parking
spaces resu]tg;3f réCOMméﬁafthéf'tﬁé‘Commission approve construc-
tion of the facility with the condition that no net increase in

result.

i




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

© Alr Quality Control Division
Department of Envirommental Quality
1234 S.W. Morrison Street

Portland, Oregon 9720¥H

Dear Mr. Patterson:

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Francis J. ivancie, Chairman
City of Portland

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
Clackamas County

Burton C. Wilson, Jr.
Washington County

Ben Padrow
Multnomah County

A, Ahlborn
Columbia County

Richard E, Hatchard
Program Directar

On 1 August 1972, the Port of Portland filed a notice to construct
a 59 space paved parkingz facility on Froant 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. '

Very truly }ours,

Wl el Z s

R. E, Hatchard -
Program Director

REH:sm } : 7 Ao@
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An Agency o Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation
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August 2, 1972

it L

i Foytland?

Hr, John Howaleozyi R B R Fad Fin
Technical iYirector

Columbia Villamette Alr Tollution Auvthority

1010 .. Coucn Stprpnt

Portland, Cragon 07272

LORGSHORE PARKTHG LoT, TERHENAL T

The objective of the now paved longshore parking tot, te be constructed
at Terminal. 1 in conjunction with the containar storane vard, is to
consolidatrn all existing random aarking associated with the day~to-day
oparation of this cortion of tho termingl,

With the completicn of this parking Jot there will he no furt parking
of private sutomebiles withir this working arza of tho taerminal.

If thare is anry further information required on this project, please

ot us koow,, - ‘

13

_ P : _
. W, Taylor! -
Assistant Hanager, Parine Prajocts
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Attention: Columbis-~gillametne fav Bollubion Authoricy }?SJ
: - Q (A
1010 N.I. Couch SBtreet }U’ —
Poriland, Oregon 97237 '
 TARKING FACILITY. '
NOTIGE OF CONMSIRUCTINE AND APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL
To Construct or Modiiv an Alr Contaminani Source
NOTE: An Approval to Cunstiuct must be obtained prior to construction. The

Columbia-Willarette air Follution Authority will review the application
and will send its receommondations teo the DLE.G. for their final action
to approve ovr deny the project. An envirommental impact statement or
other information wmay be requasted wichin 30 days of receipt of this N-C.

Business Name: pORT OF_PORTLAMD

Phone:  233-8331

Address of Premises: 150 NW Front. Ave.Terminagl £1 City: partland  Ove. 2ipigz21n0

Nature of Business: Tock facilities_operation

Responsible Person to Contact: . j. Janes Title: Sy Nesion Fnoineer

Other Person Who May Be Contacted: § B Teaacson Title: ' t

-Corporation E:I

Legal Owner's Address: p 0 Rax 3529

Individuaj, i::] Government Ageancy 1_‘“}&___}
City: portland,. OregonZip:_ 97208

Partnership g !

Description of Parking Facility aﬁd_ its Intended Use, (Please Include Plof Plan
Showing Parking Space Location and Access to Streetg or Roadways): A_S4 faot. x 420 foot

more or less, AL naved narking area, adiacent to the easterly side of N.W. Front Ave.,

with curbs, fencing & lighting. This will provide parking for dock personnel , longshoremen
Es%lma%ed %bst: Facil ) g etc.

Patking Taciiity (mliv: -
e o Pl 7130

Estimated Construction Date: o Auons 1072 Estimated Operation Date Nav. 1. 1972
~ dalcit. okedo) - = = -

Name of Applicant or Owner of Pusiness:

PORT. QE.PORTIAND, Portland, Qregon

Title: prpreToR  DEVELORMINT-SERVICES.. Phone: 237-8331, Txt.202
Signature: WM%M___, Date:_ August 2, 1972

A. M. Escihach
This Notice of Constructicn Requirement Pertains

Applicability:

1. To areas within [ive miles of the municiple boundary
of any city having a population of 30,000 or greater,.
Any parking facility used for temporary storage of 50
or more motor vehicles or having two or more levels of
parking for motor wvehicles,

Date Received - _ ori N/ C_‘Z/é_mw

J
-

'

oo ’
S e e
Al o
(/ ' :




DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

TOM McCALL I "
M McCs MEMORANDUM
L. B, DAY
Director To: Fnvironmental Quality Commission
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY .
COMIMSSION From: Director

B, A. McPHILLIPS
Chalrman, McMinnville

EDWARD C, HARMS, JR.
Springficld .
STORRS 5. WATERMAN Proposed City of Portland Park Block #1 95-space
Perttand Underground Parking Facility, Portland
GEORGE A. McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M, COGAN
Portfand Background:

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

On August 24, 1972, the Department received a letter
from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority delineat-
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
.bdﬁﬁded.by S. M. Ninfh;.ﬁéfk, washingtoﬁ“énGHSféfk Streets 1n. o
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 will be on one level, located

below street elevation, to be covered by a park covering the

DEQ-1 TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696




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 Architect 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 Tie in CWAPA air quality
grid number 40, According to preliminary calculations performed
by the City, for the transportation control strategy, grid 40
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 will not be in compliance
by 1375 unless the City develops an aggressive and effective plan

for controlling air pollution in downtown Portland,




The Columhia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority has
concluded that the proposed facility is compatible with the

DEQ parking facilities rules for the following reasons:

1. MAir quality impact will be minimal on theiimmediate
vicinity.

2. Removing the existing unsightly surface parking
and replacing this with an underground facility will 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-
terin parking in the vicinity, so incentives to utilize mass transit

will still remain.

CWAPA also recommends that the DEQ endorse the removal of

the 16 on-street spaces on the Ninth 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 downtown Portland if the
parking facility is consistent with the City's transportation con-

trol strateqgy.




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 Recommendaticn:

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, 1977,

I recommend that the Commission approve construction of
the 95-space parking facility with the condition: that the City:
remove all curb parking on 5. W. Park and Ninth Streets between
S. W. Washington and Stark Streets immediately upon completion
of construction of the parking facility and upon the condition
that the Director determines that the proposed parking facility
is consistent with the City's transportation control strateqy and

~associated comprehensive parking plan as submitted October 10, 1972.




T

COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

1010 NL.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176

21 A t 1
ugus 8?&4 BTy By -&ta te of

Mr, H. M. Patterson, Director

Adr Quality Control Division

- Department of Environmental Qusality
1234 Southwest Morrison Street
Portland, Oregon 97205

Dear Mr. Patterson:

o

AR ¢

R

Ore':
o Zon
NI RON’L’?EI\'TAL QUAUTY

VE
'12” 1972

TROp

BOARD OF DIRECTCRS

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman
City of Portland

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
Clackamas County

Burton C. Wilson, Jr,
Washington County

Ben Padrow
Multnomah County

A, 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 1% Augqgt 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 reguested due to one, the content ¢f the information sent
with the application, and two, the relative insignificant increase in existing
parking space, and three, the fact that the proaect 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 DEG 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 surrcunding 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,_espec1ally Wlth 9th and Park con31dered in long—range plans for

pedestrian ways.

Major technical reasons for allowing the facility to be constructed are:

1. Air gquality impact would be minimal. There will be a net increase of
19-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

Beport 71-9A-B) in 1975 are estimated by the City Bureau of Traffic Engineering to
be 265 tons/year assuming the present eity transportation control strategy is

implemented.
achieved.
CO to projected levels.

An Agency to Conirol Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation

This would indicate that Federal ambient air standards would be
The modified parking facility would add at most a neglible amount of




H. M. Patierson
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.

%. Restoration of Park Block #l into an open space-park setting will fullfil

an objective of the Downtown Pian which calls for Park Block #3 to be an open space.

k.. 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,

BE Gty

R. E. Hatchard

RFH; j1




Attention: Columbia-Willamette Ailr Pollution Authority
1610 N.&. Couch Street
Portland, Oregon 97232

PABKING FAGTLITY
NOTICE OF CONSTRUCITION AND APPLICATION FOR_APPROVAL

To Censtiuct or Medify an Air Contaminant Source

NOTE: An Approval to Ceonstruct 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 deuy the project., An envirommental impacl statement or
other information way be vequested within 30 days of receipt of this N-C.

Business Name:_ __ CITY OF PORTLAND Phone:_228-6141
Address of Premises: 1220 S.W. 5th Ave, City: Portland -Zip: 9?2!)_;_!._
‘Nature of Business: Municipality

Responsible Person to Contact: Donald C, Jeffery 7itle: Sr. Depo CJ_’C“V' A‘J’Czo

X

Other Person Who May Be Contacted: Michael A, Lehner Title: Law Clel‘l{

Corporation ! | P?fﬁi}t?‘_;er I}l{;}{aé 5 Individual L__ l Governmerit Agency [ lg_l
olhe iy

legal Owner's Address: 016419 8.W, Greenwood Rdgity: Portland Zip:

Description of Parking Facility and its Intended Use. (Please Include Plot Plan
Showing_ Parking Space Location and Access EoﬂStrgets or Roadways): A one level

& .
underground parking facility for £773% automobiles covered by a
one blocdK PecPeaTlonal Park,
“BEstimated Cost: Park1ng Facz_llty Only: $ 50,000,00
Est:.mated Constructlon Date: 9 1w Z,,; E.st.iniatedwdpe'ratioﬁ- Date ”3'.;'!.323' '

Name of Applicant or Owner of Busingss: Citv of Portland

Phone:_ 228-61)11

Signature: o : 5 Date:
W e Y e
~ Applicability: This No‘ ice of Consctityjion ‘Requirernent 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 ey .//,1_/;//5/?72'/ Grid N/C /”7"/@




OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY

CITY HALL
PORTLAND, OREGON 57204 !
MARIAN €. RUSHING ‘

CITY ATTORMEY

Airwst 8, 1972

Rl

ROUTING ]
Noth b_\* '

L PR VY. RSP
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From:

. . ' Action :

Attvention: My, John Fowalozmvl, Technleal Directon

Re: TPropesed Park & Parking Facility
at 89 2th apd Rﬁ@h’“,»ou
Gentlemen:
E -

b e e s e e <4 < e oo

IR Y find the prope 2vly signed Hetice of
Construcfﬁeu fovm fox the Park Block #E Project, Plence
accept our 2pologilas for rhis previcus oversight, i

.=,

e S o pal. P % g (v ey a gt e .
It ig difficult for wuz to answer, a‘L e:";.u..a-, date, youw
* g o o~ -1 w L . p P B «
question regarding the mudbor of ou~streetr parking spaces
)

to be affe this project, Our sz?nf;c
Financial tvst have vecommended wewoval of on-shvect
parking on Lﬁ Ith Streeb and Parl Street asides. lowever,
this decision must be mede by the City fovucil, and any
prediction T could make of their acviﬂn snuld be specu.
Ctdon.  IF parking is vemoved on o

a hene ¢ ey shieets, siube

on~street paxkia& gpaces would o e}iminﬂtcﬂ

ny on-stireet spaces theref
arking cpaces on rhe en- i
nted out by our Awrchitect "y

ef f%e NETT lity is wmove conduclve ta AV
-; umu ?Lan 1s the pregent Frcxl v located
on the ugh the may he a sl ight
1n""“”" CRALG shoit-torm
usa . ¥ 22D rotal v ”“L of cara using
thL ayage in ony glven day will Jecren

will eimplify wvouw
Ation of CUAPA approval,

L

and Taad o !
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2 August 1972

Don C. Jeffery

Sendor Bopubky Clty Attorney
1220 8.%, 5th Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97204

Deay Mr. Jeffery:

- Attached please find the Notico of Construction form for the proposed
parking facility at S.¥W, 9th and Washington which was inadvertently sent
to us unsigned, Flease resubmit this to CWATA as soon as possible.

Alsn, could you indicate if any or how many on-street parking spaces
will ‘ba eliminated by the propoeed facility =

Very truly yours,
o

;Jﬁﬁﬂ F. Rewalceyk
Technical Director

JEK rom
Attachment

Fron1
Acnon

R

-_”__-_-__._..——-——""‘—".'J“V
mouTee
U Nr}?ﬁvﬂ by
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OFFICE OF CITY ATTORNEY
CITY HALL
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204

MARIAN G, NUSHING
CITY ATTORNEY - [remse e e st e e —

July 14, 1972 ROJH*CVU
ST Noted by
]
! —
o B
From o
Columbla Willemette Aly Pollution Authority CActiors
1010 N, . Couch Streot ~

Portland, Oregon
Attentlon: Mr, John Kowalezyk

) Ra:  Parldng Facility Approval For Paxk
: Block #1, City of Portland

Gentlemen:

This letter is im answer to your suggestion that we
forward additicnal background information with the en-
closed appllcﬁhbon for CW.AP.A. approval of the caption-
ed project

The City of Portland is precently in the process of
acquiring thisg property from the legal owner, Mr., William
E. Roberts, with the help of the Department of Housinb
and Urban Development,; Open Space Program, and gifts from
Mr. Roberts,

The parking facility itzell will be on one level, lo-
cated below stle&t eleaailon to be covered by a pﬂfk cov-
ering the entire block, The vevenue to be derived from
the mnécrgx und pqunnﬂ will be used to retire bounds needed
to finance the street level park constructicen,

. The over-all envivonwental impact of this project upon
the imnediate vicinity is enpected to be very favorable,

The particular portion of the downtovm core area to be serve
1 by the park is badly in need of such wisibly pleasing
park improvemsnte in order to counter the shift in economic
growth toword the South Auditerium area. Tt is hoped that

‘the res TOlatjcn of Park Dlock 1 to its intended purpose as
a park will be the fivst step in the over-all plan to recre-
ate the entire chain of pavk blocks as & green belt through
the center of the corve arvea.

%incc three of the four lots of the subject block




7

Columbia Willamette Alr Pollution Authority
July 14, 1972 '
Page 2 : .

presently contain street level parking, the prospect of .
increased emission by this pro;eat is slight, The bene-
fits gained by the addition of a pleasing open spaece
will for Gu;WLigh the minimal detrimental effects of ex-
hauvst emissions from the parking facility,

A veport of the City Planning Conmission is attached
for your perusal. Ve would anpreclare expeditious hand-

ding of this application so that work may be begun before

winter weather TELUrns.

If any additional information is needed by your off-
ice, please c¢all me,

Yours truly,
}#{’f J‘/‘ /A,,‘_ f}w o

MZCHAEL A IFHNTR
Law Clerk

MAL:dle
Enc.
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CITY OF PORTLAND

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENGCE

(NOT FOR MAILING!

July 12, 1972

PWmnDﬁnOI Public Affairs, City Plannlng Comm1551on

To Dcpt of
~
CAddressed to
™~
Subject

Public Works, Bureau of BUlldlngS'
C. N. Christiansen, Building Iﬁspectidns'Director

Downtown Plan Review IPile No: DPR #8

" Dear Mr. Christiansen: ‘ ' !

‘In Zone: C(Cl

" 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 property leqall? described as: Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, Park

Block 1, Portiand

-

P

Located at: SW 9th, Park, Washington & Stark

- Action is as follows: Approval with the following-condi—
_'tlons

w:l)‘lThatmthe_entrange_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.deéign of the Park.Streét 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 l4-day waiting period.

Sincerely,

Lloyd T. Keefe -
Planning Director

LTK/st




O CITY OF PORTLAND O

INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

INOT FOR MAILING)

From Dept.of Public Affairs, City Planning Commission

To Dept. of
Addressed to

Subject

Public Affairs, Bureau of Buildings
C. N. Christiansen, Building Inspections Director

Conditional Use Request No. 55-72

- Dear Mr. Christiansen:

On July 5, 1972 the Zoning Committee of the City
Planning Comm1381on met and considered the followmng Conditional’
Use request: /

applicant: City of Portland

Conditional Use Requested: parking underground with surface
level park plaza - ‘ . S

On property legally described as: potg 1, 2, 3, 4, Park

Block 1, Portland‘ i
In zone: (31
Located at: gy 9th,'Park, Washington & Stark

The Committee action was as follows: papproval ﬁith thé 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 Plannlng Commission Staff,

Waive the 14~day wailting perlod. .
Sincerely,

Llgyd 7. Keefeﬁ??ﬁ:__ﬂ’
Planning Director

 PC CU-01

500




DEPARTMENT OF
'ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

TOM McCALL MEMORANDUM

GOVERNOR

t. B. DAY
Director
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY To: Environmental Quality Commission
COMMISSION
B, A. McPHILLIPS From: Director

Chairman, McMinnville

EDWAﬂzﬁgﬁgﬁrm- Subject: Agenda Item Mo. Ed, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting
go“iiﬂggmMAN Proposed Portland Osteopathic Hospital 94-Space Sur-

GEORGE A, McMATH face Lot, Portland
Fortland g

ARNOLD M, COGAN
Portland

Background:

On August 2%, 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 Povtland
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 coqstructed to take the
ptace of an old parking lot with 68 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 78

spaces to 112 spaces.

DEQ-1 TELEFHONE: (503) 229-5696




Analysis:

The parking facility is not Tocated in an area of
special concern as defined in the'DEQ Guidelines for review of

parking facilities.

The Columbia-Hillamette Air Pollution Authority nas
concluded that the facility is compatible with 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-Willamette Air Pollu-
tion Authority's review of the proposed facility indicates that
it is compatible with 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

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Francis . Ivancie, Chairman
City of Portland

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
Clackamas County

24 August 1972

Mr. H, M, Patterson, Director . : Burton C. Witson, Jr.
Air Quality Control Division Washington County
‘Department of Environmental Quality : MMUmgg}gﬁgw
1234 S.W. Morrison Street ' : Ad. Ahlborn
Portland, Oregon 972015 : . Columbia County

Richard E. Hatchard
Program Director

Dear Mr. Patterson:

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 8,E, Steele Street, Portland, Oregon. This
facility is to provide necessary parking for patients and medical personmel
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.

Very truly yours,

R. E. Hatchard
Program Director

REH:sm
- Enclosures

Loy
4R <y 1975 4
‘“‘MS;MLQZIF}, -
,«.M.,,,\- A CO/V
R

An Agenicy to Control Alr Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation
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CROUTING
T Mot e* lu
Attention: Columbia-Willamestte Air Pollution Authority ) ___”7 (\/14 .

1010 N.E, Couch Street ' _ : _/ {‘,

Portland, Cregou 97232 o ;';(
PARKING FACILITY
NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION AND APPLICATION FOR APPROVAL -
brom:
. Action:

To Construct or Modify an Air Contaminant Source

NOTE: An Approval to Censtruct must be obtained prior to construction. The
Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority will review the application
and will send its recomnmendations to the D.E.Q. for their final action
to approve or deny the project. An environwental impaci statement or
other information may be requested within 30 days of receipt of this N-C.

Business Name: PORTLAND OSTEOPATHIC HOSPITAL . Phone: 234-~04L11

Address of Premises: <900 8. E. STEELE STREFR Tclty PORTLMND, Zip: 972@2
Nature of Business: HOSPITAL
' Reéponsible Person to Centact:; MR, G, CASTLE Title: ADMINISTRATOR
O;her Person Whe May Be Contacted: . Title:

- N.P,Corporation§ pA I N.Partnership [ 'm“| Individual I:___] Government Agency E::[

Logal Ovner's Address:_2900 §,R. STEELE ST. _ City:_ PORTLAND, _ Zip: 97202 _

Description of Parking Facility and its Intended Use. (Please Include Plot Plan
- Showing Parking Space lLocation and Access to Streets or Roadways) : __ASPHALT '

_PARKING 10T, TO REPLACE EXTSTING PARKING AREBA,MOVED FOR NE‘LALBUILDINGQ

‘Estimated Cost: Parking Facility Only: % 15,500.00

'Es.t'imated Construction Date: 8/1L/72 Estimated Operation Date 8/28/72

-

Name of Applicant or Qwner of Business: SCHMEER , HARRINGTON & BANA 3 ARCHITECTS

Tltle ARCHITECTS Phone: 228-,881

Slgnature ///v;fﬂ%—fﬁ | Date:_ AUG, 15, 1972

Appllcablllty This Notice of Constru(,/:m Requirement Pertains

1. To areas within five mjiles 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,

B o i i v e ey e et beew rarm mvw e Sma Rmi e e e s S e e v mmm ey e e m Mmm S mmn e e e e e e mem

" pate Rlec%eﬁ.ted Grid ~ N/C ﬁ?' 2.2~




Attention:; Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority
1010 N.E, Couch Straet
Portland, Qregon 97232

PARKING FAGTLITY
NOTICE OF CONSTRUCLION AND APPLICATION IFOR APPROVAL

To Construct or Modify an Air Contaminant Source

NOTE: An Approval to {onstruct muest be cobtained prior to construction. The
Columbia-Willdmette Air Pollution Authofity will review the application
and will send its recommendations to the D,E,Q. for their final action
to approve oxr deay the project. An envirommental impact statement or
other information may be requested within 30 days of receipt of this N-C.

Business Name: PORTLAND OSTROPATHIC HOSPITAL  Phope: 234=0411
Address of Premises: <900 S, E. STEELE STREETgity: PORTLAND, | 7ip: 97202
Nature of Business: HOSPITAL |
' Responsible Person to Contact: MR. Co CASTLE ricle; ADMINISTRATCOR
Other Person Whe May Be Contacted: Title: ,

‘Nifigorporationﬁ X M JBytaership L 1 Individeal I.u_1 Government Agency [::::]

Legal Owner's Address: 2900 §,F. STEELE 8T.  city:  PORTLAND,  7ip: 97202

Deseription of Parking Facility énd its Intended Use. (Pleass .Include Plot Plan
Showing Parking Space Location and Access to Streets or Roadways): ASPHALT

| PARKING IQT, TO REPLACE FXISTING PARKING AREA,MOVED FOR NEW BUILDING.

‘Estimated Cost: Parking Facility Only: $  15,500,00

- Estimated Construction Date: 8/14/72 Esti%aated Operation Date 8/28/72

Name of Applicant or Owner of Business: SCHMEER,HARRINGTON & BANA 3 ARCHITECTS

Pitle: ARCHITECTS ‘ § Phone: 228-4881
Signature: /'f /;/é /‘/ré,=7 r’«:)v‘/f_:'/;)/ﬁ ' pate: AUG. 15, 1972

Applicability: This Notice of Construcfion 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 two or more levels of
parking for motor vehicles,

TR Wem T mmm M e e e AT T mmm mm RS e e e e s mre Mt e mim mme mna  mEm mmL mEY Al e Rt dem R e et e e e e e e e -
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. is not, from an pir quality standpoint, in an area of

& June 1972

Fortland Plamning C misaicon . ' o o
.h“_}‘:: L)TV? 'q‘Tl . ,- ("L& . . ' ' ' : . N :
PoTtl end, Oregon C‘*’?:_OIL

Attontion: Iloyd T Keafe

Ganblensn:

This im in reply to your request for comments on the
_p%apoqeﬂ parking facility for Portland Osteopat thic Hbsplbalo

Cur p?ﬁllﬂlﬂﬂ?? review of the fecilfilty indicates it

anCWnl concern. Since this ig a saell facility end is
serving the needs of a medical institution, upon receipt
off a formal notice of comstruction from the responsible
party, vwe vill recommend the Department of Environmental
Quality allow construction: to proceed.

Very truly yours,

R. E. Hotchemd. e
Program Direstor =

BEH: Sm
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P@u TLAND CTY PLANNING ~-COMMISSION

424 SW, MAIN STRERT
PORTLAND, OREGON 97204
228-611 EXT. 226

FPANCIS ). IVANCIE. Commigsioner, Dapartment of Public Affalra C. AALPH WALSTROM, Chairman
: : ‘ MILDRED A. SCHWAB, Vice Chairman
ELLIS H, CASSON
HERBERT M. CLARK. JR.
DALE R. COWEN
HAROLD M. GOWING
HERBERT C. HARDY
ROWLAND S. ROSE
MARVIN WITT, JR.

LLOYD T. KEEFE, Planning Director
DALE D. CANNADY, Assistant Director

AN Mr. Richard E. Hachard

;ﬂ4f Columbia-Willamette Air Pollutlon ,

v Authority A : g : :
1010 N:E. Couch Street Col e 70 1

Portland, Oregon 97232

Dear Mr. Hachard:

On iTUﬁé-'m7 (T2 , the Planning: CommlsSLOn will
consider the follow1ng reguest.

Applicant: (riciijmip CimieORATH I, -/--}@e:,p, e

Request: PARKIMG

Location: GG 28N o STEE-G  BTRESTS

| Legal Description: Tl,tlﬁ,§%? [ V i¢7j 5 L T aélé

Quarter Section: iﬁfﬂ%f%

- Applicant's Propbsal Q. ADD )77 04 . 5344:){}//2’;9, SOLCE S

‘We would appreciate your review and oplnlons of this request
~ before JUNEZC 970 We are especially interested in the
- effect approval would have on air quallty

If you deSlre more information on this matter, we will be
- glad to assist you.

Sincerely,

. Llovyd T. Keeézf;;jjé;*ﬁﬂfi
T Plannin Dlrector
) 9 ROUﬂN@ =
‘eg ' Td ' Notecd by
' . ' Vil ke ;éf{?
-’1/“’1 7t WJ‘T"USE REVERSE FOR COMMENTS . N —')W
SRR o m\! DRt AT
mgﬁ fpeil 1f :
}.-":) 4
[
’C(“i.,‘ ! I'E
MR PELLUYICH AL Ty e R
From:
VY T T




TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

L. B. DAY
Director

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
COMMISSION

B. A. McPHILLEPS
Chalrman, McMinnville

EDWARD C. HARMS, IR,
Springfield

STORRS 5. WATERMAN
Portland

GEORGE A, McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M. COGAN
Portland

DEQ-1

DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TERMINAL SALES BLDG. ® 1234 S.wW. MORRISON ST. ® PORTLAND, OREGON 97205

MEMORANDUM
To: Environmental Quality Commission

From: director

Subject: Agenda Item No. Ee, Qctober 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 White Stag

Manufacturing Company 80-space surface parking facility.

The proposed facility is to be located at the White
Stag Manufacturing Company, 5100 S. E. Harney Drive, Multnomah
County and 1is 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) 229-56%6




Manufacturing Company has approximately 600 empioyees at the Harney

Drive plant with presently only 200 off-street spaces available.

Analysis:

The parkihg 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 inh 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 aéSo—

ciated Tow-speed search in the area.

CWAPA has recommended that DEQ allow construction to pro-

ceed upon this parking facility.




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 facilities rules, I recommend that the Commission approve

construction of the facility.




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

1010 NL.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

28 August 19-72 DEP Francis J. lvancie, Chairman
&%%wsém City of Portfand

. OF&VVOf Ora Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
g @ /;?ONMEVU:, Clackamas County
. Sy Burton C. Wilson, Jr.
Mif'- H. M: Patterson, l?l?ec.:tor g I W Qg’qﬁf,‘y Washington County
Air Quality Control Division 'QUG ) @ Ben Padrow
Department of Envirommental Quality éﬁﬂ? 3(1 Z{:? Multnomah County

1234 S.W, Morrison Street 2 QUA, A.J. Ahlbarn
Portland, Oregon 97205 -y Columbia County

Richard E. Hatchard

NrROL Program Director

Dear Mr, Patterson:

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 facility 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 low 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.

Very truly yours,

R. E. Hatchard
Program Director

REH:dzs
Enclosures

An Agency lo Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation




Our 88th Year
August 23, 1972

i LA
Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority ‘ @) (‘.? < FhA

1010 N, E. Couch Street : f /
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. 7 :
Natedt, &y

WHITE STAG « 5100 S. E, HARNEY DRIVE « FORTLAND, OREGON 97206 » 503/777




.f“"a\

Attention: Columbia-Willamette- Air Pellution Authority
1010 N.E. Couch Street
Portland, Oregon 97232

PARKING FACILITY
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 teo the D.E,Q, for their final actiomn
to approve or deny the project, An environmental impaclt statement or
other information may be requested within 30 days of receipt of this N-C.

Business Name: White Stag Manufacturing Company Phone: {503) 777-1711

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

 Other Person Who May Be Contacted: Frank Traeger Title: Controller

~ Corporation Partnership | | Individual l:l Government Agency [:l

iegal Owner's Address: 5100 S.E. Harney Drive City: Portland Zip: 57206

-

Description of Parking Facility and 'its Intended Use. (Please include 2 copies of
Plot Plan showing parking space location and access to streets or roadways):

_ Estimated Cost; Parking Facility omly: $ 25, 000, 00

Estimated Construction Date: As soon as possibBstimated Operation Date

- Name of Applicant or Owner of Business: White Stag Manufacturing Company

Title: John Detjens, President ' Phone: 777-1711
r£) 344 fg ) Date: August 22, 1972

P pa
Anpllcablllty ”fals Notice of Constiuctlon Requirement Pertains

Signaturé'

A

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 venicles, :

— e e m—mm s ed R e e S el e b bl e e e e i e o e e— e e mar e e aer o mee ew ee w— e e

‘Date Received Grid N/ 7 =20




QOur 88th Year
Aupgust 15, 1972

Columbia Willamette Air Pollution Authority
1010 N. E. Couch St.
Portland, Cregon 97232

Gentlemen;

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 Assoclates, Architects.

This parking lot will facilitate approximately 80 cars and
we trust will eliminate on-street congestion, We respect-
fully request your approval for this,

Sincerely,
WHITE STAG MEFG. CO,

/G ?)z»fé;

-D. F Whlte W
-Personnel Director

DFW:sp

. WHITE STAG = 5100 5. E, HARNEY DRIVE » PORTLAND, OREGON 97206 » 503/777-1711 » THE ERYWARNACO GROUP




TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

L. B, DAY
Director

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
COMMISSION

B, A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, MeMinnville

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR.
Springfield

STORRS 5. WATERMAN
Portland

GFORGE A. McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M, COGAN
Portland

DEQ-!

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 Mo. Ef, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting

Proposed Portland Commons Office Building with 360
Ancillary Parking Spaces, Portland

Background:

On August 2, 1972, the Department received the report,
Technical Review Mo. P=9 from the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollu-
tion Authority, which delineates their analysis of and recormenda-

tion for the proposed Portland Commons parking facility.

Portland Commons, Inc. propeses to construct an office/
hotel complex with 706 ancillary parking spaces in the South Audi-
torium Urban Renewal Area on the two blocks bounded by S. Y. Clay
Street, 5. 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




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 Tot with a rated capacity of 60 motor vehicles.

This Tot would be removed during construction.

The office building development will be the world
headquarters for Lvan Products Company and will be occupied hy
approxiWate?y 1,000 employees by 1975, Evans Products expects
to have 400 of their own employees in the building by 1975 with

the remaining floor space leased to tenants.

Two underground Tevels of the office building will be
devoted to parking with 214 spaces provided. The remaining 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 (#115) immediately
south of the proposed office building site. Construction of the

hotel development is planned for 1973.

In a Tetter dated August 23, 1972, the Department re-
quested the Portland Planning Commission to determine whether the

height, bulk and employee density of the proposed Portiand Commons




development is consistent with the planning quidelines 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 floor space propased is within the interim den-

sity regulations approved.

Analysis:

A. Effect on air quality

The proposed Portland Commons office building would lie
in CWAPA air quality grid number 68. According to preliminary
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




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 68 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 Tack 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 pollution. However, the goal of the proposed
1990 Mass Transit Master PTan is 56% of the commuter trips to down-

town Portland by transit by 1990.




~5-

C. CWAPA Recommendation

The Columbia-Willamette 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, 1975, which:

a. Will determine the actual supply and demand for of-

fice parking in the immediate vicinity of the project:

b, Will determine the actual effectiveness of the City

transpdrtation control strategy in meeting 1975 air
quality requirements in the project vicinity;

c. Will 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 Timiting available parking spaces.




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.

3. 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 19, 1972,




COLUMBIA-WILLAMELTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY
1010 N.E. Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232

Technical Review - Parking Facility No. P-9

706 Sﬁace Parking Facility '
. Proposed by . . ‘ _ -
Portland Commons Inc. :

Prepared For
Department of Envirommental Quality

ohn F. Kowalkczyk
Technical Director

Prepared by ER - Approved by - é
- | | g% Vs M(//Z%%/éf

Technical Division
Columbia-Willamette Air
~Pollution Authority

31 July 1972




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY
1010 N,E. Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232

Technical Review - Parking Facilities
for Portland Commons

Background

On June 21, 1972, Mitchell G. Drake, on behalf of Portland Commons,
Inc., filed a Notice to Construct a parking facility totalling 706 spaces
to be located in the south auditorium urban renewal area. An environmental
impadg'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 immediate vicinity of
the project. ©Portland Commons will be located in an area of high motor
vehicle emission density with surrounding Front and 1st street traffic
projected to double with the closure of Harbor Drive and .subsequent re-routing
of traffic, -E

.

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 Commission 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 codesy 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 meét the 1975 Oregon Clean
Air Tmplementation Plan requirements.




It is recommended that D,E.Q. notify Portland Commons, Inc. that
construction may proceed on their parking facility. It is further
recommended that Portland Commons, 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 immediate vicinity of the project;

b, will determine the actual effectiveness of the City of
Portland's tramsportation control strategy in meeting
1975 air quality requirements in the project vicinity; and,

¢, will assess the availability of mass transit service to
_Portland Commons' 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 Commons,
Portland Commons 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 recommendations 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 Commons 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 Envirommental Impact Statement indicates air quality require-
ments in a 2/10ths mile square grid centered on the Portland Commons project
will be achieved by 1975. Grid 68 of figure 15 in theé 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 (ather 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.




3. Other environmental aspects of noise and visual appearance appear
to have been fully considered in their environmental impact would seem
minimal.




TOM McCALL

GOVERNOR

L. B. DAY
Diractor

.- ENVIRONMENTAL . QUALITY ...

COMMISSION

B. A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnvitle

EDWARD C, HARMS, JR.
Springfield

STORRS 5. WATERMAN
Partland

GEORGE A. McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M. COGAN
Partland

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. £Eg, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting

Proposed Port of Portland/U. 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 Tocated at 6735 N. Basin

Avenue on Swan Istand, Portland, Oregon, and is intended primarily

to provide parking for Navy station personnel during the week and

reserve personnel on weekends.

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-

ang capacity to 246 spaces in mid-1€73,

TELEPHONE: {503} 229-5696




Analysis:

The parking facility is located in an arsa of special
concern as defined in the DEQ Guidelines for review of parking
facilities. Howaver, CWAPA 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 naticnal air quality particulate standards.

CWAPA has concluded that the proposed faéi]ity is com-
patible with the DEQ parking facility rules and recommends that
construction be allowed to procead provided the facility is paved
in 1973, regardless of whether it is expanded to 246 spaces in

1973,

Director's Recommandation:

In view of the fact that Co1umbia-wi11amette-Air Pollu-
tion Authority's review of the proposed facility indicates that
it is compatible with the Depart@éhﬁ of Environménta] Qua]ify

‘parking‘facilify'ru1e5 provided it iswﬁaved and provided the
existing grave1'1ot is phased out, I recormend that théuﬁoémié—

sion approve construction of the 100-space pafkihg-?dci]ity with




the conditions that it he paved no later than June, 1973, and
that the existing gravel lot not be used for parking after con-

struction of the new Tot is completed.




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY
1010 N.E, COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176

State of Orezon BOARD OF DIRECTORS

DE
29 August 1972 L‘.PAH'TMEI‘TUF!:NVH(OE‘MENT“LQﬁ';ﬁ_nf.lfJ lvancie, Chairman

E City of Portland
@ E n W E tetani, Vice-Chairman

Clackamas County

H. M. Patterson, Director - SEP 51972 B“,’Vr;;]’}ncn‘;\:'é%ln‘f
Alr Quality Control Division : 1m1%dmx
1234 S.W. Morrison Avenue 1 !f%hzi Q{},ﬂlfﬂ ’j"y CON TR Muttnomah County
Portland, Qregon 97205 ——— “L A.J. Ahlborn

Columhbia County

Richard E. Hatchard
Program Director

Dear Mr., Patterson:

L

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 statiom
personnel during the week and reserve personnel 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 paved in 1973,
even if the additional spaces are not added to this facility in 1973.

Very truly yours,
Vb Az
R. E. Hatchard

Program Director

REH:sm
Enclosures

An Agency to Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation
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John F. Kowalzyk

Columbia Willamette Air Pollution Author:ty ' ), N
1010 Northeast Couch Street ' E%j &CDJ[‘QNLﬁ'J
Portland, Oregon 97232

Eox 3522 Flaniand, l,r?:-;:}rn e
507 £ 233-8331

SHAN ISLAND U. S. NAVY PARKING FACILITY TWRGI0-d6s-615E FAXEL,

Dear John :

Confirming our telephone conversation on August 7, 1972, a description.
of the Mavy 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 tsland

Lagoon for the Corps of Engineers'! channel maintenance material, It

was necessary for the Navy and the Port of Portiand to join together

in a cooperative effort to construct a pier and support facilities

that could be ready by the Ist of October, 1972. .The Port of Portland
was obligated to build a pier and the Navy agreed to build a pier
approach and shore facilities to serve the pier. The Port of Pertland
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 will be paved with asphaltic concrete. It is my understanding
that the Navy plans to begin constPuction of the permanent facility

during the 1973 calendar vyear, It will be necessary for the Navy

at that time to apply for permits to cover the permanent facility.

I am returning the application. If you have any further questions .
about this project, plemes rall | r‘—“*;;:”;‘ﬁ'-‘,};'; I
i L
e : . / |
L Lt i ool ol - PO
/g,n ’/ N . 71{{—_‘ U
Carl V.ijonasson ..
Manager, Industrial Pro I
G
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2 August 1973

Carl V. Jonasson
Tort of Portland
#.0. Bow 3529
Portland, Oregon 97208

Reforence: Swan Island - 1.8, Nevy Parking Facility

Dear Mr, Jonasaon:

On 26 Juna 1972 you filed a notice to construct a 100 space gravel
parking facility on Swan Island. We have expressad our concern over
particulate emilasions from this facility with you and vour staff and
hava raceived g verbal committment frow Mr. Siggelkow and Mr. MeClellan
that the lot would be paved during 1973. We also roceilved a letter
from Conmandar Hgntoyas U.8. 4., dated 19 July which transmitted a plot
plan of & 2406 space parking facility with A,C. pavement (proguvmably
meaning asphaltic concrete). Since your noitice of censtruction indicates
a 00 spacs facllity this is legally the only fﬁci?iﬁv wae could make
our recomwmmdation to BLE.Q,

Would vou pleaca have the enclesed N/C parking facility form £1lled
out for the 246 space facllity Lif this 1s what you intend to construct
ot the promise.

We will be in a position te act on this project once wa recelve the
Cpraper Applidation to construct. oo

Very ftrul

Jolu/r Loﬁa]czyk
Tbcbnical Dirvector

JFE  8m . -
Enclogure : ‘ : : EOUTIKG

f‘z*?ﬁi%{,bj

From:

" R e

R : ACTON:




DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
WESTERM DIVISION
NAVAL FACILITIES ENGINEERING COMMAND
P.O. BOX 727
SAN BRUNO, CALIFORNIA 94066 IN REPLY REFER TO:
Code 405 GRC/un
19 July 1972

Mr. Don Gruber
Columbia-Williamette
Alr Pollution Authorlty
1010 Wb Couch

Portland, Oregon 97232

2ar Mr. Gruber,

Per your telephone conversation with Mr. Gary Cocok of our Civil Design
Branch, on 19 July 1972, the following information is provided concerning
our plans at Swan Island Industrial Park, Portland, Oregon.

At this time, the training center for the U.S, Navy and Marine Corps,
le scheduled for construction in Spring cor Swmmer of 1973. This new fa-
cility will be approximately as showmn on the enclosed drawing, which is a
reproduction of the 15% design submittal from Campbell. & Yost, Architects
& Ingineers, Portland, Oregon. '

If wmore information is required other than what is enclosed, please
contact Mr. Cook (415) &71-6600 ext. 3086,

-t

Sincerely,

B. F. MONTOYA
ComwmnWW CEC US?
enclosure ' Ecolo ogy Officer

Copy to Bill Siggelkow Port of Portland
Copy to Gary chlelLen EPT
e ziv Teo
fﬁ
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11 July 1972

M, Carl Jonasson
Powd of Porvlend
Po 0. Enx 3529 .
Porblond, Orogon 97208

Dooxy Mr, Jonacoon:

th rogard to the Port of Portland/U.8. Navy parking lot
Notieo of Consbruchion §#P-10, this proposed facility 1o in a
gritleadl area with roospoet Lo ale pollution. As propoced, the
graval prrlcing lobh Nobico of Construction end spplication fow
evproaval vounld have 0 he donded sinze this avea do ebove tha 1975 (?QVﬂbobmt€)
Fodaral anbient adr atandarda at this bima. We feol aince this
ares i in o eritical mone, a paved pariking lot would bz the ocnly
acoeptablo way this lob could e approved.

A roply on this matter is needsd by 26 July 1972 or a denial '
will have to bo iasved on this application.

If theve are any questions, plense eontact us.
Very truly yourd,

P

Den Gorbeor ‘
Asgistont Doginesy

DG il

o S e

PO
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DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR MEMORANDUM

L. B. DAY
Director

PO Tor: Environmental-Quality-Commission

B, A. McPHILLIPS .
Chalrman, MeMinnville From: Director

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR,

Springfield Subject: Agenda Item Mo. Eh, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting
STORRS 5. WATERMAN

Portland X . .
GEORGE A. McMATH Proposed Valley River Inn 481-space Surface Parking

Portland Facilities . Eugene

ARNOLD M, COGAN
Portland

Background:

On Septembey 4, 1972, the Department received a letter
from Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority together with an environ-
mental impact statement regarding the proposed Yalley River Inn

motor hotel and anciltlary 481-space surface parking facilities.

VYalley River Center of Eugene, Oregon, has proposed con-
struction of the Valley River Inn motor hotel adjacent to the
Yalley River Center shopping mall located just north of Eugene
near the intersection of the Delta Freeway and Goodpasture Isltand

Road.

The Inn will be constructed in two phases, the first

one including the central complex, 163 guest rooms, and 275 parking

DEQ-1 TELEPHONE: (503} 229-56%6




spaces. Phase II, to be constructed within 2 to 5 years after

Phase T, 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 allowed to

proceed.

Director's Recommendaticn:

In view of the fact that Lane Regional Air Pollution
Authority's review of the proposed Valley River Inn\and.anci1~
]ary.pafking facilities is compatible with the Department of
Environmental Quality parking facility vules, I recommend that

the Commission approve construction of the facila




AIRPORT ROAD - ROUTE 1, BOX 739 BOARD OF DIRECTORS

i EUGENE, OREGON 87402 ——
3 2 PHONE: (503) 689-3221 WICKES BEAL
| ‘@LLUT‘EN . 7 | Bugene
e UTHEEITY 7 NANCY HAYWARD
SO : Lane County
V.J. ADKISON | CHARLES TEAGUE
Program Director : Eugene
* DARWIN COURTRIGHT
Springfield

VERN STOKESBERRY
Cottage Grove

August 31, 1972

Mr. Mike Downs

Department of Envircnmental Quality
1234 $.,W. Morrison

Portland, Gregon

Dear Mike,

Enclosed are the environmental impéct 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 vou need any more information lease don't hesitate to call us.
¥ y + P :

[

Sincerely,

e 50 f | o .

Dave Baker
ASsistant Engineer

Clean Air Is A Natural Resource - Help Preserve It




DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR
MEMORANDUM
L. B. DAY
Diractor
- ENVIR%I\ém!TSﬁoﬁUMITY A QL — ENVIRONMENTAL - Q@UALITY COMMISSION
B, A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnville FROM: Director
EDWARD C. HARMS, JR.
Springfield
STORRS §. WATERMAN SUBJECT: Agenda Ttem No, E i, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting
Portland
GEORGP]‘E:‘ :'; '.:);CMATH Proposed Pringle Creek 480-Space Parking Structure, Salem
ARNOLD M. COGAN
Portland 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 fo 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

DEQ-1 TELEPHONE: (503) 229.5696



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 Civie
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 = 15.3.4”8.];.);‘:1,.0.(;,.‘35“011. thepro;ectsﬂe will result from the construction
of the proposed parking structure.

According to MWVAPA, 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.
MWVAPA has concluded that the proposed f.a;:ilit.y 1s comuatlble .\;vith., tﬁe
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




9/26 /72 - MJD

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 parking gtructure and recommended
that congtruction be allowed to proceed, I recommend that the Commigsion

approve construction of the 480-car Pringle Creek Parking Siructure.
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SR MICHAEL D. ROACH
Director

IVHQ WILLAMETTE VALLEY
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2585 STATE STREET / SALEM, OREGON 97301 / TELEPHONE AC 503/581-1715

August 22, 1972

Department of Environmental Quallty

1234 S W. Morrison - L

Portland, Oregon 97205

Attn: Mz, L.B., Day

Gentlemen:

SUBJ: PRINGLE CREEK PARXING 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 congsiders the net increase in the area of
258 wvehicles.

If the Department needs additional information on this
facility, please notify this office.

Sincerely,

el

Michael D. Roach
Director

MDR/st

encl.

MEMBER COUNTIES: BENTON / LINN / MARION / PCOLK / YAMHILL ‘{




MID-WILLAMETTE VALLEY AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY
2585 State Street -~ Salem, Oregon

MEMORANDUM -

TC : DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
FROM : MWVAPA Staff
DATE : August 22, 1972

SUBJ : PRINGLE CREEK PARKING AREA

The MWVA?A reviewed and recommended appfoval 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 addresses itself to

include all 1002 spaces. They are as follows:

Civic Center - existing 334
SAIF = proposed bt d 150
Medical Bldg. - proposed - 18
Two small lots - proposed 50
Pringle Creek Garage - proposed 480
TOTAL 1002

2. The parking area in question.is part of the overall
downtown parking and transportation plan. The Authority
hags not reviewed the entire plan.

3. The City of Salem zoning code reguires 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, plus one space per two




Page 2
August 22, 1972
Pringle Creek Parking Area

employees. Floor area is 274,000 square feet and the numbér

of occupants is 905. Based upon this criteria, 910 spaces

would be required. 8Since short term parking will be reguired
for retail shops designed for the lower area of the structure,
an additional 92 spaces is not unreasonable.

4, The lot desigﬁéﬁéd'llo in fhéwérigiﬁal éﬁéﬁéﬁent is“.m

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

indicaterthat increases in noise levels would be undetectable.

7. Attached are sketdhes of the proposed structures as

requested.

In recent years business establishments in Salem have
followed the pattérn 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
wag deteriorating has reversed this trend on a limited scale.
Retall 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 transpdrtation. Even though

public transportation is not directly improved as a result of




lPage 3

August 22, 1972

Pringle Creek Parking Area

thege projects, the possibility of it being improved becomes
more real as the central core area obtains greater usage.

The total effect on the downtown environment is expgcted
to be enhanced rather than degraded bécause 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‘intp the dred, plius
tﬁe fact that auto emissions in future years are expected to
decline, indicates that ambient levels will nét increase as a

result of this project.r
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

~PRINGLE - CREEK - PARKTNG STRUGEURE s s o 00 s s
AND .
PARKING LOT FOR THE
STATE ACCIDENT INSURANCE FUND
A STATE AGENCY

Builder: City of Salem, Oregon

Architect: Broome, Selig & Orlngdulph
Portland, Oregon

Mention, Hanns & Lindburg
Salem, Oregon

Date of Construction
October 1972

- Prepared by:

Office of Comamunity BDevelopment
Broome, Selig & Oringdulph

April 20, 1972




IMPACT STATEMENT

PRINGLE CREEK PARKING STRUCTURE, SALEM
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 Downtown Business Area of Salem, The site is

boﬁnded by Liberty Street on the west, Bigh Street on the east, Trade
~ Street on the morth, and Pringle Creek on the south,

The site is located within the Pringie Creek Urban Renewal Area and
is located between the new Salem Civic Center complex and the soon—td—be
constructed State'Accident Insurance Fund building. A basic design require-
ment ds that this structure and other on-site developments allow for a free
and easy pedestrian flow between these facilities. Every effort has been
made to subordinate the car te the pedestrian rather than subordinating the
pedestrian to the car,

The design provides for the elevation of all cars within the structure
to the uppe%.levels, leaving“the ground level free for the development of
pedestrian flow through open malls bgtween shops and office space,

The height of the structure has been cafefully considered, Along it's
principal face (High Street), it's height is only 42.5 feet, while the
maximum height of 48 feet oeccurs at the interiorlof 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,

Ihelsite is of greater size than is required for the parking structure,
The development of the excess property has been encouraged. Over-development
or impropef development should be avoided. In order tb 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

_perking structure (Broome, Selig, Oringdulph & Partners, Portland; and
Mention, Hanns, & Lindburg, Salem) te develop concurrently with the parking
structure design,guidelines for future commetrcial aeveldpments on the site.
Water forms the nmorth and south boundarieé of the site, Pringle Creek
on thé south and the Milirace on the north. The desién of the water-related
features is being executed by Mitchell, McArthur, Gardner & 0'Kane Associates,
Landécape Architects, commissioned by the Urban Renrewal Agency. The parking

structure design is being closely coordinated with that effort.

1, The mature and magnitude of existing motor wvehicle movement and

anticipated change due to the proposed structure or construction.

At present the parking structure and SAIF sites,rincluding street parking,
are accdmmodating apprgximately 52} automobiles. The majority of these spaces
are for long term (more than four hours) ﬁarkers. 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




of 146 spaces, This increase reflects the increased demand caused by SAIF,
the Civic Center, and other fﬁture development within this area, The
construction of the parking structure allows this iqcreasé and at the same
time allows for the decrease of 334 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 Qse.

Motor 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, will again
be a peak period for motor vehicle operationlwithin the garagé. 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 constructicn period for the styucture will begin in the month of
October and November, - Because this is the locai réinymééééén; 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, carboen

-monoxide, owides of nitrogen, and photochemical oxidants, assoclated

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 oné time,

The design of the facility will allow fér rapid exitiﬁg 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 dgs%gqﬂof the ﬁggi;ity will allow for adequate air exchange
té ventilate the garage; No mechanical ventilation system will be feéuired'
to accommodate auﬁomotive exhausts,

Gasoline, inflamables and cother noxious chemicals will not be stored
within the facility, Air intakes for the retail activities on the ground
level will be located éway from major entry points in éreas 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 regiomal publiic transportation

szstems.

The proposed facility ig in conformance with the Pringle Creek Urban
Renewal Plan and the Central Salem Developrient Plan both have been adopted -
by the local governing body, and is 1n accordance with stéte and Federal
regulations, Theée 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., landscaping, interference with wviews or vistas from surrcunding

areas,
As stated earlier, the successful, harmonious relationship to the neigh-

borheood is a basic design requirement. During the development of this design,




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
Cify staff members,

Final review by and approval from the Common Council of the City of'
Salem is required,

It is ﬁardly concelvable that any feature of a design, much less an

- entire design that was improperly related to the neighborhood could survive

these rveviews.

6. The precautions that will be taken to protect air gquality and water

quality during and after construction.

Air gquality will not be adversely affected during construction for the
reasons cited in parégraph three above. A certéin”aﬁsuﬁﬁ.df siltation could
o;cur in tﬁe adjacent stream. However, this will occur duriang the rainy
season when stream flows are moderate encugh to allow for sufficient carry~
off.

Further control of siltation will be inmstituted 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 econtractor, Materials not
salvaged will be disposed of at local landfill sites. The nature of comnsturction

—5—




(mostly concrete and a mininmum of wood and sheathing material will be used)

should limit the solid waste problem considerably.

8. The anticipated change in background noise levels as the resylt of

the structure or construction.

No appreciable changes expected., Future use reflect existing uses.
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Attn: Michoel I3, Ronch, e DPrings Crech Porking Structure
Diractor

Geontlomon:

E‘hi‘a N ;r;’-,f*?:ﬁ eng han fovi ﬁé ihe pronnsed Princle Creok
<1 pislemsst, and fho M- Willameits

L ity Pocommendstion {or apprevad, which was
ea ot the DEY osziﬂf‘ # on May 26, 1V%, I 13 the delerminsiion of the
i W:iyt'fﬁ ot thet dnsuillciont information bas baen presented m*’ ug to
rocemmend approval for tho Clly of Balem to commmenca eonstsviion.

A thoely responge by the srovepriate arencles op fndlviduls
{o the follewing auostlons will ailow the Dopariinent to malke & fipal dotermina-
tlon of appronviste sotion iz this matier.

1. Does the MWVAPA recommmandation for avproval of the pronosed
o a"*"ie Creck Parldng Sivoaiurs gice insiude aporoval of the
pronesed .?sadmff»f  SALY puviace 1ot and mg ’f.‘e“‘m"* ”z.,ai AT o
3 4 pf oy pene tho :

e lot to boe looat
AH vou pro awsre, ander QAT

20-070 each of thooe propn
prorevel bafore oonsiry

e&%im wm :«mquﬁf@ L, 20
L0100 T ? @ﬁ.}ﬁ}lﬁwﬁ@.ﬁe
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slatement nrenared oy ii's\s; g;fagmazmi
iitie sient

e to DEG,
syanat of
i,

\l‘?ﬂ\zr A FEOOEIIN ok io rovel of (ho Fringle Cros
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4.

Be

e

Farling Stouciure glse fmoly spprovel of these comvrehensive
plang as envirpnmentally sound trepoportation plaaning ?

é*’ toment siztos that the €67

] < by the pavking
v, ond othep loeal
inw those parking

Aicing were to bo

8

:”;; of BALY emplovess
v ordde mosy teosnll to work and the

8 osr oecunzncy of commutors were LD porsong ney oy,
?_(;azm& for approvimately 160 parking snaces could be
&af-:'pﬁmmsﬁg

The map that iz ottached o the environmontal im*&m’%ﬁ stalament
shows whot aoosaes to by a wropoped surines noridoer ot for 110
b Any dnclifty EQ"Q‘E{’; to tha ather

velucles, Tewr dooe $hlg
parking facilfties mwoniionsd in the onvirenmenial fingact siatement 7

The of statoment gtates thet prosent narling
inthe g ADTTON M‘sa{ g? 321 vohicles ead that 304 of
theno gpooss wui i;tsza 2 ,‘Ei, zd viter eonzirustion of the proposcd
parking faeitities,

fn. Where avs the 581 pproes prosentiy located ?

Be Which of thy 851 spaere will be elimdanied ?

€, Where will the ﬂ@&»ms" marking sirustnre, 158=c1r apd 62-cop
guriios lois and the proposed SATF headguarviers be looaied?

A aeries of maps ghovld suffics to show preamt and fujure parking
tosations.

The eavirenmental imuvact statement sintes that po anpeeeinbls
ehanges fn anlge lov '4-*1’? are expoctod to ooour i tho vicinily of

the preossad packing structore. Wihet is the basle for this sintoment ?
13 i purinee varking vorsud giveciurs

e o han Boroes wm*mm.a:s banstis for estimation
: a progent background nolse isvels in the

s rz’xwiaﬁn en 7

Havs volzid

parking
heon em
viciglty ©

8
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7. The environmontal imract sistement etafes that the oroposad

prrking ste v will be constrasted in oush a wannsr that ita
tsesndnt, snd bolk will be barmonlcus in ita

g nodvhhorhood.  Are avchitoctural

2-goenvalont, avetlsble shewlng the—

wionahiip o the gurrounding arca ?

Thers aro two other arcas of concern that we would like to rozolve
with MWVAPA st o fotor dafe. Tha MWVATA ale aunlity study and anndyaia
tronts the wronased poeldng structure og g polnt aouvee of CO emiasiona due
Lihe structore, 1 doon not addressg tha cuosticn
sultine ivem tho onsration

g

to veblcles onarating withiz
of the contrihotion te avan CO concuntrations re
of veblicles that will bo drawn to the vicinlly of o parking structure.

v

Alzo, the LIWVAPA predistinng of present amblent CO congenivg-

thon ot tho site of the prenoged parking siructurs I8 based uwoon 14 daye of

coxtinnous moniioring, Plomantary slotlsticol anslyals of the DER
Contlopuoug Aly Moniforine Station carbon raonoxide datn indicatag that
much lavgoe istorvals of continuous sampling ave rveaguived (o predict

L4

ambient OO copcentrationg,

We would appreciats vour early reply to the quastions doelisested
ashovs so thel the Dennrbment may meks a finsl recommendstion for actlon
88 #Bock 84 noasiblo,

- Vary trudy yours,

A Ened Hy

- BooDay

S g L
/g ] %f{;f Director
v
LBDIEh

ey Robert B, Mooro
Cily Manager, Sslem
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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'frdm”ﬁhé”Citj“”
of Salem for the subject structure as requested by the Authority.
An evaluatlon 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 perscnnel. The Authority
has made a limited evaluation of air guality as described in this
report. :

Ambient air sampling for CO was accomplished by the Authority on
May 2 and 3, 1972, in the wvicinity 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 f£loor 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 availlable 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 & 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/hxr.
Using a nomograph, based upon Basanquet and Pearson eguation, the
maximum downwind concentration would be 31 ppm and would cccur 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, thé 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. Thig 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 dnd 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 vhereas traffic flow in the proposed structure
will be basically short term at the beginning and end of the 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 CC -
and other air pollutants,

7. Statistical analysis of CO ambient air qualiiy meagurements made
by the DEQ and by recent studies of CWAPA in Portland, indicates a
“downward trend in CO. This is primarily due to increased efficiency

in auvtomobilile engine controls. Carbon Monoxide emission curves developed

by the EPA indicate that 1985 CO concentrations will be 15% of 1967's.
Based upon this downward trend, emissions from the parking structure
will be reduced in the following yvears since it will accomodate newer,
better controlled automobiles.l

Recommendations

The staff recommends that approval be granted for the structure.

L. John E. Core, John E. Kowalczyk, 1971-1985 A Report on Air Quality,
‘CWAPA Tech. Report 71-%A, Oct. 15, 1871, pp 14,23,24.




TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

L, B. DAY
Diractor

ENVIRONMENTAL- QUALITY......

COMMISSION

B. A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnville

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR.
Springfield

STORRS S, WATERMAN
Portland

GEORGE A, MeMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M. COGAN
Pertland

DEQ-T

DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

MEMORANDUM

TO: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

FROM: Direcior

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 letfer from

the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority delineating their analysis
of and recommendation for the proposed Pioneer Industries Apartments
95-gpace gurface 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
14 off-street spaces per unit (63 x 13 = 95 spaces).

Analysis:

The proposed parking facility is located in an area of special

TELEPHONE: (503) 229-5696




concern ag defined in the DEQ Guidelines for review of parking facilities,
However, the Columbia-Willametie 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 apariment 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 heing 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 CWAPA is that the Department allow
construction to proceed. However, gince 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 locatfon and design

of this apartment complex.




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman
City of Portland

2 October 1972

A)Q?A)?ME Stag, Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman

. - ﬁf@,c"m,j; ._’ Oros Clackamas County

Mr. H. M. Patterson, Director @ _ :mn,f;,,,ggg Burton C. Wilson, Jr.
Air Quality Control Division _ @? 'iQwMH? Washington County
Department of Environmental Quality e A Ben Padrow
1234 Southwest Morrison Street. T2 197 MMﬂmnThC?mw

© AJ. Ahib
Portland, Oregon 97201 éﬁﬁ? o) 2 - CMummaCmﬁx
s

Richard E, Hatchard

Dear Mr. Pattefson: Program Director

On 27 September 1972 Pioneer Industries filed a notice to
construct a 95-space surface parking faeility 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 parking appears to be
adeguately 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.

Very truly yours,

R. E. Hatchard
Program Director

REH: j1 .
Enclosures

An Agency to Control Air Poltution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation




DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

L. B, DAY MEMORANDUM

Director

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY . oo s

COMMISSION To: ENVIRONMENTAI QUALITY COMMISSION

B, A. McPHILLIPS
Chalrman, McMinnville

EDWARD C. HARMS, IR, From: Director
Springfield
STORRS 5. WATERMAN
Portland
GEORGE A. McMATH

Portland Allocation of State Funds to Regional Air Pollution Authorities

ARNOLD M, COGAN
Portland

Subject: Agenda Item No, [ , October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting

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 entifled.™

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, 616

Total $105, 117

DEQ-? TELEPHONE: (503} 229-5656




Summary: Allocation by Legislature $212,924
Alloecation for fiseal 71-72 105,117
Balance (7-1-72) $107, 807

Analysis:

Each Regional Authority has submitted a request for allocation
-of -State-funds- for- fiseal yearJuly 15 19'72through Jume 30,1973, gg

follows (letters are attached):

CWAPA $53, 771
LRAPA 30,269
MWVAPA 22, 809

Total 106, 849

The CWAPA has reported the fourth-quarter expenditures of
state fqnds for fiseal 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 fiseal 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.




Conclusions:

Each regional :authority has applied for an allocation of sfate
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 Afr
Pollution Authority for the fiscal yvear July 1, 1972 through June 30, 1973
as follows:

CWAPA $53,771

LRAPA %30, 269

MWVAPA $22, 809

The fands are to be apportioned to regional authorities in

conformance with ORS 449, 920(2),

9/12/72 HMP




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

1010 N.E. COUCH STREET . P_OF!TLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7176

10 August 1972

epartment of Environmental Quality
1234 S, W. Merrisom
Portland, QOregon 97205

‘Adir Quality Control Division

Subiect: Request for State Grant Funds

Gentlemen:

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Francis J. tvancie, Chairman
City of Portland

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
Clackamas County

Burton €. Witson, Jr.
Washington County

Ben Padrow
Muftnomah County

A, Ahlborn

U Attention: H, M. Patterson, Director . . .. Columbia County

Richard E. Hatchard
Program Directar

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.

The 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. AO0002L. 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 ecounties,

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 Board of Directors.
Very truly yours,

VL Ht

R, E, Hatchard
Program Director

State of Ore g?TA
REH: jLs DEPARTMENT OF EW%RONME”

ERBIVE
06141972

AR QUALITY CONTROL

An Agency to Coniro] Air Pollution through Inter-Governmenial Cooperation

L QUALITY
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Adlr Pollutlon Control Office
DURAHAM, NORTH CARQCLINA 2TIC!

ROTICE GF AIR POLLUTION COHTROL PROGRAM

GRANT AWARDED - %jomcmaL 7]

———

TROM IEPPAL PROTECTICH AGENCY

MPORTANT « Halar tn thia Hn, in

] aoll correspondence
1

GHAMT MO,

A000021

du.i 28 1972

AMEMNDEQ

A

'by section 103 of the Clean Air Act, as amended (P.L. 90 -145).

GRANT in support of your Afr Fallution Cnntrel Progiram,
Thi

in the amount indicated bclow, has becn approved, as autharized
3 award is subject 1o the Repulations governing grants to air

potlution control programs {42 C.F.R. Part 56, as revised), to the Terms and Conditions on the reverse of this Nouce, and to other

terme and conditions, if any, noted under Remarks of this Notice.

TYPE OF GRANT
CJwamiav

27
[N conTinuaTion

] sUPPLEMENTAL

TIRreETeNTION

TYPE OF SURPPCRT
Tl peEvELOPMENT Climprovem=sNT

@ ESTABLISHMENT

BUDGET _PERICD CGVE.FI CD B8Y THIS AWARD )

rnga SUlY 1, 1972 oo, June 30, 1973
TOTAL SUPPORT PERIOO .

prom JUTY 1, 1989 hnouen dune 30, 1973

FUTURE SUFRPORT (Suliyect tu the aveilabitity of funds and satisla<iory
peogram devetopment, Foderal fuads Auve beea commitied, in the gaournts
showr below, for (Uture suppurt al the progeas.)

SECOMND YEAR % TH'RD YEAR 3

GRENTEE AGEHCY

Columbia-¥illamette Air Pollution Author1ty
1010 N.E. Couch Street

Portland, Oregon 97232

PAYEE (Check will be drawn a5’ follows-)

Multromah County-Accounting-Division -
Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority
10710 N.E.-Couch St., Portland, Oregon 97232

BUDGET SUMMARY FOR BUDGET F'

“RICD COVERED BY THIS AWARD

PROGRAM BUDGET | NOH-FEDERAL PROGRAM ZUNDS FEDERAL TOTAL
suocer exvecony | BHOEEE | e s ] rora "evos Fonos
BERSOMNEL 3 5]39,867 ' 3 139,8_67 52(}4 365 '5 404,233
EQUIPMINT 797 797 2,391 - 3,188
SUsALIES 2,975 2,975 8,925 11,900
TRAVEL 2,920 2,950 8,850 11,800
IO LTATIOY AuD EIavicce Z ,\_.50 2,850 3,550 1,00
_»ti. TIGHE ANN REHNIYATIONS )
b | 300 300 900 1,700
PURLICATION COSTS i . :
~ otwzr 11,574 11,574 34,721 46,295
TOTAL s s 161,313 [s 161,313 $328,703 3 450,016
IMPORTANT! § 48,412
' of the total non-
Federal rrogram budﬂﬂt as shewn abOVL have b@on dP“lfnatﬂd non-mitchablae
cooils.  Fursuant to grant regulaiions (%2 C.F.R. Pari 4564 T, ng)‘
non-matchable costs of the program may not be less in any y=ar than the
total non-Faderal recurrent ezpend'*u”ES were -for the aprplicant's air
vollutlion contrel program in the applicant's fiscal year irmediatoly
::aceding the teginning of the suppert period. O“Lj'"on—;c‘m~ 1 fanads
- in excess of the non-matchable costs may be matched in any year.
- /’
cotal fmount Approved 328,703 ! -
'ess Prior Years' Unobligated Baiances 61,0841 SIGNATURE
Less Amount Deferrdd 5,000 _;’ /}ﬁ , ;
CfataT This Awara 262,619 g e A s

L URPHORRATIGN NO, {ALLOWANTE NO,

pmm: AND *n'rt.E

Ponald W. Mcos

Deputy Reglonal Admlnlatra or

40700 | 2999156 o
PHL Pay 15T NI [ OOJECT CLASSISICATION i
R crn X APC-5-72 ALK

5577 7T TTYLaEATean coee

r‘P*-C B ‘-\.IQH N

i

-

30w othze nlda)

KAV Al

- i

151

— ———

“NIH Transaction No. 04-002026
NIH Vendor

Sode /Df”fﬂ




TERMS AND CONDITIONS

*

Thit ard is subject to the Terms and Conditionx bercon as well as to
the Re—latiens governing grants for air polliion control programs (42
. rl{ ot 56, as revised) and polivies und prrcedures of the Depart-
ment ot Health, Education, and Welfare in the Air Pollution Comml
Program L.r:mts Manual and amendments thercta, -

-

A. Use of Propram Funds = - o

Program funds, which include the non-Federal as well uy the
Federal prozram {unds shown on the Notice, may be used for thuse cosis
specifically incurred for the approved program. These fusuls are 1o he
expended for the purpose stated in the approved grant appiication and
for those items enumerated in the approved budeet. The progrnm fuds
may be expended and/or obligated only during the grant puerind covend
by this award.

~B;-Prior-Approval-ltems

-1, Budget transfers

To facilitate proeram aperation, transfers may be made among

budpet categories without prior approval, except that, prior approval of
the Public Health Service is required where:

3. Expenditures would result in a cumalative increase in the
grand total of any budget cztef‘ory cf mote than 25 percent or §1, 00(}
whichever js greater. . ‘

* B, An expenditure would be made in a budgéi catezory for
which no funds were apptoveﬁ.

The rrantes shall su'ﬂrmt with justification’ zmv request for apurova.cfa
-hlf‘ : change as outlined above, Wherr any francfor ey <r1b<f"r'h"l
b_!ar-fz change would result in and reflect a significant change in the
.sho,(' “r nature of the approved program, the grantea is zequired to.
subi. 40 appiication for a pro“—am revision.

2. Other items -

In-zddition, pricr approval is required where:

a. Any item of equipment costing in excess of $1,000 which *~

was pot specifically enumerated in the appmved grant application, is to
be purchased_

H. Support beyond thas award period w1]1 be
‘considered in 1ight of the. agency’s respon- |
sibiTities under the applicable State Imple-
mentation Plan including, but not limited

to, timely submission of data required for
quarterly and semiannual reports and timely
submission of negotiated legally enforceable
compiiance schedules, and all other matters -
.required by Section 110 of the Clean Air Act,
ds amended,
thereto.

and regulations adopted pursuant

b. Services are to be performed as » part of the procram by
contract. Any such proposed contract must be subnoited for review
prior 10 its exccution. The grantee is required to abtain and kecp avail-

- able assurance from the contractor of complianze with Til: Vi of the
. Civil Righis Act of 1964 and regulations of the Department of ifealth,

Education, and Welfare (43 C.F.R. Part 80), when services are provided
as a part of the program through an approved contract.

C. Matching Requirements :

The grantee is required to obtain the necessary non-Frederal pro-
pram funds for the entire gant period and to expend such funds so
thit apprapriste non-l'ederalfFederal matching ratio requiremcnes are
assured,

D Submission of Reports

© The grantee s rcqulred ‘to submit an annval ‘expenditure rcport

NAPCA Form by, 37} within 90 days after the end of the "rant period,
unless otherwise instructed, .

E. Fncal Audat
The grantes will keep such records 50 as to facmtav an effective
audit, All program expenditures, Federal as well as non-Federal, are sub-
ject to review snd audit by the Department of Health, Edyeation, and

Welfare and the Comptroller General of the United States, er any of -

their duly authorized representatives, for the pur-pose of Veuf) ing the
accura(:j znd propnety of charzes.

-F, Balance of Grant Funds

Any unencumbered batance of Federal gromt funds of one dotlar

{31.00) or more at the end of the grant perlod, as seflected in the annual
expendituze report, constitutes a debt to the Federal governmeant. Any
unobiigated balance will normally be applied as an offset to future pay-
ments for succeeding grants to the agency, unless otherwise instructzd.

.G, Adjustment of Award
The Public Health Service may amend thls award at :usy umn with
proper not:mat:on o the grantze.

I.
aipient air guality monitoring requirements
as shown in the appiicable Implementation

Plan must utilize the neasurement methods, or

their EPA approved euu1va1ent as descrlbed
in 40 CFR 50. :

Equipm?nt purchased for use in satisfying

D e e i b s it A




POLLUTION:
AUTHORITY.

V.dJ. ADKISON
Program Director

AIRPORT ROAD - ROUTE 1, BOX 739 ‘ BOARD OF DIRECTORS
EUGENE, OREGON 97402 —
PHONE: (503) 689-3221 WICKES BEAL

: Eugene

August 16, 1972 NANCY HAYWARD

Lane County

CHARLES TEAGUE
Fugene

DARWIN COURTRIGHT
Springfield

VERN STOKESBERRY
Cottage Grove

Mr, H, M, Patterson

Department of Environmental Quality
1234 5. W. Morrison Street
Portland, Oregon 97205

Dear Mr. Patterson:
The Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority's budget for
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 4. Adkison

Director

VIA /o

Clean Air Is A Natural Resource - Help Preserve It




IMPORTAHT « Halrr 14 thia Ha, in

. ! Lmrmnrn, THLAL PROTHCTION AGENCY é alf cotrevpondanca
7, N . .
ir Pollutiou Control Office GRANT NO.
DURMAM, NORTH CAPOLIMA 27701 A-000010
! G TION CONTROL PROGRAM DATE -
HOTICE OF A.RP‘LLUJI T‘ €O T oG 7 = SuN 28 1972
; GRANT AWARDED X ormiciwar [[]amenDED
I:i:— N GRANT in support of your Air Poilution Contr")l Program, in the amount indicated below, has been approved, as authonzed

oy aection 105 of the Clean Air Act, os amended (P.L. 90113

Thi

s award is subject to the Regulations governing grants to air

poflulzon control progroms (42 C,F. R, Mart 56, as rﬂuscd). to the Terms and Conditions on the reverse of this Notice, and to other
termn and conditions, if any, noted under Remarks of this Notice.

TYPE OF GRANT

Imimiac

XH conTINUATION

[ sueprLeEmeEnTAL

[ rerenTiON

TYPE OF SUPPORT
CloeveLopMeEnT X} mMrroveMENT

3 esTaBLtsHMENT

BUUGET FERIOD COVERED BY TH!S‘A‘HARD

— Julvﬁ}. 1972 tiroucn une 2
FYOTAL SURPORT PEMIOD ‘ o )
rrom . July 1, 1970 . .., June 30, 1973

FUTURE SUPPQRT (Subject tu the avnilnbility of funds ond satisfactory
nrogram develoginent, Federal funds huve been committed. in the orvaunts
shown betaw, for [uture suppart of the prograv.}

THIRO YEAR S

SECOND YEAR S

GRAMTEE AGENCY

Lane Regional Air Pecllution Authority

Foute 1 Box 739

Fugene, Oregon

97402

.

PAYEE (Check will be drawn ax follows:)

Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority |

Route 1 Box 739
. Eugene, Oregon 97402

BUDGET sSUMMARY FOR BUDGET PECRICO COVERED BY THIS AWARD

Federal program budget as shown above have beoe

costs..

total non-Faderal racurrent

das

=
S17

PROGRAMN BUDGET HOM-FEDERAL PROGRAM FUNDS FEDERAL P;gT;L

. G M

suosey catesony | Suisteve | oTmen man voTa Monos Funos
PEZRSONAEL s | 551,043 $51,043 168,488 $119,531
EOUIPMENRT 7,775 7,775 5,325 13,100
supPLIZS 3,175 3,175 925 4,100
TRAVEL 3,925 3,925 850 L L,775
CONSULTATIGH AN SERVISIS 2,700 2.700 5,100 7,800
AU Tiows awo AENOYATIONS . -0 0 0 ) 9,
s, 175 175 75 250
CPURLICATION COSTS 800 &00 200 1,000
oreer , 17,107 17.107 7,530 26 637
TOTAL s 86 4700 586,700 588,493 15175,193

’ TMPORTANT! § o o | S
. 202
27,29 of the total non- .

rnated non~matchabila

Purgusnt to grant regulations (42 C.F.R. Part. 456, .56.5(g)),
-~ .- non-matchable costs of the orogram may not be

iess
axpenditures were for the ap

in

any vear
vlicant

{han the

Yo oalr

rollution control’'program in the applicant’s fiscal year immediately.
preceding the beginnin

in excess of the non-maichable

g of the suppcrt period.
costs may be ma

-

Only non-
tched in any year.

Federal

funds

Total Amount Approved $88,493 ;/f;7 )
“Less Prior Yeats Upobligated Balances 17,164 [sionatume . ', /// '
Legs Amo??; Qeterre@; _ 5,000 > ”j ,// - 7

Total This Avard | 571,329 cU4 1442227/”2557
APFHOPHIATION NO, ALLOHANTSE NO, i MM E XVD TITLE i -

68X0L00

29991056

Prni SAY LIST NO.
F =ion XAPC-8-72

WEIEITY CLASSIFICATION

4113

PR IR G T,

Al a0

LCCATION CLOE

Donald W,

Moes

Deputy Regional Administrator

{3ea othar vide)

HAPCAMDUT) 1oy

. e
andte

NTH TRANSACTION

"NIH VENDOR CODE

KUMBER

783724

7,

01ox0909u




L THRMS AND CONDITIONS

This awurd is subject to the Terms and Conditions hiercon as well as to -
thc( ulatiens govcrniﬁg grants {or air pollaton control programs (42
- CFoi., Part 2A, as revised) and policies and procedures of the Depart-
raent of Heaith, Education, and Welfure in the Air Pollution Control
« Program Grants Manuad and ainendments thereto,

A. Use of Program Funds. ) : '
Program funds, which include the non-Federal as well as the

Federal program funds shown on the Notice, may be used for those rosts
specifically incurred for the approved pragram. These funds are {o be
expended for the purpose stated in the approved grant application amd
for those itcms enumerated in the approved budget. The program fuinds
may be expended and/or obligated only during the grant perivd covered
by this award.

B. Prior Approval Items

1.  Budget transfess
To facilitate program operation, transfers may bz made among
budget categores without pricr approval, except that, prior approval of
the Public Health Service is required where:

Ca Expenditures would result in a cumulative increase in the
. grand total ef any budget catewory cfmore than 25 percent or 51, 000
whichever is greater,

b. An expenditure would be made in 2 budget category for
which no funds were approved.

T.  rantec shall submit with justification any request for approval of a
hugzet change as cutlined ahove, Where any lr2ncfer or sebatuntal
bug- - change would result in and reflect a significant change in the
see, or nature of the approved program, the grantee is requu'ed to
submit an application for 4 program revision.

2. Other items

In addition, Qrior approval is required where:

a. Any item of equipment costmv in excess of $1,000 which
was not specifically enumerated in the approved grant apphcatmn is to,
be purchased

H., Support beyond this award period will be consider

b. Services are to be performed as a part of the program by
contract, Any such proposed contract must be subunitted for review
prior to its execution. The grantee is required to obtain and keep avail-
able assurance [rom the contracter of compliance with Title VI of the
Civil .Rights Act of 1964 and regulations of the Department of Healin,
Education, and Wellare (45 C.T.R. Part 80), when services are provided
as a part of the program through an approved contract,

C. Matching Requirements :

The grantec is required to obtain the necessary non-Frederal pro-
grivn Mnads For the entire grant period and to expend such funds so
that approprinie non-ederal{Federal matching ratio requircments are
asxured.

D. Submission of RLporls

Thr: grantee s required to submit an annual expenditure report
{(NAPCA Form Hq. 37) within 90 days after the end of the grant period,
unless otherwise instructed.

E. Fiscal Audit .
The grantee will keep such records so 25 to facilitate an effective
audit. All program expenditures, Federal as well as non-Federat, are-sub-

ject to review and audit by the Department of Health, Education, and -

Welfare and the Comptroller Géneral of the United States, or any of
their duly authorized representatives, for the purpese of verifying the
accuracy and propriety of charges, ‘

.F. Balance of Grant Funds . .

Any unencumbered bafance of Fedual grant funds cr one dollar

($1.00) or more at the end of the grant period, as reflected in the anaual
expenditure report, constitutes a debt to the Federad povermment. Any
uncbligated balance will normmally be applied as an oftset to future pay-
.ments for succeeding grants to the agency, unless otherwise instructed.

G. Adjustment of Award

The Public Health Survice may amend this award at any time wnn i

i)roper notification to the grantee.

.

ed in light cf the agency's

responsibilities under the applicable State Implementaticn Plan including, but not

limited

to, timely submisstion of data required for quarterly and semi-annual reports

and timely submission of negotiated lepally enforceable compliance schadules, and

~all other matters required by Section 110 of the Clean Alr Act,

regulations adopted pursuant thereto.

as amended, and

L. 'Equipment purchused for use in satisfylng ambient alr qualiry monito*ing‘
requirements as shown in the applicable Implementation Plan must utilize the

nmeasurement methads, or their EPA approved equivalent,

as described 1n 40 CFR 50,




MICHAEL D. ROACH
Director

2586 STATE STREET / SALEM, OREGOCN 97301 / TELEPHONE AC 503/ 531 1715

) State of Oregon
March 7, 1972 JLPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

E}BE..,@EEWE

AR 101872
Harold M, Patterson, Director _

‘Dept. of Environmental Quality L e
1234 SW Morrison Street i
Portland, Oregon 97205

Dear Myx. Patterson:

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 regquest.

Sincerely vyours,

%”@MMXZL - SIS o

Michael D. Roédh
Director

MDR:dm
. Enclosgure

.

MEMEER COUNTIES: BENTON / LINN / MARION [ POLK [ YAMHILL




FORM L8.20 v ' _General FUND RESOURCES

FOR THE FISCAL YoR 1922 - 1923
' Mid- Wlllamette Valley Aixr Pollutio

BEGINNING JULY 1, 18.72 . Authority

(MUMIGIFAL CORPORATION)

Benton, Linn, Marion, Polk, Yamhil~

HISTORICAL DATA e ) :
ACTUAL . BUDGET : o BUDGET FOR ENSUING YEAR
1 1969~70 1970-71 | 1871-72 TR 197:-73 | 1972-73 | 1972-73
2 - C———— 2750 sAvailable Cash op Hand (Cash Pasis), or ’ i . 2200
3 'N.et’v;forfin.g Capital (A:lfru.ﬁ :n;i;}
.T3240 6676 6469 IBanton County ' CEAL
L 4871 9061 8626 Linn County 1 8859
=i 9995 18,592 18,139 Marion County : 18,630
.1 2183 - 4061 4228 Polk County . | 4343
= 2688 5001 4821 T¥amhill County — 1 4850
| 11,488 21,371 D2 516 State of Oregon 22,809
1] 102,402 90,000 10,000 Federal GCrants 102,652
i - | ' -
[ ! :
[) t 2 15 7 . 5 4 9 Tatal Resourcer. Eacept Tases to Be Levied _lll_'mo 87
i-}_ \\\\\ \\ ‘\\\\\\\\\\\\\\k \\\\\\\ Taxes Neeassary to Balance !udatl . \“
Lu ‘ \S@Q&§§§§%§§ e eeeste £ gest tenind M _—_ &N&3§\ﬁ§§3\\ D *\
Ll 136,860 54112 — 157,549 1 e ‘ 371,082 |

ey Fam LE-ZO (RA ' ; : Face _.6

~ o i S ——




‘ e anD WELRARE e
o HEALTH EDL ON, A 'l' . aMPDRTANT Reofer to this Hc Jn u”
) PUBLIC . _ALTH SERVICE . . .
BT ENVIROMMENTAL HEALTH SERVICE , corrnspandance
[ MATIONAL AR POLLUTION CONTROL ADMINISTHRATION

DURHAM, NORTH CAROLIMNA 2770%

SRANT NO,

A-000009
MOTICE OF MAINTENANCE GRANT AWARDED . DATE

¢ | o | | Jun.g8 1972

A MAINTENANCE GRANT in support of your Alr Pollution Control Program, in the amount indicated below, has been approved, as

aythorized by Section 105 of the Clean Air Act, as amended (P.L. 90-148). This award is subject to the Regulations governing
grants for air poliution 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.

TYPE QGF GRANT . GRANT PERIOD COVERED B8Y THI5 AWARD
' ' FROM THROUGH
BT miTiaL [T CONTINUATION [} suepLEMENTAL
~July 1, 1972 June 30, 1973

GRANTEE AGEMCY . PAYEE (Check will be drawn as follows);
Mid-Willasette Vallev Adr Pollution . | Michael D. Roach, Director . |

Authoricy Mid-\iillamette Vailey Air Pollution
2585 State Street . : ' . - ‘Authority
Salem, Dregon = 97301 : : ' 7 2585 State Street

: ' ‘ Salem, Oregon %7301

- BUDGET SUMMARY FOR GRANT FPERIOD COVERED BY THIS AWARD

A NON-FEDERAL FUNDS MA!_;IE-?ES:::CE CRAND

CATEGORY NON-RECURRENT |NON-RECUR RENT ToTAL FUNDS® TOTAL

PERSONNEL. $ 5 50,045 S 50,045 . 3 65_3_068 s 115,113

EQUIEMENT ' . ) 2,530 . 2,530 3,143 © 5.673

b IeLiEs - ' : 1,870 - 1,970 2,955 4,925

- ( vEL - ’ . 2,300 2,300 ' © 3,450 ) 5,750

"CONSULTATION & SERVICES : . 3'-320 ) 3.320 4,980 8,300
ALTERATIONS & REMOVATIONS ' 80 : 80 120 ) 200 t

TUITION _ - 160 - 160 240 ] 400 -

PUBLICATION CO5TS 240 240 360 600

| BTHER : _ ' 7,790 7 790 . _ 9,684 17,474

‘ TOTAL s s 68,435 s 68,435 ,/f s 90 000 s 158,435

—

SIGNATURE’
s
- TOTAL GRANT AWARD 50,000
///x,///z» 7 // f;/J,-’r
APFRCOPRIATION NO. ALLOWANCE NO. e /'7N:«ME AND TIiTLE
63%X0100 29991056 _
BHS PAY LLIST MO, 72 OBJECT CL.ASISIFH.‘:AATIE‘IN * -
Region X-APC-7- 4113 3 N Donald VI, :“\?"os_
AGEMNCY CODE LOCATION CODE Bep“ty RUE Dﬂa[ .B‘ L 1‘ ‘ii’atﬂi‘
REMARKS : WIH VENDOR CODE 78%4955

NTH TRANSACTION Q1X0508

N St oo St b, a: o . . T -

MAECAIDUR) 13/
140




his awaed is subject to the Terms and Conditions lereon as well as to
s Rep *ions governing grants for air pollution control programs (42

CER. 56, as revised) and policies and procedures of the Depart-
nent nf Health, Education, and Welfure in the Air Pollution Control
1o Grants Manual and amendments thereto,

] S

A. Use of Progrant Funds

Program funds, which include the non-Federal as weil us the
“ederal program funds shown on the Notice, may pe used for thuse costy
pecifically incurzed for the approved program. These funds are to be
xpended for the purpose stated in the approved grant application and
or those items enumerated in the approved budget, The proyrm famls
nay be expended and/or obligated only during the grant period coverad
by this award. .

B. Prior Approval Items
1. Budget transfers

~To-facilitate-pragram-operation; transfess. may be made among...

sudget categories without prior approval, except that, prlor approval of
e Puum. Healthh Service iz required whera:

a. Expenditures would result in a .cumulative increase in the
rand total of any budget category of more than 25 pescent or 31,000,
whichever is greater. -

b. An expenditure would be made in a budget category for
vhich no funds were approved.

The grantes shall submit with justification any request for approval of a
wdget change as outlined above. Where any transfer or substantial
dget change would tesult in and teflect a significant change in the
cope ¢ ture of the approved program, the grantee is required to
sbmit di wpplisaticn fot 2 program revision.

-

( ther items
In addition, pdor approval is required where:
a. Any item of equipment costing in excess of 31, {}00 which

wvas not specifically enumerated in the approved grant application, is to
»& purchased. :

TERMS AND CONDITIONS ' Co

b. Services are to be performed as a part of the program by
contract. Any such proposed contract must be submitted for review
prior to its execution. The grantee is roquired to obtain and keep avail-
ablc assurance from the contractor of compliance with Titic Vi of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 and regulations of the Department of Health,
Fducation, and Welfare (45 C.F.R. Part 80}, when services are prowded

_as a part of the program through an approved contract.

C. Matching Requirements
The pruntec is required to obtain the necessary non-Frederal pro-
gram Funds for the cntire grant period and to expend such funds so
that appropririe non-Uederal/Federal matching ratio requirements are
assured.

D. Submission of Reports
The grantee is required to submit an annual expendlture report
(NAPCA-Form-He:-37)-within 90-days-after- the-end of-the grant period; -
unless otherwise instructed.

E. Fiscal Audit :
The grantee will keep such records so as te facilitate an effective

. audlt All program expenditures, Fedaral as well as non-Federad, are sub-

ject to sreview and aundit by the Department of Health, Education, and
Weifare and the Comptreller General of the United States, or any of
their daly anthorized representatives, for the purpose of verifying the
accuracy and propriety of charges.

F. ‘Batance of Grant Funds -

Any unencumbered balance of Fedﬂra[ grant funds of one dollar
(51.00) or more at the end of the grant peried, agfeflefted in the 2nrual
expenditure report, constituies a debt to the Federal government. Any -

_unobligated balance will normally be applied as an offset to future pay-
ments for succeeding grants to the agency, unless otherwise instructed.

G. Admstment of Award
The Public Health Service may amend this award at zmy time wtth
proper notification to the grantee.’

H. Support beyond this award period will
be considered in light of the agency's re~
sponsibilities under the applicable State
Implementation Plan incliuding, but oot
limited to, timely submission of data re-—
quired 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 amended,
adopted pursuant thereto.

and regulations

I. Equlprenr purchcsad for usa in satis-
fying ambient air quality monitoring re-
quirements as shown 1o the applicaole
Implementation Plan must utilize the messure—
ment metheds, or their EPA approved equiva-
l%ﬂu, as described in 40 CFR 50.

I T . PO EE




e ENVIRONMENTAL- QUALITY. - corvomsc s

DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

T At MEMORANDUM

GOVERNOR

L. B. DAY
Dirsctor To: Environmental Quality Commission

{,B. A. McPHILLIPS

Ghalrman, Mchinnville Subject: Agenda Item g , October 4, 1972, EQEC Meeting

EDWARD €. HARMS, JR.

| Springfield N . .
STORRS 5. WATERMAN Columbia-Willamette Variance No. 72-4 Granted to
Portland Wasteco, Inc.

GEORGE A, McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M, COGAN
Partland

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 Wasteco
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.

AMALYSIS:
A variance is required if the company is to continue its

incinerator development and testing program, since such testing

DEQ-T TELEPHONE: {503} 229-569&




9/8/72 RBS

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.

DIRECTOR'S RECOMMENDATION:
The Ddirector recommends that CHWAPA variance 72-4 to

Hasteco, Inc. be approved as submitted.




QGLUMBEAWELLAMEWE AlR 'PGLLUT ION AUTHBRETY

1010 ME. COUCH STFZEET PQRTLAN POF\'EGON 97232 PHONE (503) 233—7176

Guﬁﬂ%\/ﬁo OF DIRECTORS

28 July 1972 g__/ @Fr gis J. lvancie, Chairman
B ﬁ City ofPortland

,@Ui? "-(,".f/ ,I;Qétefani, Vice-Chairman -

Q{jlq;’ z Clackamas County

) . : «J}“}f P Burten C. Wilson, Jr.

Department of Environmental Quality W Washington County
1234 8.W. Morrison Street o Ben Padrow
Portland, Oregon 97205 _ : - Multnomah County

LGAGL Ahlborn

AttentLon L B Day, Dlrector _ o ‘Columbia County

Richard &. Hatchard
Program Director

Subject: .CWAPA Vériance No., 72-4, Wastéco, Tnc.

Gentlemen:
Please find enclosed, CWAPA Variance WNo. 72-4 which we request
be reviewed by vour department and presented to the Environmental
Quality Commission for their approval.
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. Miputes of the Board of Directors, 21 July 1972
For the Program Director.
Very truly yours,

RViia

ck Lowe
Administrative Director

JL:sm
Fuclosures - 4

An Agency to Coatrol Air Pollution through Inter-Governmenial Cooperation




COTUMBIA-~WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY
1010 N.E. Couch Street, Portland, OQregon 97232

Tn the matter of: ) No. 72-4
' )
VARTANCE TO ) VARIANCE INCLUDING
)
WASTECO, INC. 3 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS
FINDINGS
I

granted a variance to Wasteco, Tnc, from the emission standards cqntained in
Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority Rules to test fire certain incineration
units designed, invented and built.by Wasteco, Inc.
I
By letter dated Jﬁne 9, 1972 from Wasteco, Inc. by Gary Thorn, Productiog
‘and Testing Manager, Wasteco, Inc. has petitioned for an extension of the previocus
Variance for a period of one yéar. Said extension fo be modified and amended in
certain particulars.
III
It is represented by Wasteco, Inc. that in order to perfect such equipment
it is necessary to test-fire the equipment under actual firing conditionsg fof:

short pericds of time.

: | iv
In the process of experimenﬁal testing of.theSe incineration units to determine
maximum operating perimeters and atmospheric emissibns, it would.be expectead that
emissions in excess of those allowed by this Authority's Rules may occcur. A
Vvafiance.should be granted to allow such excess emissions on a limited basis as
part of their developmental testing program, as the ultimate benefit from such

practice may result in a significant contribution to an overall reduction in present

solid waste and air pollution problems.

PAGE 1 of 2 - VARIANCE




ORDER

NGW THEREFORE IT IS HEREBY CRDERED that a VARTANCE from the provisions of

Title 32, Emission Standards, Columbia-Willamette 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,

t Tualatin, Oregon, subiect to the following conditions:

Twastes only; operations §hall be limited ro dayiight houps

The test wunits will be utilized for Types 1, 2, 3 and &

- "rf:Z

and this agency shall be notified prior. to any test
utilizing Type 4 wastes;

The test unit shall be utilized for experimentation and
shall not at any time be operated on a commercial basis;

"Precautions shall be taken to minimize smoke em1851ons at
all times;

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;

The variance shall be in effect for a period of one year
from the date hereof;

If, at any time during the operation of this uait,
significant air pollution problems or auisance results,
Wasteco, Inc. will, at the request of Columbia-Wiilamette
Air Pollution Authority, install adequate control eguipment
or cease the operation of said unit.

Operation and testing of sald units shall not be conducted
during any period of an air_ pellution alert, warning or
emergency. )

Entered at Portland, Oregon the Zlst day of July 1972,

Certliled_a Trueiﬂopy :7
- w»w” h4;&’f%??¢§il{i{;’

j AL
P r- d*‘ S Vice Chalrma%ﬁf

(;Jdck Lov

Administrative Director
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COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

1010 M.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (B03) 2337176

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
23 June 1972

~ Franeis J. lvancig, Chairman
City of Portland

TO: Board of birectors . Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
Clackamas Caunty

e . ) , . ’ Burton C, Witson, Jr,
FROM: R. E. Hatchard, Program Director Washingtan County

.. Ben Padrow
SUBJECT: Variance Request - Wasteco, Inc. _ Muitnomah County

: , A.J. Ahlborn
Gentlemen: ... e e e e e e i - COlsMbla- County
) ) Richard E. Hatchard
Wasteco, Inc., a national manufacturer of pollution control Program Director
equipment located in Tualatin, has requested from the Authority, & renewal of
their original variance granted on 19 March 1971, This variance would allow
the Company to continue to operate and test experimental control atmosphere
furnaces an their company property. These test operations will aid the Company
in developing new and better equipment for processing solid wastes. Such
egquipment promises to have less atmospheric emissions than the presently
available equipment. In the process of experimental testing of these furnaces
to determine maximum 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 Wasteco, Tnc., 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 alr 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. Adequate precautions shall be taken to minimize smoke
emissions at all time;

4. Any significant changes in design or operatlon of
this unit which would affect atmospheric emissions
shall be submitted to the Authority for approval prior
to their installation:

An Agsency to Control Air Poliution through Inter-Govsramental Cooperation
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Wasteco, Inc,

C 23 June 1972

Page 2
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The variance shall be in effect for a one year period
for the date hereof at which time renewal shall be required;

If, at any time, during the operation of this unit
significant alr pollution problem or nuisance results,
Wasteco, Inc. will, at the request of CWAPA, install
adequate control equipment or cease its operations.

Operation and testing of said units will not be conducted

Respectfully submitted,

V25 mar

R, E. Hatchard .




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY
1010 NE Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 972732

ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
3:00 p.m., Thuraday, 6 July 1972
Auditorium, Portland Water Service Bldg.

Present:

Advisgory Committee: Darrel Johnson, Chairman
Walter Nutting, Vice~Chairman . it
John Domnelly, M. D. é%iﬁmi ;Z# . Q
Anthony Federici
Fritz Fleischer
Walter Goss, M, D,

Thomas L. Meador, M. D.
Nancy Rushmer -
Hollister M. Stolts, M, D.
Carleton Whitehead

Staffs Wayne Hanson, Deputy Program Director

Others: Harold Ruecker, Mayor of Hillsboro
Joel Rubey, Environmental Studies Manager, Port of Portland
Roy Ruel, Chief Engineer, Publishers Paper Company

Minutes
The meeting was called to order and the mlnutea of the U May 1972

_meetlng approved as recorded,

" Open Burning in Washington County

Harold Ruecker, Mayor of Hillsboro, stated he had asked to appear
before the Advigory Committee %o speak about the burning periods now allowed. He
pointed cut 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 oceurring
bagide a plece 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
becauge opern 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
Ruscker suggested an interim solution to this problem might be more frequent perlods
for burning throughout the year.

Charles Haney, Chairman of the Sub-comuittee 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 meget with Meyor Ruecker to study the facts
and determine if problems exist in Hillsboro which are different from those brought
out at the public hesring held last year. ,




Mr. Nuttlng p01nted out that Clackamas County had the same sort
of problems as enumerated by Mayar Ruecker c.ncerning Hillsboro. He added that his
county has several privately operated landfill sites receiving other than garbage
which operate well and are approved by the state agency.

Mr. Haney added that until the citizens of Washington County
oring enough pressure on the Washington County Loard of CommlsSLOHers, a dump aite 1n
Washington County will not ve established. :

Mr, NMutiing added that he did not feel the Advisory Committes
should consider any relaxation of the burning restrictions for the City of Hillsbore.
This 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 solid 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 Washingtom
County Commissioners.

Mr. Joel Rubey, Environmental Studies Manager of the Port of
Portland, presented a preview of ithe progress made by the Port of Portland towards
‘completing an envirommental impact statement concerning the airport expansion,

: He stated the reason for the environmental impaect statement was
to assure the public that all aspects of environmental impact caused by ihe airport.
expansion project have received complete and impeartial 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 rescurces impact, the poliution 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 gquite large dredge and fill operation, reduction in noise exposure to-
a great number of people and an enlargement of the recdreéatiofial 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,

Conecerning air pollution, Mr. Rubey reported that Dr. K. W.
-Boubel of Oregon State University, in his study, considered emission sources, types
and quantities from the varicus types of aircraft, land wvehicles, 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 emisslions
will not exceed estabiished stendards with cne possible exception; this exception
could ocour north of the airport entrance where a combination of high ground vehicular
emissiong, and high aircraft emissions could exceed egtablished standards if strong
inversion conditions prevail. Dr. Boubel suggested the changes of thesge events oceurr-
ing simultaneocusly are very remote.

Mr. Rubey commented that the impact which he feels is most
disturbing ig tha* it has been estimated that in 1590 the 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 tc and
from the airport will have to be developed. He commented briefly on some of the
gtudies done concerning mass transportation systems for the airport traffie.
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Mr. Rubey stated it is estimated the alrport will last well into.
the next century and its ultimate capa01ty will be 152 million passengers &nnually
Currently, the airport serves about 2— million passengers annuall;.

In answer to Mr. Hanson's inquiry, Mr. Rubey astated that very
llttle of the 13,000 acres either owned by the Port or affected by the airport
expansion will be used for indusatrial development.

Mr. Rubey answered further questlons and Chairman Johnson thanked

'hlm for his interesting presentation.

Publishers Paper Company

Hayne Hanson reviewed the staff report dated 26 June 1972, copies

_of Wthh had been”distrlbuted to the Commlttee, coneerning the reguest by Publishera
‘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 sgpecific condltlons ag listed in the 26 June 1972 staff
report,

Carleton Whitehead stated that the variance sub-commlttee had met
and wonsxdered a nuuber 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
CWAPA's continuing policy that wigwam waste burners should be regulated along with -
other sources of particulate emission. 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 partieulate emissions, applying the same

standards to all sources of pollution, with the option of providing a variance for a
gpecific period of time and subjeect to specific COndltlQnS, when a special cirecum-
stance warrants this action. :

_ . After discussion of the Publishers Paper variance extensaion
reguest, Mr. Federici moved, Dr. Dormelly seconded and the motion carried to recommend
tc the Board of Directors they adopt the staff recommendation and grant this

. variance extension, with two exeptions; one, that the variance extension time be

until 30 June 1973 and two, that Publishers Paper submit a réport concerning the
alternate disposal methods which are belng 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
submisgsion of a progress report by 31 December 1972.

N

'Wasteco, Inec.

My, Hanson reported that Wasteco, Ine., a national manufacturer
of pollution control equipment in Tualatin, has asked for a renswal 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 235 June 1972, it is the staff recommendation the

variance request bz granted.
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After discussion, Mr. Nutting moved, Mr. Pederici 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

- Cedarwodd Timber Company

Beaver Lumber Company

_ Mr. Whitehead stated that the Department of Environmental Quality
has reduced the pericd of the Beaver Lumber Company variance to 31 December 1972, the
date that their improvements in burner operation are to be completed The wvariance
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 Equlpment. No action is reguired now, but -
an application is anticipataed this fall, ‘ :

Mr. Hanson reported that Beaver Lumber Company is not happy with
the DEQ action. He added that he visited Beaver Lamber Company and assured them

the Advisory Committee and staff would look upon a request for a variance extension
favorably. WMr. 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 wagte burners as the gstate ageney has done.

Mpr. Whitehead reported that the subcommittee recommends the

' AdV1sory Comnd tiee recommend to the Board of Directors that the matier 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
recommuendation of 4 May to the Board of Directors which recommends the Board adopt
the stlpulated order signed by Mr. Eddie Miller.

Other Matters

Mr. Fritz Flelscher stated that due to the closing of the Shell

Chemlcal Plant in Sf. Helens and his relocation in Callfornla, it i8 necessgary oy

him to resign from the Advisory Committee. Dr. Goss moved, Mr. Federici seconded
and a resclution was passed extending appreciation to Mr. Pleischer for his years of

~dedicated service on the Committee and wishing him well on his new venture.

Mr. Federici suggested that Mr. Charles Haney,_Chairﬁan of the

Sub-committee on Open Burning and Solid Waste be suggested by the Board of Directors

for membership on the Department of Envirconmental Quality's Advisory Committee on
Solid Waste Disposal. d#r. 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.




COLUMBIA~WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUT{ORITY
1010 N,.E, Couch Street, Portland, Qregon 97232

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING
9:30 a.m., Friday, 21 July 1972
Auditorium, Portland Water Service Bldg,

Present:
Board of Directors: Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman g;iﬁ.; fgf‘ %9 e .
A, J. Ahlborn 2
Ban. PadloW. oo e . gg,mﬂ,
Staff: - R. E. Hatchard, Program Director
Wayne Hanson, Deputy Program Director
Jack lLowe, Administrative Director
Emory (Crofcot, General Counsel
Others: ' Walter‘Nutting; Vice Chairman, Advisory Committee
Peter Schnell, Publishers Paper Company
Nancy Stevens, Coalition for {lean Air
Rick Reid, CHyM/Hill
Minutes

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 the Sub-
Committee on Variances. The statement is as follows:; '"The Advisory Board notes
with concern what appears to be an attempt to persuvade CWAPA to change the parti-
culate emission standardsg to provide a special less rigorous standard for wigwam
burners. Any such policy change is considered both unnecessary 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, when a special circumstance warrants this action.”

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 Lumber Company, Mr., Nubting reported that the
Advisory Committee decided, after discussion, they would 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 Boaxd
that the Board of Directors adopt fthe stipulation signed by Mr. Fddie Miller,
owner of Cedarwood Timber Company, concerning the operation of his wigwam waste
burnar. This matter had been tabled at a previous meeting by the Board of Directors,

Mr. Nutting reported that the Advisory Committee recommended the
EollGW1ug persons to f£ill the three General Public vacancies on the Advisory
Committee: Mrs. Betty Merten, Mr. A. McKay Rich and Mr. Keaneth 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 Enviromnmental Quality's Advisory Committee

on Solid Waste Disposal,

7 Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissicner Ahlborn seconded and the
motion carried to accept the Advisory Committes's recommendations 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
LY

Fd
( , .
%“ﬁﬁ Wasteco-Tualatin

The staff recommended in a report dated 23 June 1972 that a variance
extension be granted to Wasteco, Inc., a national manufacturer of pollution contrel
equipment,- to allow the Company to test experimental control atmosphere incinerators
onl their company property in Tualatin. Mr. Nutting reported that the Advisory
Committee concurs with the staff recommendation.

: Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion'
carried to grant the variance to Wasteco, Inc. until I July 1973, subject to the
conditions as outlined in the staff report of 23 Jume 1972.

i L O

‘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 Molatla Division mill, 1In a staff report,
dated 26 Jupe 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

-2~




of the Department of Envirconmentual Quality to adopt the state repulations tor
wigwam waste burnevs. e stated that by not adopting the state regulations,
CWAPA will deny the operators of modifioed Wwaam burners access to the state'’s
tax credit program.

Mr. Nutting pointed out thaf 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 1f wigwam burners were allowed to cperate
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, 1s 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 -

the state is now approving waste burner modifications for tax benefits,

Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion
carried to accept the staff report and grant the variance request from Publishers
Papar Company, {ommissioner Stefani requested the staff to aid Publishers Paper
Company in obtaining tax credit for the work done in medifying their wigwam waste
© burner in Melalla.

Oregon Portland Cement Company - Lake Oswego

Mr. Crofoot reported that a stipulation has been signed by Erik Voldback,
lst Vice President, (regon Portland Cement Company which sets Fforth 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 reviewed 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 Qrder in the matter of the Oregon
Portland Cement Conpany :

Barker Manufacturing Company - Portiand

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 two 15 more complex and extensive and will 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 Cormell, Howland, Hayes, Merrvyfield and Hill, the
engineering firm retained by Barker Manufacturing Company, stated the company was
in full agreement with the stipulated dates,




Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlbornm 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
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 Garbide
“can start the furnace with the new material, and if ap air pollution problem is
- created, they will reduce production and if additional control €quipment does not
correct the pollution problem, the operation will be shut down. This will allow
thé company to find out if this material can be used in this type of furnace or if
another furnace must be designed, '

Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion
carried to approve the Uaion 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 1%72, 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 to Commissioner Padrow'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 5400 and Fred Meyer has now retained a
consulting engineer to develop plans and specifications to bring this incinerator
into compliance with autherity 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. Conmissioner
Padrow asked that a status report on Fred Meyers, Hollywood store, be presented at
the next meeting. ' ' :

M. Crofoot stated that TLeon 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 Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion
passed to authorize entry of a final order of the civil penalty against Leon A.
Martin,




{ragon Implementation Plan - Permit System

Mr. Hatchaznd 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 seceond 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 Padrow, Stefani and Ahlborn each stated that their

Boards of County Commissioners, when reviewing their financial contributions To =~
CWAPA, felt that if the state agency was taking over the contrel of the regienal
agency, then their counties should no longer contribute to the regional authority.
Commissioner Padrow 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 Emission Reduction Plan

. Mr. Hatchard presented a progress report on the development of the
motor vehicle emission reductlon 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
Enginear 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
“state's implementation plan whicli reéquire 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 intec operation, it may be possible for the Board to consider a supplemental
budget and CWAPA will be able to meet these responsibilities,

Mr. Hatchard statad one of the picces of equipment is a continuous
recording device which is proposed to be located in the Take Oswego area., He
calied the Roard's attention to a letter from the West (lackamas County ILeague of
Women Voters urging that this equipment be purchased to aid the Authority in
meeting the ambient air standards in the Lake QOswego avea.

Other Matters

washington County - In answer to Commissioner Padrow's inquiry, Mr.
Crofoof gave g status report of the litigaticn with Washington County concerning
their financial contribution to CWAPA. fle stated that the litigation may continue
for some time.




EPA Grant Award - Mr. Hatchard reported that the Environmental
Protection Agency cut the grant to CWAPA by $10,000 on the basis thab CWAPA has
overbudgeted in previous years. Mr. Hatchard stated CWAPA has written to EPA
explaining why it appeared CWAPA over-budgeted in previous years and stressing
the urgency of vestoring the full grant [unds to CWAPA, in order that the CWAPA
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 18972, 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 : ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION
FROM :  Director

SUBJECT : 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 cc;mpany petiti;ﬁed CWAPA fér .an.unlimited. .....
extension of the variance and was granted an extension through July 30, 1973
by CWAPA, subject to certain conditions, Pursuvant 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
get 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

corapleted 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 Authoi'ity a written statement describing research

and development completed on utilizatiorll., diépoééi or other mei.:.hod.s.
specifically for handling present and expected wood waste from the
Molalla mill in a manner which complies with Authority emission
gtandards, including estimated implementation costs and time schedules

for each method explored."
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BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Francis J, lvancie, Chaiyman

it / c’(/»;’) City of Portland
fff W ged Stefani, Vice-Chairman

I / ) Clackamas County
Department of Envirconmental Qualify *H§QQQ% 5?? z? Burton C. Wilson, Jr.
Uiy

1234 S.W. Morrison Street B W“mﬁsﬂcmmy
Portiand, Oregon 97205 Q%W MwmeEEgﬁx

"Gi A, Ahlborn
Columbia County

Attention: T. B. Day, Director

. ) Richard E. Hatchard
Subject: CWUARA Variance 72-5, Publichers Program Director

Paper Coumpany, Molalla Division

Gentlemen:

Please find enclosed, CWAPA Varisnce No. 72-5 which we
request be reviewed by your department and presented to the
Environmental Quality Commission for their approval.

Also enélosed, to assist in your review, are the follow-
ing documents:

8. CWAPA staff report, 26 June 1972
b Hlnutes of Adesovv Committee Meebing, 6 July 1972
c. Minutes of the Board of Directors, 21 July 1972

Piesage be informed that if your aveﬂcy is 91V1ﬂ9 consider-
ation to wigwan waste burner modifications for tax C?edlu
benefits, that it is the desire of the CWAPA Board of Directors
that full comsideration for such tax benefits be given to Publis-
hers Paper Coa, Molella, DJVlSlon, : .

For the Program DlrectOT

Very truly yours,

Jacdxz Towe
Administrative Director

JL:en
Fnclosgsures — 4

An Agency fo Control Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperalion




COLUMBTA-WILTAMETYE ATR POLLUTICN AUTHCRITY
1010 N.F. Couch Street, Peortland, Oregon 97232

In the matter of: ) No, 72-5
3
VARTANCE TO PUBLISHERS PAPER CO., )] VARTIANCE INCLUDING
)
a Corporation, MOLALLA DIVISICN )] FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS
FINDINGS
T

,Publishefs”Pape; Co.,. a Corporation, Molalla Divisicn, operates a sawmill .
rear Molalla, Oregon. The said Publishers Paper (o. operates a modified wigwam
waste burner in connecticnm with the sawmill operation for the disposal of wood
waste material which caunnot be disposed of in any maﬁner excepﬁ by burning.

iT

The said wigwam waste burner has been modified in such a manner as to cobtain

maximum combustion efficiency in the burning process. Notwithstanding the modifi-
cation, the wigwam waste burner cannot be operated in compliance with all the
emission standards contained in Columbia—Wili;mette Air Pollution Authority Rules;
‘however, the said wigwam waste burner can be operated in compliance with the
‘provisions of QOregon A&ministrétive Rules, Chapter 340, Section 25-020.
~ CONCLUSTONS |
The requested variance should be granted pursuant to provisions of Columbia-
" Willamette Air Pollut&én Authority Ruleg, Title 23.
ORDER |
. .NOW THEREFORE IT TS HEREBY ORDERED that a VARIANCE be.granted to Publishers
_Paper Co., a Cdrpbration, Molalla Division, to operate a wiéwam.waste burner near
‘Molalla, Qregon in violation of emissior standards contained in Rules of Lolumbia-
Willamette Air Pollution Authority for a period cof time not beyond 30 July 1973

subject to the following conditions:

PAGE 1 of 2 - VARTIANCE
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The operation of the wigwam waste burner shall comply with the
provisions of Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 340, Section
25-020;

There shall be maintained in said burner, a temperature probe
connected to a strip chart recorder which will continuously monitor
and record the exit gas temperatures. The strip charts from said
recorder shall c¢learly define times and dates of operation and be
forwarded to Columbia-Willamette Air Pellution Authority each
calendar month bafore the 10th day of the following month.

If the operation of the burner causes s significant air pollution .
problem or causes a nuisance either public or private, Publishers
Paper Co., Molalla Division, wiill at the request of the Cclumbia-

Willamette Air Pollution Authorlty, install adequate ajix pOllUthH
- control equipmént on the buriter ©f cease its operation.

PublisherS'Paper Co., a Corperation, Molalla Division, will upon.
request from the Authority, comply with Coiumbia-Willamette Air
Pollution Autheority Rules, Chapter 5, Title 51, regulating air
poellution emergencies. -

After 15 May 1973 and prior to 15 June 1973, Publishers 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 for handling wood waste from

the Molalla mill in a manner which complies with Authoxity emission
standards including an estimation of implementation costs for each

method explored.

After 1 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, and the report provided for in Paragraph 5
hereof, this variance may be modified, revoked or extended for a
specific peried of time.

‘Entered at Portland, Oregon the 21st day eof July 1972.

Vice-Chairmans”

Certified_a Trae Copy

< 4 .
-r-‘a-‘ajf/»‘-’-"’w&-—{vk’b_
{_Jack Iows

Administrative Director

CPAGE 2 of 2 - VARIANCE




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR P@iﬂﬁﬁ@i\i_ AUTHORITY

1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGCN 97232 PHONE (503) 233-7178

206 Juns 1972

BCOARD OF DIRECTORS

Francis J. lvancie, Chairman
City of Portland

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman

MEMOR UM Clackamas County
Burton C, Wilson, Jr.
Washingten County
' Ben Padrow
TO: Board of Dirsctors Multnomah Caunty
A, Ahlborn

U FROMe R B HABGRALE oo e . Columbia County
Richard E. Hatchard
SUBJECT: Variance Request ~ Publishers Paper, Molalla Division Program Director

Gentlemens:

On 16 July 1971 the Board of Directors granted Publishers Paper,
Molalla Division, 2 variance for thair mlgwam wagte burnarg wntil 30 June 1972,
subject to ecertain conditions.

On 9 June 1972 Publishers Paper requested an indefinite sxtension
of their variance on the condition it meets the Departwment of Envircnmental
Quality rules on wigwam waste burners. : '

_ In a report to the Authority dated 13 April 1972, Publishers
Paper gtated that all but a portion of the fine kerf sawdust, bark and '
miscellanesous wood waste is now being utilized and efforts to disposs of the re-
maining regiduss either as agricultural products, fuel for heat recovery and
disposal in a landfill have not proven feasible or acceptable, According to ths
report, engineering studiesy are still in progress tc eliminate the nseessity for

burning.
With regpect tb Publishers' efforte to comply with the conditions
" get forth in the existing variance, a@ccording to staff reports, conditions No. 1,

2, 3, 6 and 7 have been met; it has not been necessary %o invoke condition No. 4
and ¢ondition No. 5 was rescinded in April 1972,

Staff Recommendation

It is the piaff recommendation a variance fram tha Authority
Rules be granted to Publishers Paper, Molalla Division, for this wigwam waste
burner, with the following aonditions:

1. The operation of the wigwam waste burmey shall comply with
provisions of Oregon Administrative rules, Chapter 340, Sesction 25-020.

An Agency to Control Air Pollution through fnfer-Gw;emmem‘ai Cooperalion




CEemn,

Memorandum
Publishers Paper
Page 2

26 June 1972

2. There shall be maintained in said burnar a temperaturs probs
connacted to a strip chart recorder which will contioucusly monitor and rssord
the exit gas tewmperaturss. The strip charts Irom said recorder shall slearly
define times and dates of operation and be forwsrded to the Columbia-Willametite
Air Pollution Authority each calendar month before the 10th of the following

3. I the opsration of the burner causes a asignificant air
pollution problem or causes a nuisance either public or private, Publishers
Paper Company, Molalla Division, will at the request of the Colimbim-Willametts
Adr Pollution Authority, install adequate air pollutlﬁn control equipment on
toe burner or cease 1ts opsration.

4, Publlahera Paper upon request frow the Authority will couply
with the Authority Rules pertsining to 4dr Pollubtion Emerzsnciss,

5, After 15 HMay 19735 and prior to 15 June 1973, Publishers
Paper Company, Molalla Diviasion shall submit to the Authority o wribten
statement describing research and development completed on ubtilization, disposal
or Other methods for handling wood waste from the Molalla mill in & mannsy which
couplies with Autheority smission standards 1ncludlng an estimation of lmplementa~
tion cosiz for each method explored. :

6. After 1 July 1973, the Authority will ravisw the operation of
the wigwam waste buyner as related fo air polluition. Based upon the findinzgs of
said review, the variance may be modified, revoked or extendsed for a gpegific
veriod. .

Respectfully submitted,

W HerZ

R. E. Hatchard

REH: j1




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE ATR POLLUTION AUTHORITY
1010 NE Couch Street, Portland, Oregon 97232

ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING
3:00 p.m., Thursday, 6 July 1972
fuditorium, Portiand Water Service Bldg.
Present:

Advisory Committee: Darrel Johnsen, Chairman

Walter Nutting, Vice-Chairman £ s 7 ()
, Jobn Donnelly, M. D. fwﬂﬁyﬁ?ﬁi -m@qu e
. . Anthony PFederiei _
Fritz Fleischer _ /IQ":‘Q“”"' -

Walter-Goas, M:~Di—
Thomas L. Meador, M. D.
Nancy Rushmer

Hollister M, Stolte, M. D.
Carleton Whitehead

Staff; - Vayne Hanson, Deputy Program Director

Others: _. Harold Ruegker, Mayor of Hillsboro
Joel Rubey, Environmental Studies Manager, Port of Portland
Roy Ruel, Chief Engineer, Publishers Paper Company

Minutes

The meeting was called to order and the minutes of the 4 May 1972
meetlng approved as recorded,

. Open Burniﬁg in Washington County

Harold Ruecker, Mayor of Hillsboro, stated he had asked to. appear
before the Advisory Committes to speak about the burnlng periods now allowed. He

~pointed out that the citizens of Hillsboro feel they have a different problem in the

more rural atmosphere; for example, agrlcultural burning is allowed and c¢an be occocurring
beaide a plece of property which is not an agricultural cperation and burning is not
allowed. He stated he was also coneerned about roadside dumping which goes on

because open burning is not allowed, and that the Washington County Commigsioners have
failed to act on finding a solid waste disposal site in Washington County. Mayor
Ruecker suggested an interim solution to this problem,mlght be more frequent perlods

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, wnich reviewed the spring bufning psriod., 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 brougnt
out at the public hearing held last year.




o~

Mr. Nutting pointed out that Clackamas County had the same sort
of problems as enumerated by Mayor Ruecker concerning Hillsboro. He added that his
county has several privately operated landfill sites receiving other than garvage
which operate well and are approved by the state agency.

Mr. Haney added that until the citizens of Washington County
bring enough pressure on the Washington County Board of CommLSSLoners, a dump site in-
Washington County will not be established.

. Mr. Nuttlng added that ne did not feel the Advisory Committee
should consider any relaxaticn of the burning restriciions for the City of Hillsboro.
This would not be fair umless it were done for the eniire four-county area and this
would be a large step backwards,

After considerable further dlSCUSSan, it was agreed that Mayor

Ruscker would arrange a meeting with the Washington County Board 61 Commissioners ¢
urge that action be taken to develop solid 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 interestsd in neeting w1th the Washlngton
County Commissioners.

Port of Portland - Alrport Expansion Environmental Imgqgﬁ

Mr. Joel Rubey, Environmental Studies Manager oflthe:Port of
Portland, pregented a preview of the progresg made by the Port of Portland towards
completing an environmental impact statement conecerning the airport expansion.

He stated the reason for the environmental impact statement was

1o agsure 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 purpese 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 rescurces impact, the pollution impact and

" the soecio-economic impact have been thoroughly investigated. He stated the major
Jimpacts caused by the airport expansion will be the hydrology of the Columbia River

because of the quite large dredge and {ill 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.
Boubel of Oregon State Univerzilty, in his study, considered emission socurces, types
and quantities from the various types of aireraft, land vehicles, construction
equipment and surface facilities such as heating and air conditioning systems. He
investigated primary and secondary effects, cumilative and long range effects and
possible adverse effects of emissions. He concecluded the level of airpoert emissions
will not exceed established standards with one possible exception; this exeception
could occur north of the asirport entrance where a combination of high ground vehicular
emigsions, and high aircraft emissions could excead established standards if strong
inversion conditiens prevail. Dr. Boubsel suggested the changes of these ewvents ccourr-
ing simultaneously are very remote,

Mr, Rubey commented that the impact which he feels is most
disturbing ig that it has been estimated that in 1990 the vehicle ground transporta-
tion demand will exceed the capacity of the present and proposed roadway network
by 7 times. That's just airport trafiic. Some form of mass transportation to and
from the airport willi have to be developed. He commented briefly on some of the
studies done concerning mass transportation systems for the airport traffie.




Mr. Rubey stated it is estimated the airport will .last well into.
the next century and its ultimate capa01ty will bpe l5é millien pasgengers annually.
Currently, the airport serves about 2- million passengers annua.lly°

In angwer 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
axpansion will be used for industrial development.

Mr. Rubey answersd further queations and Chalrman Johnson thanked
'hlm for his interesting presentation.

mww

Publishers Paper Company

Wayne Hanson reviewed the staff report dated 26 June 1972, copies
ofwhich had been distributed to the Committee, coneerning-the request by -Publishersg:’

- Paper Company for an extension of their existing variance. He pointed out that the

wigwam waste burner in Meolalla doeg meet the DAQ standards, and the staff is
recormending that the variance extension be granted under specific conditions.
Mr. Hanson reviewed these gpecific condltlons a8 listed in the 26 June 1972 staff
r’epo?"t .

Carleton Whitehead stated that the variance sub-committee had met
and con51dered 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
CWAPA's continuing policy that wigwam waste burners should be regulated along with
other sources of particulate emission. 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 condltlons, when a special circum-
stance warrants this action. -

After discussion of the Publishers Paper variance extension

. request, Mr. Federici moved, Dr. Domnelly seconded and the motion carried to recommend:

to the Board of Directors they adopt the staff recommendation and grant this
variance extension, with two exeptions; one, that the variance extension time be

—umbil 30-June- 1973 and two, that Publishers Paper submit & report concerning the

alternate digposal 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,

Wasteco, Inc.

Mr. Hanson reported that Wasteco, Inc., a national mamufacturer
of pollution control equipment in Tualatin, has asked for a renewal of their
variance to allow them to continue to operate and teat 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 reguest be granted.




After discusaion, 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

Beaver Lumber Company

Mr. Whitehead stated that the Pepartment 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 1s prepared to recommend approval of another variance after progress has been
rade on the installation of their burner equlpment No action is required now, but
an application is antlclpated this fall, ' :

~ Mr. Hanson reported that Beaver Lumber Company 18 not happy wlth'"“”

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. Hangon 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 dore.

' Cedarvod Timber Company

Mr. Whitehead reported that the subcommittee recommends the
Adv1sory 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. Federieci moved,
Mr. Nutting seconded and the motion carried to reaffiym the Advisory Committee
" recommendation of 4 May to the Board of Directors which reccommends the Board adopt
the stlpulated order 31gned by Mr. Eddie Miller.

QOther Matters

Mr, Fritz Flelscher stated that due %0 the closing of the Shell
"Chemical Plant in S5t. Helens and his relocation in California, it is necessary for
him to resign from the Advisory Committee, Dr. Goss moved, Mr. Federici seconded
and a resclution 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-committes 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 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 app01nt Mr. Haney

to his committee.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m.

b




COLUMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY
1010 N.E. Couch Street, Portland, Qregon 97232

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING
9:30 a.m,, Friday, 21 July 1972
Auditorium, Portland Water Service Bldg.

Present:

Board of Directors: Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman ;%imgﬁgf%iigﬁgéﬁ;- ?Zi%ﬁggyﬁ
A, J. Ahlborn

Ben Padrow. o _mm__Tw_“”_éi%ﬁéﬁﬁﬂﬁnngiﬂa =

" Staff: R, E, Hatchard, Program Director
' ' Wayne Hanson, Deputy Program Director
Jack Lowe, Administrative Director
Emory Crofoot, General Counsel

Others; ' Walter Nutting, Vice Chairman, Advisory Committee
' Peter Schnell, Publishers Paper Company
Nancy Stevens, Coalition for Clean Air
Rick Reid, CHpM/Hill
Minutes

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 the Sub-
Committee 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 standards to provide a special less rigorous standard for wigwam
buraners, Any such policy change is considered both unnecessary 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
cf providing a variance for a specific periocd of time and subject to specific
conditions, when a special circumstance warrants this action."

Mr. Nutting stated the Advisory Gommittee 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 ILumber Company, Mr. Nutting reported that the
Advisory Committee decided, after discussion, thev would lock upon a variance
extension request from Beaver lLumber Company favorably after 31 December 1972,




3
i

Mr. Nutting also reported that the Advisory Committee recommends to the Board

that the Board of Divectors adopt the stipulation signed by Mr. Eddie Miller,

owner ol 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 Committae recommended thne
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 thatf Mr. Charles
Haney be appointed to the Department of Environmental Quality's Advisory Committes
on Solid Waste Disposal.

Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the

‘motion carried to accept the Adv1sory Committea's recommendatlons 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

Wasteco-Tualatin

The staff recommended in a veport dated 23 June 1972 that a variance
extension be granted to Wasteco, Inc., & national manufacturer of pollution control
aquipment, to allow the Company to test experimental control atmosphere incinerators
onn their company property in Tualatin. Mr., Nutting reported that the Advisory
Committee concurs with the staff recommendation.

Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the wmotion
carried to grant the variance Lo Wasteco, Inc. until 1 July 1973, subject to the
CGHdlthDS as outlined in the staff report of 23 June 1972,

. L»Wﬁwvwm
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Publishers Paper Company - Molalla

This company has asked for an extension of the variance granted to them

“to operate a wigwam wasté blirner at their Moialla Dividion mill. 'Im a staff report,

dated 26 June 1972, it is recommended that this variance request be granted subjeact
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 peviod be only until 30 June 1973.

Mr. Pete Schnell, Punllshers Paper, stated his company would be glad to
submlt a report by 31 December 1972; however, they would prefer to answer specific
quastions put to them by staff rdther than simply submitting an open~ended report,
Mr. Hanson stated the staff would have noc 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

-




of the Department of Environmental Quality to adopt the stute repulatious lor
wigwam waste burners. He stated that by not adopting the state regulations,
CWAPA will deny the operators of modificd wigwam burners access to the state'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 Committes feels granting a variauce,
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 burnér in our region was meeting the D.E.Q. waste
burner regulations that they could be considered for tax credit consideration if

- the-state - is-new-approving-waste-burner-modificationsfor-tax benefitss

Commissioner Padrow 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 dome in modifying their wigwam waste
burner in Molalla.

oeinEy

Qregon Portland Cement Company - Lake Qswego

Mr. Crofoot reported that a stipulation has been signed by Erik Voldback,
1st Vice President, QOregon Portiand 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 reviewed 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 Qrder
be adopted by the Board of Directors.

Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion
carried to adopt the stipulation and enter the Qrder 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 two is more complex and extensive and will 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, Merryfield and Hill, the

. engineering firm retained by Barker Manufacturing Company, stated the company was

in full agreement with the stipulated dates,




Comuissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion
passed to approve the stipulation and enter the order in the matter of Barker
Manufacturing Company.

Union Garbide 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 wiil be able to meetf emission standards using the
new materials, They ave 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 with the new material, and if an air pollution problem is
created, they will reduce production and if additional control equipment does not
correct the pollution problem, the operation will be shut dewm. This will allow
the company to find out if this material can be used in this type of furnace oxr. if
"another furndce must bhe designed,

Commissioner Padrow 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 pemnalty at this date.

In answer to Commissioner Padrow's inquiry, Mr. Hanson stated that Fred
MEyer Hollywood store has paid the first two civil pepalties issued, but a third
penalty has been issued in the amount of $400 and Fred Meyer has now retalned a
consulting engineer to develop plans and specifications te 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 & 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 guthorize entry of a final order which
in ten days will be put of record ia the judgment docket as provided in statute,

Commissioner Padrow moved, Commissioner Ahlborn seconded and the motion’
passed to authorize entry of a final order of the civil penalty against Leon A.
Martin,




Qregon Implementation Plan - Permit System -

Mr, Hatchard briefly reviewed the developmeunt of the permit system by
the three regional authorities and the Department of Envirommental 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 teoo 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 fto.operate and enforce the permit fee system, FHe added
that CWAPA feels this change is contrary to the intent of the Oregon legislature
when they passed legislation authorizing the permit system.

Conmissioners Padrow, Stefani and Ahlborn each stated that their
Boards ot Courbty Coninissioners, when reviewing their findficigal €6neFibutions £
CWAPA, felf that if the state agency was taking over the control of the regional
agency, then their counties should do longer contribute to the regional authority,
Commissioner Padrow 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 (WAPA, uot retained by the state agency.

Motor Vehicle Emission Reduction Plan

Mr. Hatchard presented a progress report on the development of the
moter 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
state'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

18 put into operation, it may be possible for the Boaxd 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 Teague of
Women Voters urging .that this equipment be purchased to aid the Authority in
meeting the ambient air standards in the Lake QOswego area,

Other Matters

Washington County - In answer to Commissioner Padrow'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. '




EPA Grant Award - Mr. Hatchard reported that the Environmental

Protection Agency cut 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 CWAPA over-budgeted in previous years and stressing
the urgency of restoring the full grant funds to CWAPA, in order that the CWAPA
“program can be maintained.

CWAPA Rules - Mr. Hatchard called the Board’s attention to éopies
of the new rules of the authority, effective 1 July 1972, which are in a new
format, corresponding with the formats of the state ageacy's rules and rules of

the other two regional authorities in the state.

o The meeting was adjourned at Ll:l0 aMe— o




DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

TOM McCALL
GOVERNCR MEMORANDUM
L. B, DAY
Diractor
" ENVIRONMENTAL-QUALITY TO: ... ENVIRONMENTAT QUALITY COMMISSION ,
COMMISSION
B. A. MPHILLIPS FROM: Director

Chairman, McMinnville

EDWARD C. HARMS, JR,
Springfield SUBJECT: Agenda Item G ¢, October 4, 1972, EQC Meeting

STORRS 5, WATERMAN
Portland . . . .
GEORGE A. McMATH Columbia-Willamette Variance fo J. C. Compton Paving Co,

Portland at Alder Creek

ARNOLD M. COGAN
Portfand

Background:

On September 20, 1972, J. C. Compton Co. requested a variance
through October 20 from Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authority from
emisgion standards and notice of construction requirements, in order to
allow the addition of a dry drum at the company's Alder Creek site, The
reqguest was made in order to increase the capacity of the portable asphaltic
paving plaﬁf at fhe gite to”c'ompleté work on the Alder Creek-Wildwood section
of the Mt, Hood Highway hefore winter weather sets in, The construction
zone frequently crosses the existing roadway, and the disiuption of traffic
and conseguent 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 CWAPA so requests.

A telephone vote on the matter was conducted on September 21
by the CWAPA Board of Directors, and the request was approved, with

formal action fto take place at the Directors! regular meeting on October 20.

DEQ-T TELEPHONE: {503) 249-5696




The variance as approved has been forwarded for Department
review and Commisgsion 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, Thé. relatlvely remote slteof 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.

9/26/72 RBS
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!; ' . PHOME: 472-4355
et . ARLA CODE 503

). GUNPTON GUWP!
a#fq/umg Construction

e e A

P. O. BOX 86 McMINNVILLE, OREGON 97128

September 20, 1972

Mr, Wayne Hansen
Columbia~Willanehte Adr-Pollution Aubhority
1010 NE Couch Street :

Portland, Cregon 97232

Dear Mr. Hansen:

We would like to request a variance of notice of construction and
emigsion standards at our paving site on the Alder Creclk to Wildwood
section of the Mi, Hood highway.

Our request is to be allowed-to sel up the dry drum that goes with
our Standard plant and use the burner only on this drwi, This would
allew us to pre~heat the rock so that we can increase our production
in the Pionecr paving plant. T4 is of the wtwost importance that we
compictbe this job before the weather gebts toolbad so that the road
will be open for the winter trafiic.

It is our reguest that this variance be granted until the 20th of
October; and if for any reascn that owr emissions from this pre-drying
drum are greater than your expectations and you wish- to cease

“operation of the drum, we will at your request. -

Your understending and cooperation on this project has been
much appreciated.. '

Jincerely, i
T - o
J. C. COMPTON €O, "
LT Pt 7 e
Ay SR -
N ROUTING
R . y ! e
~+ dohn ©. Gompton o N‘){iﬂf’! _
President . ];#Qafjfé
JCC:s T T
’ : vy S SR
From:

LT . .

RS S Acton:




COLURMBIAWHLAMETTE AR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

1010 NLE, COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE {503} 233-7176

J. C. Compton Company
P.0. Box 86
MeMinnville, Oregon

Attention:

Gentlemen:

97128

25 September 1972

John C. Compton, President

This is to confirm receipt of vour variance request dated
20 Sepltember 1972 concerning the installation of a dry drum at vour
asphalt plant at Alder Creck and to confirm our telephone conversation

of 21 September 1972,

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

. Francis §. lvancie, Chairman

City of Portland

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
Clackamas County

Burton C. Wilson, Jr,
Washington County

Ben Padrow
Multnomah County

A, Ahiborn
o Caolumbia County

Richard E. Batchard
Program Director

. Youx variance request was reviewed and approved by telephone with
our Board of Directors on 21 September 1972 with the following conditions:

1. The variance is to terminate 20 Qctober 1972;

2. The J. C. Compton Co. will cease or Ilimit: operation of

the pre-drying drum and assoclated conveyor belt system

upon notification from the Authority staff such action

is necessary for the protection of public health or welfare,

Your variance request and our Authority staff report has been forwarded
to the Department of Envirommental Quality for their consideration and will

“be presented Lo outr Advisory Committee for informational purposes on 5.

October 1972 and for formal adoption to our Board of Directors on 20 October

1972,

WH:sm

Very truly yours,

e

Wayne Hanson
Deputy Program Director

A

An Agency to Control Alr Poltution through Infer-Governmenial Cooperation




Department of Envirommental Quality : Burton C. Wilson, .Jr,
123 8.7, Morrison Washingtan County
Portland, Oregon 97232 Ben Padrow
LM S 723 . Multnomah County
. . . A, Ahlb
Attentlon I Harxold ...Pa tte.rs.s fo}s] i D}Fee“‘tof L Cougis N

Gentlemen:

COLUNMBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 PHONE (503} 233-7176

272 September 1972
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Francis J. {vancie, Chairman
City of Portland

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
Clackamas County

Air Cuality Control Division _ S
: Richard E. Hatchard
Program Director

As discussed with your staff enclosed is the variance request
and staff report for the J. C. Compton Co.

On the 21 September 1972 approval was granted by our Board of
Directors (telephone vote) for ihe variance requsst as per the
staff recommendations. The variance request and staff report will
be presented to our Advisory Committee for infermational purposes

on & October 1972 and o our Board of Directors on 20 Qctober 1972

for formsl

REH:whj

adeption.
Very truly yours,
/7 %‘/ Z pZiay #
//(,f: il S S

R. E. Hatchard
Program Director

An Agency {o Control Afr Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation




COLUNIBIA-WILLAMETTE AIR POLLUTION AUTHORITY

Y
1010 N.E. COUCH STREET PCORTLAND, OREGON 87232 PHONE (G03) 233-7176

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Francis J. Ivancie, Chairman
City of Portland

Fred Stefani, Vice-Chairman
Clackamas County

Burton C. Wilson, Jr.
Washington County

Ben Padrow
Multnomah County

A Ahlborn
e e e Columbia County

[ .. -..Richard. E..-Hatchard:

Progfam Director

GUT unaer-

gy RN Y
sur stafl

A
[P Y < B A}

An Agency to Controf Air Pollution through Inter-Governmental Cooperation
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TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

L. B. DAY
Director

- "ENVIRONMENTAL -QUALITY
COMMISSION

B. A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnville

EDWARD C, HARMS, JR.
Springfield

STORRS 5, WATERMAN
Portland

GECRGE A, McMATH
Portland

ARNOLD M. COGAN
Portland

DEQ-1

_FROM:

DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

MEMORANDUM
TO: 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 1, 1972 and to contain the following:

1. Determination of whether the actual plan development will

b done bys - R e

(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, inciuding consideration for available
county and federal funds, and request financing from the
state (DEQ) of the balance needed for this planning program.

4, MWritten concurrence with the task program and agreement %o

pursue it, including designation of items .1 , 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 Committee began a:joint review of the individual planning
proposals and funding reqguests 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.




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 reguest for funding of statewide solid waste planning

should appear on the agenda of the State Emergeney 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 Juiy 1, 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. A1l 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 planning.

EAS :mm
9/26/72




DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

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

TOM MeCALL September 26, 1972
GOVERNOR

L. B, DAY
Director

COMMISSION To: Environmental Quality Commission

B. A. McPHILLIPS . .
Chairman, McMinnville From . Director

EDWA?Lﬁ;ﬁﬁ”'R' Subject: Agenda Item No. I, October 4, 1972 EQC Meeting
STORRS 5. WATERMAN
Portiand
GEORGE A MoATH Tax Credit Applications
orfian:

ARNCLD M. COGAN
Partland

Attached are review reports on 7 Tax Credit Applications.
These applications and the recommendations of the Director are
summarized on the attached table.

HLS:ak

DEQ-1 TELEFHONE: (503) 229-5696




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

TAX CREDIT APPLICATIONS

Appl. Facility

No.

T-243  Wigwam burner modification $

T-360 Dust Collectors

T-362 Wood Dust Radar Filter Unit

T-363 Piping to the sanderdust collector

T-364 Wood Hog System

T-367 Wood trim & sawdust processing &
handling system to eliminate
wigwam burner

T-375 Asphalt fume collection &

incinerating system

Claimed

Cost

11,825

138,975

24 ,006.

3,204,

167,042,

110,640.

114,880.

.00

.69

00

00

00

04

60

% Allocable to Director's
Pol1l. Control Recommendation
80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue




Appl T-243
date_8/18/72

State of Oregon
DERPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPCGRT

EEELlCaﬂt

Little Hiver Box Company
P. 0. Box 88
Glide, OR 97433

The applicant operates a sawnill at Glide, Oregon.

Description of Claimed Facility

The facility claimed in this application is described as a
modification of a wigwam waste burner and consists of the following:

1. Top Damper

2. Under-fire and Over-fire alr systenms
%. Ignition system ‘

4. Temperature recording system

5. Automatic control system

: The claimed facility was completed and put into service in
July,. 1971, S : , : - .

Certification must be made under the 1969 act because construction
was not started until June 1, 1971, and the percentage claimed for pollution
control is 100%. :
Facility Costs $11,825.00 (Cost verification was provided.)

Evaluation of Agplication

This facility was installed in accordance witﬁ'an appfoved
compliance program and approved plans and specifications.

The completed modified wigwam waste burner was demonstrated
to the Department as being capable of continucus operation in compliance with
OAR, Chapter 340, Section 25-020. 3

This modification to the wigwam waste burner has reduced
emisasions of particulate matter by an estimated 78 tons/year and GO emissions
by 187 tons/year.

Cénclusions

This facility does operate satisfactorily and did reduce

emissions of particulate matter and CO by an estimated 265 tons/year. ‘

Directors Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate

bef{i?g the costs of $11.825,00 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to
pollutfon control be issded for the facllity claimed in Tax Application T-243,




ApplL T-360
date_8/18/72

. State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELTIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

Willamette Industries, Inc.
Durafiake Company

1002 Executlve Building
Portland, OR 97204

- The-applicant operates.-facilities at Albany for.the production_ofﬁparticleboarﬁmmm“”mmmmm

This application was received May 15, 1972. The report from the Mid-Willameﬁte
-Valley Air Pollution Authority was recelved August 7, 1972. ‘

Description of Claimed Faeility

The facility in this appllcatlon is usged to control particulate emissions from s
four Heil partlcle dryers and is described as consisting of the following:

Four (&) Type R Americaxn Air Tilter wet centrﬂfugal dust
collectors.

The facility,wés completed and put into service in_January,'l9?2.

Certification is clalmed under ﬁhe 1969 act and percentage clalmed for pollutlon
- control is 1007

Facility Costs: $138.975 69,(Accéuntants' certification was-provided).

hvaluatlon of Application.

The facmllty was required by the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authorlty o
as stated in their letter dated August 7y 1972. The Authorlty did review and -
approve the plans and spec1f1cat10ns and has 1napected the completed 1nstallatlonﬂ_

The facility enabled the company to control the particulate matter previously -
discharged into the atmosphere from the cyclones mounted on the Hell dryers.
If operations of the new wet centrifugal dust collectors is agssumed to be at -
least 90% effchent the reduction of particulate emissions would be at least
342 tons/year since particulate emissions from the previously uacontrolled
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 T-360.




Appf;_§m362 :

Date B8/18/72

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELTEF APPLICATION -REVIEYW REPORT

Agglicant

Weyerhaeuser Company

Wood Products Manufacturing
P. 0. Box 389

North Bend, OR 97459

-The-applicant. cperates.-facllities. ab-North. Bend that produce. plywood partlcle— .
board and wood products,

This application was received May 16, 1972.

Descrlption of Claimed Facility

The facility claimed in this application for control of wood dust is descxlbed
to consist of a Radar WR-1L4-LPC filter unit. :

The facility was completed and put into service in March, 1971.
Certificatlon is claimed for pollution control is 100%.
Facility cost: $24,006.00 (accountants' certification wes providedl.

Evaluatlon of Appllcation

This facility was installed as part of the company's approved compliance program
to reduce particulabte emissions to the atmosphera.

The Radar WR~144LPC filter unit was mounted on an existing 13 ft. diaméter
gyclone on the sanderdust system. This installation has reduced particulate
emissions by approximately 252 1bs/hour or approximately 400 tons/year,

It is concluded that this imstallation operates as planned and does reduce Pa?tln
culate emissions to the atmosphere by appwox1mately Loo tons/year

Dlrectors 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 coatrol
be issued for the Eaclllty claimed in Tax Appllcatlon T-362.




Appl__ 7363
Pate  8/18/72

State of Oregon
DEPARTHENT OF ENVIROMNMENTAL QL}I\LIL&

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

Weyerhasuser Company

Wocd Products ManufactuWARg
P. 0. Box 389

North Bend, OR 97459

- The- appllcant operates fac1lit1es at-North-Bend that produce plywood particlgmt-;
board and other wood products. _ -

This appllcatlon was received May 16, 1972,

Descrlptlon of Claimed Fac111tv

The claimed facility which was 1nsta11ed to control 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 appllcatlon.) L
The facility was completed and put inte use in December, 19?0.

Certification is claimed under the 1969 act and percentage clalmed for pollutlon
control is ]OO/

Tacility Costs:r $3,204,00 (Accountants' certification was provided).

Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed as a part of the company 5 approved compliance prow
gram to reduce emissions to the atmosphere.

This faCllLty enabled the company. to seal the ex1st1ng vents on the use bin
at the versaboard plant and feed the wood dust into the Senderdust collecting
systenl. .

The company will not be able to earn any Sﬁgnlflcant return en this 1nvestment,-'

It is concluded that this facility does work as planned and has eliminated the
discharge of pariiculate matter from the use bins to the atmosphere.

Directors Recommendstion

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate beering 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 Tw-363%. .




Appl _ q_agh
Date g8 /72 '

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAYL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT -

Applicant
Weyerhasuser Company

P. 0. Box 339
North Bend, OR 97459

The applicent operates a wood products manufacturlng plant aL North Bend, Oregon.

7 This application was received May 16, 1972.

Description of Claimed Facility

The c¢laimed facility is desceibed to be a wood hog system to enable the
phase~out of the wigwam waste burner and consists of the following:

1. Jeffery 42 x 48, Type B, Serial #11025 Wood Hog
2. Teed Conveyor :

3. Discharge Conveyor

4. Electrical power center,

The fa0111ty was completed and put into operation in Novembef 1970a

Certification is eclaimed under the 1969 act and the percentage clalmed
for pollution control is 100%.

Facility Costs: $167,042 (Accountants' certification was.provided).

Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed in accordance with an approved complisnce
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 wipwam waste burner.

This facility, through the phase-out of the wmgwaﬁ waste burner, has resulted
in a reduction of emissions of particulate matter by an estimated 183 tonq/yeaf.
Reduction of CO emissions are estimeted to be ;83 tons/year.

Conclusions

This facility does operate satisfactorily and did accomplish the phase-out
of the wigwam waste burner. This reduced emissions of narLlculate matier
and CO by an estimated 566 tons/year.

Directors Recommendabion

It is recommended that a Pollutiom Control Facility Certificate bearing the
costs of $167,042 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution control
be issued for the facility claimed in Tax A@pllcatlan T 364,




Appl__moagy

Date  8/18/72

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRCNMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION 'REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

3G Lumber Company
Wren Division

Route 1, Box 23%-G
Philomath, OR 97370

Ehls appl&catlon was recelved June 15, 1972.. The zeport from Mld Wlllamettc
Air Pollution Authority was received August l l9?2«

Description of Claimed Facility

The claimed facility is a wood tyim and sawdust proceséing and héndling sysfem
which eliminated a wigwam waste burner. The facility is described to consist
of the following: ' ' ' '

l. C. Ms & BE. 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 dncluding electric drive system
and controls.
4, Buildings to house chipper and screens.

- The facility was completed and put into service in-October, 1871,

Certification is claimed under the ]969 act qnd percentage cialmed for pollutlon
control is 100%. .

Fac1llty Costs: $110,640.0% {(Accountants! certification was provided).

Ivaluation of Application

The facility was installed in accordance with an 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
was not considered a feasible alternative for the company and that the agency
"did not review plans and specifications for the claimed faciliity because the
installation would not be a significant air pollution source.

The facility did enable the company to phase-out the wigwam waste burner by
converting pieces of wood waste into chips and by separating the sawdust

from the other wood waste residues. After chipping and sorting, 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 gupplied with this application,




T-367
Page 2

It is concluded that the facilily 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 particulate 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 Facility Certificate bearing
the costs of $110,640.04 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution
é'bntl‘o 1" ba Tsstied Tor the fa‘c‘:“il‘i‘by claimed in Tax Appli-ca‘bion T_36?° .




State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant
Herbert Malarkey Roofing Company

3131 North Ceolumbia Boulevard
P, 0. Box 17217
Portland, OR 97217

The appllcant operates a tar paper and composition shingle manufacturing 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 o
The claimed facility is an asphalt fume collection and incinerating system to :
control visible emissions and fumes and consists of the following:

1l. Rommco 100-29, Fume Incinerator of 10 million BTU capacity using either
natural gas or oil fuel.

2., Fume collecting ductwork and fan.
3. Saturator Hood enclosure.
" The facility was completed and placed in service in May, 1971,

Certification is claimed under the 1969 act and the percentage clalmed for pollu-~ -
tion control is 100%

Facility Costs:. $114,880.60 . (Accountant's Certification was provided) .

Tvaluatlon of Appllcatlon

The Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution Authorlty 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, 197). At that time the
Authority determined that the facility did operate as planned and that the

company was operating in compliance w1th the Authority'’ s rules and regula—

tions. : :

The fa0111ty 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/vyvear 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.




Page 2

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,




