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OREGON ENVIROHMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION
December 20, 1974

Sweptwing Restaurant, Redwood Room
1212 Southeast Price Road, Albany; Oregon

9:00 A. Minutes of.ﬁovember 22, 1974 Commission Meeting
B. DProgram Activity Reportﬁfq;jNovember 1974 —-%MI; Myles ‘
C. Tax Credit Applicatioﬁs’—— Mr. Myles
D. Oregon CUP~Awards——Screening Committee Nominations ~- Mr. Cannon
l. Cascade Constructlon Company, Abernethy Plant, Portland Oregon -
2. Kenneth H. Spies :
ATR QUALITY"

E. Authorization :for Public Hearings. to Adopt Motor Vehicle Inspection
Program Criteria -- Mr, Householder ey )

" F. Motor Vehicle Inspection Progfamf—Status Report —-- Mr. Householder

" ENFORCEMENT/SOUTHWEST REGION

G. Gold Mining in Oregon~-=1974 Report -- Mr. Westfall

NORTHWEST REGION

10:00 H. Public Hearing to Consider Permanent Adoption of Rules Pertaining to an-
Interim Policy for Approving New or Expanded Air Emission Sources in.the
Portland Metropolitan Area -- Mr, Kowalczyk‘; ot

I:7: Browns Island.(Maribnwcéuntyrﬁ—Solid Waste. Status Report —- My, Fetrow.. .-

WATER QUALITY

J.- Teledyne;wah'Chang‘ﬁﬁlbany)=—stétus'Repbrt -— Mr. Ashbaker

LAND QUALITY

1:30 - K. Public Hearing on Proposed Rules Pertaining to_Surety-Bonds or Othér
‘Security Required by ORS 454.425 ~- Mr. Spies : ‘ .

[over]



AIR QUALITY

2:30 L. Public Hearing on Proposed Rules Pertaining to Veneer and Plywood
Manufacturing -- Mr. Skirwvin '
M. Variance Requests -- Mr. Bosserman

1. Boise Cascade Lumber Co., Beaver Marsh
2. Russell Industries, LaPine

N. Authorization for Public Hearing Regarding Amendments to Indirect
’ Sources Rules —- Mr. Vogt



[Tentative]
AGENDA
OREGON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY CQMMISSION
December 20, 1974

Sweptwing Restaurant, Redwood Room
1212 Southeast Price Road, Albany, Oregon

9:00 A. Minutes of November 22, 1974 Commission Meeting
B. Program Activity Report for November 1974
C. Tax Credit Applications

D. Oregon CUP Awards--Screening Committee Nominations

1. Cascade Construction Company, Abernethy Plant, Portland, Oregon
2. Kenneth H. Spies

AIR QUALITY

E. Authorization for Public Hearings to 2dopt Motor Vehicle Inspection
Program Criteria

F. Motor Vehicle Inspection Program--Status Report

ENFORCEMENT/SOUTHWEST REGION

G. Gold Mining--1974 Status Report

NORTHWEST REGION

10:00 H. Public Hearing to Consider Permanent Adoption\of Rules Pertaining to an
Interim Policy for Approving New or Expanded Air Emission Sources in the
Portland Metropoclitan Area

I. Browns Island (Marion County)--Solid Waste Status Report

WATER QUALITY

J. Teledyne-Wah Chang (Albany)--Status Report

LAND QUALITY

1:30 K. Public Hearing on Proposed Rules Pertaining to Surety Bonds or Other
‘ Security Required by ORS 454,425

AIR QUALITY

2330 L. Public Hearing on Proposed Rules Pertaining to Veneer and Plywood Manufacturing

M. Variance Rsguests
1., Boise Cascade Lumber Co., Beaver Marsh
2. Russell Industries, LaPine

N.' Authorization_for Public Hearing Regarding Amendments to Indirect Sources Rules



ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

Attendance Record .

Meeting of - December 20, 1974 in __Albany, Oregon
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MINUTES QF THE SIXTY-THIRD  MEETING

of the™

&

OREGON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

November 22, 1974 4

Public notice having been given to the news media, other interested
persons and the Commission members as required by law, the sixty-third meet-
ing of the Oregon Environmental Quality Commission was called to order by
the Chairman at 92 a.m. on Friday, November 22, 1974, in Room 309 State Capitol,

Salem, Oregon.

Commission members present were B. A. McPhillips, Chairman,
Morris K. Crothers, M,D., Vice Chairman, Mrs. Jacklyn L. Hallock,
Grace S. Phinney, Ph.D., and Ronald M. Somers.

The Department was represented by Director Kessler R. Cannen; Deputy
Director Ronald L. Myles; Assistant Directors Frederick M. Bolton (Enforcement),
Wayne Hanson (Air Quality), Harold L. Sawyer (Water Quality), and Kenneth H. Spies,
(Land Quality); Regional Administrators Verner J. Adkison {Midwest),
Richard P. Reiter (Southwest), and E. Jack Weathersbee (Northwest); staff members
John E. Core, Dr. Robert L. Gay, John F. Kowalczyk, Harold M. Patterson,
Ernest A. Schmidt, Barbara J. Seymour, Shirley G. Shay, Fredric A. Skirvin,
Paul M. Stolpman, Richard L. Vogt, Jr., Dr. Warren C. Westgarth, Patrick H. Wicks;
and Chief Counsel Raymond P. Underwood.

MINUTES OF THE OCTOBER 25, 1974 COMMISSION MEETING

Dr. Crothers asked that an addition be made to the October 25th minutes to
include in Mr. Wayne Kuhn's testimony on the proposed interim policy for the
Portland metropolitan area, Mr. Kuhn's statement that business would gladly

absorb the cost of the low-sulfur residual fuel proposed for production by CIRI.

With that addition, it was MOVED by Mr. Somers, seconded by Dr. Crothers
and carried to approve the minutes of the October 25, 1974 Commission meeting,
held in Portland.



2.

PROGRAM ACTIVITY REPORT FOR THE MONTH OF OCTOBER 1974

It was MOVED by Mr. Somers, seconded by Dr. Phinney and carried to give

confirming approval to staff actions, as reported by Mr. Myles, regarding the

136 domestic sewage, 24 industrial waste, 29 air quality control, and ten

solid waste management projects:

Water Quality Control - Water Quality Division (76)

Date

10- 1-74
10- 1-74
10- 1-74
10~ 1-74
10- 2-74
10- 3-74

10- 3-74
10- 3-74
10~ 4-74

10- 4-74
10- 4-74
10- 8-74
10- 8-74
10- 9-74
10- 5-74

10-10-74
10-11-74

10-11-74

10-14-74
10-14-74
10-15-74
10-15-74
10-15-74

10-15-74
10-15-74
10-15-74
10-15-74
10-16-74

10-17-74
10-17-74
10-18-74
10-18-74

10-18-74
10-22-74

Location

Springfield
Green S.D.
Eugene
NTCSA

Bly S.D.
Sunriver

Grants Pass
Milwaukie
Veneta

Florence
Florence
Scio
0Odell S.D.
Bly S.D.
Bend

Sunriver
Ashland

Corvallis

Portland
Tri-City S.D.
Bly S.D.
Arlington
Astoria

Eugene

Seneca

Black Butte Ranch
Bend

Metolius

Ontario
Tri-City
Rogue River

Lake County

N. Umpgua S.D.
BCVSA :

- Project

Gateway Park, 3rd Addition

Poteet sewer project

Storey Blvd. sewer extension

C.0. #B~6, Sch. IV sewers

C.0. #2 and 3 - STP project

Mountain Village West No. II
sewers

C.0. #1 thru 10 - STP contract

C.0. #4 - Milwaukie int. project

Pioneer Park and Hunter Court
sewers

20th Street sewer extension

Rhododendron Drive sewer

Pump Station relocation project

Lenz Road sewer system expansion

Mill Lunchroom sewer extension

Addenda Nos. 3 and 4 - grit works
proiject

Sky Park Addition sewers

" Revised Plans - Grandview Drive

sewer _
Edgewood Park Estates, 2nd

Addition sewers
Gertz—-Schmeer sewer system
Phase 5 - sewer improvements
C.0, #1 and 2, Schedule B
C.0. #1 STP project
Schedules A, B and C -

10 change orders
Willagillesple Area sewers
C.0. #2 - sewage lagoon project
Pump Station No. 9
Canyon Park, lst Addn. sewers
Addenda No. 1 and 2 - sewerage
~ project

City Water Plant Sewer

Addendum No. 1 - Fhase V sewers

Woodville Heights Subdivision
sewers

Weyerhaeuser - Camp 2 - 0.8 acre
non-overflow sewage lagoon

Amacher Park sewers

First Street and Orchard Home
Drive sewers

Action

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

Approved

Approved
Prov. app.

Approved
Approved
Prov. app.

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

Prov. app.
Prov. app.

Prov. app.

Prov. app.
Prov. app.
Approved
Approved

Approved

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

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

Prov. app.

Prov. app.
Prov. app.



3,

Water Quality Control - Water Quality Division (continued)

Date

10-22-74
10-25-74
10-25-74

10-28-74
10-28-74

10-28-74
10-28-74

10-30-74
10-30-74
10-30-74
10-31-74

10-31-74

Water Quality Contrel - Northwest

Location
zocda 1o

Gold Beach
Central Point
Sutherlin

Forest Grove
Coos Bay

Portland
BCVSA

Warrenton
Astoria
Josephine County

NTCSA

Grants Pass

Project

1llth Street sewer

Scenic Village Subdivision sewers

Orval Allen Property sewer
extension

C.0. #2 STP project

Sewer inspection and sealing -
Phase 2

C.0. #8 - STP project

White City - Cascade Village
#16 sewers

Hendrickson Mobile Home Park

C.0. #15 - Schedule A

Harbeck~Fruitdale; Brandy Lane
and Fixen-Hansen sewers

C.0. B=7 and B-8, Schedule IV
sewerage proiect

C.0. #11 - 14 - STP project

Region (60)

Date

10- 3-74
10- 3-74
10- 3-74

10- 3-74
10- 4-74

10- 8-74

10-14-74

10-18-74

10-18-74

10-22-74
10-22-74

10-22-74

Location

West Linn
Tualatin
Troutdale

Gresham

Lake Oswego
(Tryon)

Tualatin

Turner
Portland N.

CCSD #1
(Gladstone)
Salem (Willow and
E. Salem Sewer
and Drainage
District 1)
Canby

Greshan
Gresham

USA (Aloha)

Project

Portland Avenue L.I.D. sanitary
sewers :

Western Metro sewer extension
{(west of 65th Avenue)

Sanitary force main connection
to a city manhole

Casa-De-Lass sanitary sewers

Revised Forest Glen Subdivision
sanitary sewers

Conrad veneer property sanitary
sewers

A Sewerage Plan Report for Turner

Gertz~Schmeer sewerage system
including l1ift stations, waste-
water pump station and sanitary
sewers

Monte Carlo Heights sSubdivision
sanitary sewer

Mackel Construction Company
shopping center sanitary sewer
at Silwverton Road and
Lancaster Drive

N. Juniper Street and NE. 1lst Ave.
sanitary sewers ‘

Gresham Clinic sanitary sewers

Camelot Plat 3 Subdivision
sanitary sewers

‘Tanasbrook Development Neighbor-

hood "C", sanitary sewer line
C-1 revision, sanitary sewer
line C-2

Action

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

Approved
Prov. app.

Approved
Prov. app.

Prov. app.
Approved
Prov. app.

Approved

Approved

Action

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

Prov. app.
Prov. app.

Prov. app.

Pending
Prov. app.

Prov. app.

Prov. app.

Prov. app.

Prov. app.
Prov. app.

Prov. app..



Water Quality Contrel - Northwest Region (cont)

Date

10-22-74
'10~23-74
10-24-74
10-25-74
10-25:74
- 10-28-74
10-28-74
10-29-74
10-31-74

10-31-74
10-31-74

10-31-74
10-31-74
10-31-74

Water Quality Control - Industrial Projects - Water Pollution Control

Location
Independence

West Linn
St. Helens

USA (Durham)

Twin Rocks S.D.

USA (Somerset
West)

USA (Forest Grove)

Portland S5.W.

Tualatin

Portland
USA (Aloha)

USA (Beaverton)

~ Usa (Aloha)

USa. (Alocha)

Project

Independence Airpark final phase
of 84 lots sanitary sewers

Hidden Springs Ranch No, 2
sanitary sewers

Kaiser Gypsum Co., Inc., sanitary
sewage disposal modifications

Preliminary plans for Cedar Hills
trunk sewer '

"Stark Street sanitary sewer

extension lots E-5 and E-5-1
Somerset West Commercial Center
sanitary sewer :

‘Forest Grove STP C.0. #2

5.W. Fairvale Court north of
S5.W. Pendleton Street
sanitary sewer

Revised Shawnee Plains sanitary
sewers

S.E. Harney Street sanitary sewers

Ray Sullivan sanitary sewer
extension

Carolwood 1 sanitary sewers:

CO-J0 No. 2 sanitary sewers

Hyland Hills Center - Phase 1
construction sanitary sewers

Action

Prov. .
FProv.
Prov.
Prov.
Prov.

Prov.

" Prov.

Prov.

Pendin
Pendin

Pendin

Pendin
Pendin
Pendin

app.

app.

app.

app.

app.

app.

app.

app.

)

9
=

g
g
9

Division {2)

~ Date
10- 3-74

10-21-74

Location

Ontario

Wasco

Project

Ore-Ida Foods

wastewater control facilities
T and H Farms

animal waste facilities

Water Quality Control - Industrial Projects - Northwest Region (22)

Dat

10- 1-74
10- 1-74
10- 2-74
10~ 3-74

Location

 Yamhill County

Tillamook County

Tillamcok County

Tillamook County

Project

Austin Warner _ )
animal waste disposal system
holding tank '

Joe Davis )

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

Gary Manning

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

William Gates

animal waste disposal

system

. holding tank

Action

Prov.

Prov.

app.

app.

Action

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved



Water Quality Control -~ Industrial Projects - Northwest Region (cont)

Date
10~ 3-74
10- 3-74
10- 4-74
10- 4-74
10~ 4-74
10- 4-74
10- 7-74
10- 7-74
10- 7-74
10- 8-74
10- 8-74
10- 8-74
10-17-74
10-17-74
10~21-74
10-23-74
10-29-74

Location

Yamhill County

Columbia County

Columbis County

Clackamas County

Columbia County

Columbia County

Portland

Tillamook County

Tillamock County

Washington County

Washington County

Washington County

Portland

Portland

Columbia County

Willamina

Tillamook County

5.

Project

Cascade Steel

wastewater control facilities
modification

Ernest Obermevyer

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

Francis Wright

animal waste disposal system
holding tank '

Ted Wilson .
animal waste disposal system
holding tank

Ross Winans

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

Melvin Kelley

animal waste disposal system
holding tank '
Pennwalt Corp.

asbestos settling ponds
James Trent

animal waste disposal system
holding tank ‘
Hugh Skarda

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

Gary Duyck

animal waste disposal system
helding tank

Robert Vandehey

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

Louis Hillecke

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

Bird and Son

study for recirculating cooling
water

Chipman Chemical

Rhodia Defuser

Ronald W. Bonhe

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

U.5. Plywood

water pollution abatement
modification

Daryl Johnsten

animal waste disposal system
holding tank

Action

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Pending

Approved

‘Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved

Approved



Air Quality Control - Air Quality Control Division (8)

Date

10- 4-74
10- 9-74
10-10-74
10-10-74
10-18-74

10-21-74

10-22-74

10-25-74

Location

Portland
Beaverton
Portland
Beaverton
Sprihgfield

Beaverton

Portland

Multnomah County

Project

Tri-Met FEmploye Parking

100-space parking facility

Hyland Hills Shopping Center
471-space parking facility
Presbyterian Church of Laurelhurst

68-~space parking facility

Payless Distribution Center

156-space parking facility
Carrow's Restaurant
67-space parking facility
Tektronix, Inc.
modification to existing
parking facilities

Burger King Restaurant
57-space parking facility
Sommerwood

588-space residential parking
facility

Air Quality Control - Northwest Region (19)

Date

-10- 1-74

10- 4-74

10- 7-74

10- 8-74
lo- 8-74

10-10-74

"10-10-74

10-11-74

10-11-74

10-15-74

10-16-74

Location

Yamhill County

Multnomah County
Multnomah County

Multnomah County

Multnomah County

Washington County

Multnomah County
Clackamas County
Columbia County

Multnomah County

Multnomah County

Project

Publishers Paper, Newberg
new digester
Rhodia-Chipman Division
dichlorophenol distillation
expansion

Medford Corporation
greenwood chip storage and
distribution center

Rich Manufacturing
baghouse

Chamberlain's Pet Crematorium
cremation incinerator
Western Foundry '

cleaning room

Ross Island Sand and Gravel
concrete batch plant

Oregon Portland Cement

paving of wvehicular traffic areas
Charter Energy Company

new oil refinery

ESCO ~ Plant #3
new 4-ton induction furnace

Oregen Steel Mills, Front Street
baghouse with canopy

Action

Req. add. info.
Req. add. info,
Cond. app.
Cond. app.
Cond. app.

Cond. app.

Reg. add. info.

Req. add. info.

Action

Drafting letter
of approval
Processing

Processing
Approved

Proposed permit
_being drafted

. Approved .
control of furnace, sand handling, -

Approved

Drafting approval
letters
Evaluating trade-
offs and effect
on ambient air
‘quality
Reviewing
emission cal-
culations
Awaiting info on
hooding design
and capture
efficiency



7.

Air Quality Control - Northwest Region (cont)

Date
10-18-74

10-24-74

10-28-74

10-28-74

10-29-74

10-29-74

10-29-74

10-31-74

Land Quality

Location

Multnomah County
Multnomah County
Yamhill County

Multnomah Coﬁnty
Multnomah County

Multnomah County

Multnomah County

Multnomah County

Project

Portland Steel Mills

new steel mills

J. Arlie Bryant, Inc.

portable rock grusher
Publishers Paper, Newberg

new hog fuel boiler

Action

Drafting proposed
permit

Proposed permit
issued

Approved

Columbja Independent Refinery, Inc. Evaluating trade-

0il refinery

Layton Funeral Home

cremation incinerator
Oregon Steel Mills, Rivergate

off benefits
Evaluating source

test results
Reviewing

‘pellet metallizing

Teeples & Thatcher, Inc.

sawdust cyclones

Ross Island Sand and Gravel

concrete batch plant

- S0lid Waste Management Division (7)

Date

10- 2-74

10- 4-74

10-14-74

10-18-74

10-22-74

10-23-74

10-24-74

Land Quality

Location

Marion County

Benton County

Douglas County

Coos County

Curry County

Coos County

Linn Caunty

Project
Woodburn Landfill

existing site, closure plan
Coffin Butte Landfill

existing domestic site,

operational plans

Camas Valley Transfer Station

emmissions cal-
culations
~ Reviewing request
to temporarily use exist-
ing cyclone while
installing bag filter to
exhaust inside building
Approved

Action

Approved

Prov. app.

Approved

new transfer station,

construction and operational planps

Hempstead Sludge Lagoon

existing domestic site,

construction plan

Agness Transfer Station

new transfer station,

construction plans

Joe Ney Pisposal Site

existing domestic site,

operational plan
Albany Landfill

existing domestic site,

closure plan

-~ Northwest Region (3)

Date

10~ 2-74

Location

Marion County

Project

Woodburn Sanitary Landfill

new garbage landfill,

operational plan

Approved

Approved

Prov. app.

Approved

Action

Approved



Land Quality - Northwest Region (cont)

"~ Date Location Project Action
;0—16—74 Multnomah Coun%y Resource Recovery ByProducts : Approved

new transfer station,
operational plan ) oo
10-28-74 Clatsop County Crown Zellerbach - Lewis and Approved
' Clark Log Sorting Yard
expansion of existing wood waste
landfill, operational plan

'TAX'CREDIT APPLICATIONS

Mr. Myles presented the Department's review of the 1l tax credit appli-
cations submitted for this meeting and the tax credit application of
@eyérhaeuse; Company, Springfield (T-580) deferred from the Cctober 25th
meefing. ,With respect to the Weyerhaeuser application, Mr. Somers informed the
Commission of the telephone call he received on November 15th from Mr. Jerry
. Harper, Environmental Manager of Weyerhaeuser's Oregon activities (Springfield).
Mr. Harper subsequently sent Mr. Somers a package of materials pertaining to
the tax credit application which Mr. Somers made a part of the permament record
of the meeting. In addition, Mr. Somers asked for cohfirmationlthat the furnace

- was constructed at the direction of the Department. Mr. Patterson of the Air

Quality Division stated that Weyerhaeuser did install the furnace to meet

departmental requirements,

Discussion followed on whether or not there was a net gain to the company
from the new furnace since, as Mr. Somers pointed out, the Legislature directed
the Commission to deduct from tax credits the benefits received by the applicants.

Both Mr. Patterson and Mr. Allan Coleman, Technical Director at the Weyerhaeuser

Springfield kraft mill, stressed that all kraft mills burn their liquor for fuel,
as an economic necessity, in order to recover the chemicals. The furnace for
which the tax credit application was made performs the same function as the
furnaces it replaced but in addition better controls thé odorous emissiond result-
ing from burning kraft liguor. Mr. Harper pointed out that when the furnace was

installed in 1969, it was the first of its kind in the area.

Dr. Crothers asked Mr. Harper if the furnace would have been purchased
if there had not been a problem of pollution. Both Weyerhaeuser representatives

- replied negatively.



Mr. Somers maintained that the Commission had "to draw a line on

L

furnaces that go into plants" and directed the staff to develop a formula

for evaluating them in terms of the portion that goes'into heating and the

portion that goes into pollution control.

it was MOVED by Dr. Crothers, seconded by Mr. Somers and carried to

approve the jssuance of tax credit certificates for the following applicants

for the pollution control facilities described in the following applications

and bearing the costs as listed with 80 percent or more of the ¢ost in each

case being allocated to pollution control:

App. No.

T-580
T-571
T-572
T-582
T-586
T-589
T-597
T-598
T-599
T-600
T-601

Weverhaeuser Company, Paperboard Manufacturing

Applicant

Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc.
Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc.
Timbaer Products

Georgia~Pacific Corporation

Georgia-Pacific Corporation, Toledo Division

Hanna
Hanna
Hanna
Hanna
Hanna

Nickel
Nickel
Nickel
Nickel
Nickel

Smelting Company
Smelting Company
Smelting Company
Smelting Company
Smelting Company

Claimed Cost

$8,511,981.00

71,324.00
67,283.00
102,924.22
50,081.00
40,605.00
183,519.00
2,513.639,00
18,620,00
21,414.00
72,497.00

It was alsp the Director's recommendation to deny issuance of a tax

credit certificate to Portland Mobile Home Court (T-547 with a claimed cost

of $25,182.00) and the Commission concurred with the recommendation.

PRESENTATION OF RENEWAL CUP PLAQUES

Renewal plaques for Oregon CUP recipients, American Can Company and

Publishers Paper Company, for the calendar year 1975, were presented by

Chairman McPhillips to Mr. George Wagner and Mr. Jim James of American Can,

and Mr. Pete Schnell of Publishers.

Mr. McPhillips said that Pacific Northwest Bell was underwriting the cost

of the Oregon CUP awards for 1974,

STATUS REPORT ON PROPOSLD REFINERIES AND PROPOSED COMPANION FUELS USE POLICY

Mr.

Kowalczyk said that three environmental impact statements had been

received two weeks ago from Cascade Fnergy (Rainier) for a 30,000 barfel/day

refinery, Charter 0il (Columbia County) for a 52,000 barrel/day refinery,
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and Columbia Independent Refinery, Inc. (Portland) for a 100,000 barrel/day
. refinery. The status report to the Commission was a preliminary analysis

of these documents.

Mr. Kowalczyk presented the staff repdrf which was distributed fo the
Commission at the meeting. Mr. Kowalczyk explained that Table II was
intended to illustrate potential demands for fuel oil to supply the opera-
tions listed and that these potential demands would probably exceed typical
yearly projections for the future because of increased interruptible natural

gas service,

Following the reading of the staff'report, Dr. Phinney asked whether
CIRI's possible difficulty in meeting ambient air criteria was projected with
. or without the benefit of tradeoffs. Mr. kowalcsz'replied that it was pro-
Jjected with tradeoffs included, but that at the 100,000 barrel/day capécity,
the company possibly could impact on. the downtown Portland area in terms of
" the 25 percent incremental increase in the margin of_safefy,between.ﬁhe

ambient standards and the ambient projections.

Mr. McPhillips called on witnesses who ihdicated they wished to comment

on the staff report.

Mr. Roger Ulveling of Columbia Independent Refinery, said he had no

major objections to the staff report and did not wish to comment at this time.

Dr. Wayne Kuhn, representing the Portland Chamber of Commerce, said he
was pleased with the staff report and the proposed time table because "we are
cértainiy interested‘in going forward with sound developments." He had two
observations: He suggested that fhe ability of any of the three companies to
fihancially'and technically carry out their proposals should be included in
the report; and he said he was acutely aware that there is a great deal of
 work underway throughout the petroleum industry on the question of sulfur
reduction and that he is confident that by the second phase of expansion
there will be sound technical methods for further reducing sulfur in fuels.

He said the Chamber of Commerce of Portland is on record for supporting methods

of reducing pollution and 'very much in favor' of the work that is being done.

- Mr. Herbert Bowerman of Robert Brown Associates (Carson, California},

representing Charter 0il Company, said his company has been working on the
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environmental assessment for Charter. Witﬁ respect to the financial and
technical viability of the_company, referred to by Mr. Xuhn, Mr.'Bowerman
said that Charter is a very large company and has the expertise to make the
proposed project work. He said the proposed refinery ﬁould be a new source
of pollutants, but that the diesel fuel produced at the refinery and used
for its operation would produce the lowest possible emissions. This diesel
fuel would be made from North Slope crude oil expected to be available
within three years which would coincide with the projected completion of the

refinery at 5t. Helens.

Mr. McPhillips said that a letter to the Commission had been received

from Mr. Lloyd Anderson, Executive Director of the Port of Portland, urging

the Commission to expedjte the issuance of a draft permit for Columbia
Independent Refinery. (A copy of Mr. Anderson's letter has been made a part

of the permanent record of the meeting.)

There were no further witnesses and no action was required by the

Commission.

PROPOSED AMBIENT AIR STANDARD FOR LEAD

It was MOVED by Mr. Somers and seconded by Mrs. Hallock to dispense with
the reading of the staff report and proceed directly to the Director's Recom-
mendation., Mr. Cannon suggested that the Conclusions as well as the
Director's Recommendation be read. Mr. Somers with the concurrence of
Mrs. Halleck amended his motion accordingly. The motion was then vbﬁed upon

and carried.

Mr. Johnson read the Conclusions and presented the Director's Recommenda-

tion, given below:

It is the recommendation of the Director that the following standard be
adopted for concentrations of lead in the ambient air:

Standard: The lead concentration measured at any sampling station, using
sampling and analytical methods on file with the Department, shall not
exceed 5.0 ug/m3 as an arithmetic average concentration of all samples
collected during any one calendar month period. This standard if adopted

shall become section 31-055 of the Oregon Administrative Rules. (Bnder+
scored material added at the meeting.)
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For purposes of discussion,_Mr. Somers MOVED that the Director's recom-

- mendation be édopted; seconded by Dr. Phinney.

Mr, Somers éommented on a létféf ffom Mr. Charles J. ﬂerten, Esg., on
behélf of éevéfal.petifioners, dated Novemﬁer 19, 1974,.wﬂich W&snsent to
each-mémber:of the Commission and maae a part of the permanent record of the
meeting, in whiéh Mr. Merten proposed a standard of 2.0 ug/m3; He expressed
dissétiéf;cfion with the Departmenﬁ'é proposed standard on the basis that it
was not sérinqeht enouéh. Mr.'éomeré asked Dr. Crothers about the human body's

capacity to rid itself of lead accumulation. Dr. Crothers said théf the body

gets rid. of lead very slowly but that it can be removed. He added that by

far the most common source of lead poisoning outside of industry was lead-based
paint, which is no longer used. He noted that‘tﬁe possibiiity ofllead_poison—
ing was further reduced by the requirement of lead-free gasoline. for new model
cars. He added that there are no recorded cases of lead poisoning in Oregon,
and that the existing ambient lead levels throughout the state were well below

. 3 ,
5.0 ug/m  eXcept near freeways.

Commissioners discussed the possibility of a lower standard.

Mrs. Hallock asked if 3.0 ug/m3 hadlgvgr been'excggded._ Mr. Johnson replied
that only one monthly average overall on ali the sampling done in the state

'had exceeded 3.0-ug/m? and that was at a downtown Portland sampling station,
"He added that 5.0 ug/'m3 was the lowest level the Departhent could reasonably

defend as contributinag to a health hazard.

. Mr, Somers asked whether the Commission would unduly restrict economic
growth in the state if a standard of 3.0 ug/m3 were adopted. Mr. Johnson
replied that in the case of industries, reétrictions would come in the
‘permit conditions. Dr. Phinney observed then that restrictions in highway

construction seemed neceséary.

Dr. Crothers MOVED that the standard be amended to 4.0 ug/m3; seconded

by Mr. Somers.

’

. N 3
Mrs. Hallock MOVED that the standard be amended to 3.0 ug/m ; seconded
by Dr. Phinney. ' -



13.

Voting on the latter amendment first, Mrs. Hallock and Dr. Phinney voted
in favor, Dr. Crothers and Mr. Somers against. The Chairman broke the tie by

voting in favor of the amendment.

The main motion was then voted upon and carried.

OSPIRG/MEDC PETITION ON SIGNIFICANT DETERIORATION OF AIR QUALITY .

Mr. Somers MOVED to dispense with the reading of the staff report and to
have Mr. Patterson comment on the petition submitted by the Oregon Student
Public Interest Research Group (OSPIRG) and the Northwest Environmental Defense
Center (NEDC) and respond to questions. There was no objection and the
Chairman said the request would be granted as a matter of procedure.

Mr. Patterson read the "Comments"” portion of the staff report and discussion

followed.

Mr. Patterson also noted that the Department had received a copy of
a news release dated November 15, 1974, issued by the Sierra Club Legal
Defense Fund, Inc., to the effect that the Sierra Club would resume its

lawsuit against the EPA unlesg that alfency enforces the Clean Air Act.

The Chairman called for public testimony, Stating that the time limit

for discussion of this agenda item would be held to an hour.

John S. Ullman, Ph.D., OSPIRG Staff Scientist, submitted a prepared

statement which he read into the record (a copy has been attached to the
permanent record of the meeting). In summary, Dr. Ullman's testimony was
directed to OSPIRG's assertion "that Oregon can and should move immediately
to prevent further deterioration of the state's clean air," and offered the
following points in support of this view: the importance of protecting
Oregon's scenic areas in order to prevent pollution levels approaching the
federal secondary standard; the necessity for Oredqon to adopt standards
because "the EPA will soon adopt extremely weak regulations" which will be
challenged in court by the Sierra Club; the insufficiency of present state
regulations to protect clean air; the attraction of clean industry and

the stimulation for developing clean enerqgy sources that the maintenance

of clean air should provide., Dr. Ullman then summarized the major features
of the rules proposed by OSPIRG and responded to gquestions from the Com-

mission members. Ile said the proposed rules were drafted by himself and
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Neil Robblee of OSPIRG and were based on DE(Q's statement to the EPA made in
San Francisco in October 1973, and further that no other state has adopted
standards. He said that the proposed rules represent a basic plan, that the
specific limitations in the rules would have to be worked out, but that
OSPIRG liked their basic idea of increment limitations and emissions ceilings

as stated in their proposed rules.

Mr. Somers said that many people are concerned with this problem which
_ affects the entire state and thought all interested parties should sit down,
work out their differences, and submit proposed rules that would be subject
to a public hearing. Dr. Ullman agreed tﬁat such a discussion would be

worthwhile.

Mr. Thomas C. Donaca, representing the Air Quality Committee of the

Associated Oregon Industries, said he disagreed with the petitioner's

contention that Oregon has not lived up to ité responsibilities as out-
lined in ORS 468,305, and that the proposed rules are aimed at further
controlling the already controlled‘sourceé which have shown a decrease in
particulate'and sulfur dioxide emission levels. Mr. Ponaca said that
other area sources have continued‘to-grow and the rules proposed would not

~alleviate the air quality problems they create.

Mr. Somers noted that the Commission does not have the authority to
control all the factors, referred to by Mr. Donaca, which contribute to

significant deterioration of the air.

Testimony had been submitted to the Commission prior to the meeting

by Ms. Norma Jean Germond representing The League of Weomen Voters of Oregon,

and by Mrs. Mary Ann Donnell, President of the Oregon Environmental Council

{copies of which have been made a part of the permanent record). They had
previously indicated they wished to testify at the meeting but instead asked

that they be peérmitted to relinquish their time to Mr. Thomas Guilbert.

Mr. Guilbert stated that he concurred with Mr. Underwood's letter and
with Mr. Donaca's statement that the Department had complied with
ORS 468.305 but that compliance "doesn't exhaust the Commission's responsi-
bility." He said that responsibility comes under federal law as interpreted

by three levels of the federal courts in Sierra Club vs, Ruckelshaus,
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Mr. Guilbert said that Section 110 of the Federal Clean Air Act, which requires

the states to formulate implementation plans, has been interpreted to include
the purposes clause of the Clean Air Act as set forth in Sierra Club vs.
Ruckelshaus, Although the FPA approved Oregon's Clean Air Act Implementation
Plan in May of 1972, it disapproved it in November 1972; that disapproval is
still law. Oregen along with all other states is in violation of the federal
law. Mr, Guilbert said that if the Commission wished to be in compliance with

federal law, it should adopt rules on significant deterioration.

Dr. Crothers then MOVED that the petition be denied and further, that the
Department be instructed to initiate the rulemaking process with due haste.

The motion was seconded by Dr. Phinney and carried.

Other testimony on this matter, received by mail and made a part of the
permanent record, included statements from Mr. Bruce Holser, Oregon State
University; Mr. and Mrs. James Sloss, Fortland; Pacific Power and Light Company,
Portland; Northwest Pulp and Paper Association, Seattle; Portland Chamber of

Commerce; Mr. Dan Wilson, Albany; and Dr. Robert Gay, Portland.

CHEM-NUCLEAR LICENSE APPLICATION

Mr. Wicks presented the staff memorandum report with the following
recormendation of the Director:

The Director recommends that the Commission make its decision at the
November 22, 1974 meeting on the issuance of the proposed licenhse for
Chem-Nuclear, Inc. It is further recommended that the Commission
authorize the Director to formally notify Chem-Nuclear of the Commis-
sion's decision and of the applicant's right for a hearing if the
license is refused.

Ar. John Mosser, a Portland attorney representing Chem-Nuclear, Inc.,

requested to be heard. He spoke to the question of whether there should be
naclear wastes, noting that this decision was first approached by the Com-
mission two ﬁears aéo. At that time the Commission said it would prefer not
to have nuclear wastes but would consider them if they were economically
necessary to make a viable site. e said that on November 26, 1973, the
Commission adopted the Director's recommendation that nuclear wastes be per-
mitted since they were necessary to make an economically-viable site.
Mr.-Mosser said that if these earlier decisions were reversed, considerable
time would have been expended for no purpose, since the Commission would be
no closer to finding a site for environmentally hazardous wastes that it was

several years ago when the law was passed.
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Mr. Mosser conceded that nuclear wastes are not necessary in the sense
that there is another site close by. But he added that the State of Oregon
requires a different method of handling chemicals than any other state, and
that in order to carry some of the overhead of the excessive costs of handling
chemicals, Chem-Nuclear has said that a minimum of nuclear wastes was necessary.
He said no environmental reason for refusing the inclusion of nuclear wastes
has been shown, The company has proposed storing low-level radiocactive wastes
which deteriorate over time. The chemical life of hazardous chemical wastes,
on the other hand, is infinite. Over time, the chemical wastes are a greater

problem than the nuclear wastes.

Mr. Mosser concluded by stating that Chem-Nuclear "has tried to work
with this Commission and the DEQ staff to meet what we understood was Oregon's
" desire for the highest type of operation for both nucleaf and chemical wastes,"”
and that the only way to operate the site to Oregon's Standards would be to

have some nuclear wastes permitted.

Mr. Jonathan Newman, a Portland attorney representing Nuclear Engineering,

Inc., said he was available for questions, that his client's position had been

clearly stated, and that there was no need for the site proposed by Chem-Nuclear.

Mrs. Hallock noted that the November 26th'meeting referred to by

Mr. Mosser, no commitment was agreed to by the Commission to permit radio-
active wastes at the Chem-Nuclear site. Mr. Mosser concurred, stating that

the Commission had not adopted a policy on that matter.

Or. Phinney MOVED that the permit be amended to exclude the storage of
radioactive wastes; seconded by Mrs. Hallock and carried. Dr. Crothers voted
against the motion, saying that he was essentially voting against the exclusion

of radioactive wastes.

Mr. McPhillips had to leave the meeting and Vice Chairman Crothers

presided for the remainder of the afterncon.

Mr. Cannon said the staff would work with the applicant and submit a
proposal to the Commission as to the best means of handling "this very real
problem.” He said a site must be acquired and the Department would ask the

Legislature for the necessary funds to acquire a site and finance its operation.
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Mr. Mosser said his client could not operate a chemicals only site with-

out subsidy.

Mr. Somexrs MOVED that the staff look into another site and seek assist-

ance from the Legislature if it was needed.

Mr. Mosser said his company would be interested either in operating its
site on a subsidized basis for chemicals, in selling it to another operator,
or in selling it to the state if the state wanted to operate it. He said
Chem~Huclear would be glad to cooperate because "it's been our desire to get'
site for the state and any other site is going to take two years of geologic

and hydrologic studies before you can use it."

The Commission égreed to leave out the word "another" and Mr. Somaers
amended his motion to state that the staff be instructed to lock into a site
and seek assistance from the Legislature if it was needed. There was no

objection, and it was so ordered by unanimous consent.

PROPOSED RULES FOR INDIRECT SOURCES

Mr. Somers MOVED to accept the recommendation of the Director that the
Environmental Quality Commission repeal OAR, Chapter 340{ sectioﬁs 20-050
through 20-070 and adopt in lieu thereof Rules for Indirect Sources and
Maintenance of Alr Quality Standards, sections 20-100 through 20-135, dated
November 12, 1974. The motion was seconded by Mrs. Hallock and discussion

followed.

br. Crothers commented that the staff report indicated that 40 percent
of the permit applications received by the Department were for small parking
lots of less than 50 spaces but that those applications accounted for only
7 1/2 percent of all the parking spaces applied for in the Portland area. He
objected to the 50-space minimum requirement for a permit and to the inclusion

of residential and apartment house parking lots.

Mr. Vogt explained that permits are required for parking lots of 50 or
meore spaces. Although parking facilities of this size are not large enough
for individual air quality evaluations for the purpose of determining their

effect on the Implementation Plan and the effect on the ambient air quality,
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they may, in the aggregate, have an effect on air quality. He added that
the conditions required for parking facilities of this size encouraged
utilization of mass transit and that departmental review tended to control

the proliferation of parking in given areas.
The Vice Chairman called for public testimony on the matter.

Mr. Fred VanNatta, representing the Oregon State Home Builders Associ-

ation, noted for the record that he had worked with the Mcbhile Home Parks
Association as well. He opposed the proposed rules on the basis of their
"substantial impact" on the cost of the residential housing they would affect.
Copies of his testimony were distributed to the members and one has been made
a part of the permanent record. His testimony contained several questions,
the answers to which he had previously discussed with the staff, for the pur-

pose of clarifying the intent of the rules.

Mr. VanNatta voiced several objections to the definition of "associated
parking." He said the definition could be construed to include on-street
parking and parking that is connected by a public way as well as exclusions
presently provided for in the rules. He suggested the addition of the language
"off-street area or space” which was language recently added to the definition

of "parking space.”

Mr. vVanNatta also objected to the 50-space cut-off standard in or within
five miles of ﬁetropolitan areas and with conditions proposed by the Department
for inclusion in the permits. He said that the EPA did not intend that its
proposed Iﬁdirect Source rules would épply to single family tracts, and that

the EPA has proposed a 1,000 space cut-off, where the state has proposed 50.

In reply to Mr. Somers' question concerning the number of 1,000-space
pérking lots in Oregon, Mr. VanNatta replied that the staff report indicated
that Some 50 percent of the spaces staff has reviewed in the last two years
are in parking lots of 1,000 or more. Mr, VanNatta also questioned whether
parking areas in multi-family residential dwellings contributed significantly

to the deterioration of the ambient air in the area.

Mr. Canneon stated that the entire Portland downtown plan was based upon

the”premise that cars do affect the ambient air quality.
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Mr. VanNatta said that the limitation of parking in the downtown
Portland area was one thing, but that he was opposed to such limitations

within five miles of a metropolitan area, particularly at places of residence.

Mr. Cannon stated that the Department has been working to limit pollu-
tion in a known area and must be able to limit it in the proposed surrounding

areas as well.

Mr. Bruce Anderson, an attorney from LCugene, representing the Oregon

Members of International Council of Shovping Centers {1.C.S.C.), distributed
copies of a letter he prepared and which he summarized (a copy of which has
been made a part of the permanent record). Fhe said there are three major
issues of concern: (1) consistent oppositioﬁ by a wide range of public and
private organizations to a number of requirements in the regulations, especi-
ally the 50-space minimum, and the effect they would have on commercial
facilities; {2) the expected delay in implementation of the federal Indirect
Source regulations from January 1, 1975 to mid-1975, because of an awareness
that the proposed regulations would have "a minimal effect on‘air quality
even 1f they work optimumly ([sic]"; (3) the analysis made by the National
Academy of Sciences and the National Acadermy of Engineering, submitted to the
Public Works Committee of the United States Senate "on the question of both
the necessity and the effectiveness of other transportation controls, in
particular indirect source controls, in place of, or in addition to, direct

contrels on the automobile.”

Mr. Anderson objected to the mimimum size of a facility for which a
parking permit is required, noting that the DEQ proposed limits of 50 and
500, where applicable, and the EPA has proposed 1,000 and 2,000. He sug-
gested 500 and 1,000. He asked the Commission not to apply the same figures
to the rest of the state that have been applied to the Portland metropolitan
areca, noting that five miles outside Salem or Eugene is significantly differ-

ent than five miles outside Portland.

Mr. Cannon said that if the federal government had some years ago done
what it said it was going to do about the automobile, much of the present and
proposed regulations would not be necessary. However, he said that the
permit procedures are designed to see if there 'is some way to accommodate the

automobile, which continues to be amajor source of pollution, and still allow
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Aquality "that we've committed ourselves to."

Mr. Anderson urged the Commission to carefully review the rules changes
proposed by I.C.S.C. prior to adopting rules for the control of indirect
sources, and asked that they not set régulations "that will drive small

developers out and hurt the already hard hit construction industry."

Mr. Douglas Sowles, a member of the Environment Committee of Associated

General Contractors, dealt with three specifics: (1) the reguirement for
estimating traffié in the tenth and twentieth vears following completion of
the facility--20-129(1) {a}--since it was not included in previous drafts nor
mentioned in the public hearings; (2) clarificatioﬁ of the jurisdiction of
the regional authorities; and (3) his objection to the 50-space minimum,

preferring either 500 or 1,000.

Mr. Douglas Stevie, Senior Planner of the Oregon State Housing Division,

distributed copies of a prepared statement which he read (a copy of which has
been made a part of the permanent record). He spoke in opposition to the
proposed rules, particularly sections 20-115(2) {(a) and 20-130, pertaining to
the inclusion of indirect sources in or within five miles of a municipality
with a population of 50,000 or more, and to the issnance or denial of indirect
source construction permits. He said these sections "will act to further

shift the cost of general protection to lower income households by increasing

overall housing costs.”

My. Victor W. Shearer of Corvallis, President of the Mobile Home Parks

Association and owner of Whispering Pines Mobile Lodge, objected to the
inclusion in the permit requirements of mobile home parks in applicakle areas.

He said the regulations appear to be "unreasonable.”

Mr. Ron Symons of Travelers Insurance Company (real estate loan division),

Portland, cbjected to the 50-space minimum; the conditions for construction of
an indirect source, as contained in the permit reguirements; and the duration

of the permit. Ie said that the Portland office of Travelers Insurance has pro-
vided mortgage loan money for over 30 shopping centers and other commercial
properties, and one of their criteria is the economic viability of the facility

in terms cof good ingress and earess and adequate parking. He noted that
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mortgage lenders usually require more spaces than the developer wants but
which are often limited by the DEQ. He suggested that the minimum number
of spaces for which a permit was reauired was too small but he did not

offer a substitute figure.

Mr. Richard Hanson, Manager of Vélley River Shopping Center in Eugene,

expressed concern about the 50-space minimum, preferring that 50 be changed
to 500 and-SOO to 1,000. He said that shopping centers must work with
transit authorities; but in response td® a question from Dr. Crothers, stated
that only about two percent of his shopping center's customers come by bus,
although a bus arrives at the Center every 10 minutes. Babout 1,000 people

visit the Center each week.

Mr. Glen Odell, consulting engineer from Portland, spoke in favor of the

proposed rules, As a former staff employee of the DEQ, he said he was
instrumental in drafting the parking and highway regulations two years ago.
He said the staff initially wanted to get a handle on the automobile in a
way the federal government was not and in a way in which land use control
agencies refused to do. "DEQ's actions since that time have succeeded in a
large measure if not in getting a handle on the automobile, at least in
getting industries of all kinds and the general population at large to under-

stand that the automobile is related teo air pellution...."

He said that the staff has been reviewing 50-car parking facilities
within five-mile limits of Salem, Fugene and Portland for the past 2 1/2 years
and was "personally pleased” to see the staff undertake this revision of the
requlations. !e said the proposed rules form the options the DEQ has when
it does approve parking facilities, and that these options have previously
existed as staff guidelines. He said the regulations benefit the environment,
applicants and industry, and that the requirement for master plan approval will
help with regulating these indirect sources. Mr. Odell suggested that the
minimum number of parking spaces in a facility for which a permit would he
required could go to 100 “"without hurting anything" although the staff seemed

te think they could continue to handle the load with a 50-space minimum.

Mr. Odell said that good land use planning would eliminate the need for

consideration of parking facilities in residential areas. In terms of
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continued staff review of commercial facilities, Mr. Odell said he "couldn't

be more supportive of it."
There were no other witnesses.

it was ﬂg!gg_by Dr. Phinney and seconded by Mr. Somers to accept the
Director's recommendation. Dr. Crothers called for a roll call vote. Vbting
in favor of the motion were Mrs. Hallock, Dr. Phinney and Mr. Somers; voting
against the motion was Dr. Crothers who said the Department already has
regulations to control indirect sources and further, that the minimum numbers

for a permit'were too small.

OPEN BURNING REGULATIONS--AUTHORIZATION FOR PUBLIC HEARING; and
WEYERHAEUSER COMPANY, SPRINGFIELD--REQUEST FOR PUBLIC HEARING

Action on these two agenda items was taken by a single motion made by
Mr, Somers and seconded by Mrs. Hallock, to accept the Director's recommenda-

tions given below. There was no objection and it was so ordered by unanimous

consent.

Open Burning Requlations, Authorization for Public Hearing:

It is the recommendation of the Director that a public hearing be
authorized at the Environmental Quality Commission meeting to be
held on January 24, 1974 {[changed from December 20, 19741, for the
purpose of taking public testimony pridr to the adoption of pro-
posed rule changes.

Weyerhaeuser Company Request for Public Hearing:

It is recommended that authorization to hold a public hearing on
the proposed modifications to the Weverhaeuser Company Air
Contaminant Discharge Permit be granted.

OTHER BUSINESS

Mr. Somers asked about the status of the Wah-Chang plant in Albany.
Mr. Sawyer said a full report would be presented to the Commission at its

meeting in Albany on December 20th.

There was no further business and the meeting was adjourned at 3:50 p.m.

. C OO ///Aﬂﬂ .

Shirley SE?&, SecretAry
Fnvironmental Quality Commission
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229-5696

MEMORANDUM Revised
To : Environmental Quality Commission
From : - Director

Subject: Agenda Item No. B, December 20, 1974 EQC Meeting

November 1974 Program Activity Report

Duxing the month of November, staff action was taken relative
to the list of project plans, specifications, and/or reports
which follows:

Water Quality

1. Seventy (70) domestic sewage projeét plans and specifications
were reviewed:

WATER QUALITY DIVISION - 35 (see attachment #1)
Approval was given to ten (10) Change Orders and Addenda.

Provisional approval was given to 21 sewer projects and
four (4) sewage treatment plant projects.

NORTHWEST REGION - 35 (see attachment #2)

Provisional appreoval was given to 30 sewer projects.

Three (3) sewer project plans are pending.
Two (2) sewer project plans were submitted to the Marion
County Boundary Commission.
2. Four (4) industrial projects were reviewed:
NORTHWEST REGION - 3

Approval was given to two (2) projects:
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Robert Belozer Fryer Farm, Marion County
chicken rearing facilities

Proto Tool, Milwaukie
chrome plated rinse water treatment system .

One (1) project is pending:

¥aiser Gypsum, St. Helens
bay study -

MIDWEST REGION - 1

Provisional approval was given to

- Dpnald Gabrielli, Linn County:
animal waste facilities

Air Quality

‘Forty-one (41) air pollution control projects and parking FaciTity preposals
were reviewed:

ATR QUALITY DIVISION = I3
Approval~was given -to seven™ (7} -air pollutiomcomntrol projects:

P 2o

“*li Permaneer, Douglas CountY‘“
door jam plant installation

Georgia-Pacific,; Coos Bay
veneer dryer emission scrubber system

-.Georéia—Pacifié;%Coqﬁille' "
“venger. -dryer emission- scrubber system ' g -

Georgia-Pacific, Toledo .
veneer dryer-emission scrubber system

A R Wdrm Springs Forest Products;, Jefferson County.
s new wigwam burner-installation--- .- -1

Fibreboard (Bate Plywood)-~ -
Air-Guard scrubber for veneer dryer emissions

Kogap, Jackson County' - L
new veneer dryer (No. 3) installation .

‘Conditional approval was given to five (5) parking facility proposals.

" Farmers Insurance Group, Washington County -
relocation of existing facility, 4 parking spaces added
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Tualatin Plaza, Washington County
56-space parking facility

Pringle Creek Parking Facility, Marion County
Hilton Hotel, 520-space parking facility

State Motor Pool, Lane County
relocation of 175-space parking facility

Lincoln International, Clackamas County
phased warehouse parking facility

No action was taken on-one (1) parking facility proposal since it
is outside the jurisdiction of the Department:

. Dammasch State Hospital, Clackamas County
100-space parking addition

NORTHWEST REGION - 28

Approval was given to seven (7) air pollution control projects:

Western Foundry, Washington County
scrubber to control cupola emissions

Publishers Paper, Newberg, Yamhill County
new digester

Oregon Steel Mills, Front Street, Multnomah County
ladle fume exhaust )

Oregon Portland Cement, Clackamas County
paving of vehicular traffic areas

Teeples & Thatcher, Inc., Multnomah County
sawdust cyclones

Tillamook Creamery, Tillamcok County
control whey dryer exhaust

E5C0 - Plant #3, Multnomah County
new 4-ton induction furnace

Information was requested and received for seven (7) air pollution
control projects and is being evaluated:

Resource Recovery Byproducts, Multnomah County
paper classifier--information on controls

Cascade Energy, Inc., Columbia County
0il refinery-—emission information and EIA
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Western Farmers, Multnomah County
control of truck receiving

Charter Energy Company, Columbia County :
new oil. reflnery--evaluatlng tradeoffs and effect on amblent air .

- -‘Triangle Milling, Multnomah County _
.. = dust control-—drafting approval letter e

Rhodia - Chipman Division, Multnomah County - .
dichlorophenol distillation expansien--draftihg approval letter

~ AMAX” ATuminum, Clatsop County
"new aluminum reduction plant?—lnformatlon pertaining to issues
raised at public hearing: -

Additional information was-requested for one (1) air pollution control-
project:

Owens Corning, Multnomah County

fiberglass plant--awaiting information on more efficient controls
and_tradeoffs R S

G .

% . . Five (5) air pollution control projects.are being processed: e

Pennwalt Corp., Multnomah Courity.
expansion of . chlorine—cuastic. seda manufactur1ng—~rev1ew1ng
emission information e S LR T

. Oregon Portland Cement Company, Clackamas County
» mew aggregate-lime storage bin -

Zidell‘Eﬁplo:ations,.Inc., Multnomah County
new secondary aluminum.smelter--accepted for filing

Kaiser' Permanente,K Medica®¥® Center, Multnomah=County L
& controlled atmosphere 1nc1neratﬁr 4rev1ew1ng Submltted appllcatlon

Norwest-Publishing, Multnomah County -
control of heatset ink dryer--reviewing manufacturer s data

Four (4) permits were‘issued;f;ﬁ s P

Ross ‘Island. Sand and Gravel; Multnomah Countyg‘if?}a,
.concrete batch plant ...

Columbia Steel Castlng, Multnomah County

new: furnace and- controls- - - . .
Pacific Carbide, Multnomah County C L LR
new furnace .. ... e . TR

Schnitzer Steel Products,. Multnomah Courity. . — :
wire incinerator
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Two (2) proposed permits were issued:

Chamberlain's Pet Crematorium, Multnomah County
cremation incinerator

Portland Steel Mills, Multnomah County
new steel mill

Two (2} Notices of Construction were cancelled:

Pacific Building Materials, Washington County
concrete readymix plant

Milwaukie Plywood Clackamas.County
veneer dryer control .

Solid Waste Management

Four (4) solid waste management project plans were reviewed:
SOLYD WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION - 3
'Agproval was given to one (1) project plan:

Franklin Landfill, Lane County
existing site; operational and closure plans

Provisional approval was given to two (2) project plans:

Les Schwab, Crock County
new site; tire disposal site

Ladd Canyon Disposal Site, Union County
new site; operational plan

NORTHWEST REGION - 1 -
Approval was given to:

Willamina Lumber Company, Yamhill County
new wood waste landfill

Director's Recommendation

It is the Director's recommendation that the Commission- give its confirming

approval to staff action on project plans and proposals for the month of
November 1974.

’ 4(,@,&,‘,%,#

. = - _"
e -

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director :



Attachment #1

PROJECT PLANS

Water Quality Division

During the Month of November 1974, the following project plans and specifications
and/or reports wére reviewed by the staff, The disposition of each project is
shown, pending ratification by the. Environmental Quality Commission.

Date Location Project ' Action

Municipal Projects - 35

11-1-74 Green 5.D. Happy Valley Rd. - No. 26 sewer Prov. Approval
Crossing :

11-1-74 Ashland C. 0. #2 sTP Approved

11-1-74 Unity Sewage ceollection system &-7;74 acre Prov. Approval

non-overflow sewage lagoon system

11-4-74 Springfield Minor Subdn sewers ‘ Prov. Approval

11-4-74 Bend Addendum No. 5-- grit chamber & Approved
septic tank dumping station

11-4-74 Gold Beach Septic tank dumping station Prov. Approval

11-4-74 Lincoln City Careage Corp. nursing home sewer Pfov.'Approval

11-8-74 Mosier Sewage collection'system & 0.085 MGD Prov. Approval

extended aeration STP

11-12-74 USA({Beaverton) Allen Ave. sewer diversion Prov. Approval
11-12-74 NTCSA C.0. A-1 - Sch. IV Approved
11-13-74 Josephine Co. Harbeck-Fruitdale--South Allen Cr. Prov. Approval

Int. sewer

1)-13-74 Junction City Norman Park Subdn., Third Addn sewers Prov. Approval

11-15-74 BCVSA Valley Estates Subdn. sewers Prov. Approval

11-15-74 BCVSA Oak Grove Rd. sewer project Prov. Approval

11-15~74 Gleneden S.D. Seweragé system to Depoe Bay S.D. Frov. Approval

11-18-74 Boardman C.0. to contract for interim sewage Approved
facilities

11-19-74 BCVSA Lozier Lane sewer project & Wilson Rd. Prov. Approvél

sewer Lat. #1 south

11~21-74 Pendleton Indian Agency sewer extension Prov,., Approval
11-25-74 North Bend Newmark St. sewer ' Prov. Approval
11-25-74 Springfield Gateway St. sewer Prov. Approval

11-25-74 Springfield SWF Plywood pressure sewer line Prov. Approval



Date
11-25-74

11-25-74

11-26-74
11-26-74

11-26-74

11-26-74
11-27-74
11-27-74
11-29-74
11-29-74
Sewers

C.0.
STp's

Location
Coquilie

USA
(Forest Grove)

Bay City
Ashland

Josephine Co.

Salem
Corvallis
Gold Beach
Bly S.D.
Warrenton
21

10

35

Project

East.13th 5t. sewer

C. O. No. 3 - STP modifications

C. 0. B-8 - STP contract
Mt. Ranch Subdn, Phase 1 sewers

Harbeck~Fruitdale S.D. -
Alexander Drive sewer

Sludge truck purchasing documents
26th St. sewer replacement

C. O. No. 1 - STP contract

Action
Prov. Approval

Approved

Approved
Prov, Approval

Prov. Approval

Prov. Approval
Prov. Approval

Approved

C. O. Noes. 3 & 4 - Sch. B, STP contract Approved

C. 0. No. 1 - interceptor project

Approved
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Attachment #2

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
NORTHWEST REGION OFFICE - Technical Services
Water Quality Division - Project/Plan Review
During the month of November 1974, the following sanitary sewer
project plans and specifications and/or reports were reviewed by the

staff. The disposition of each project is shown, pending ratificatlion
by the Environmental Quality Commission.

See attached sheets for disposition of each project.
Summary of projects
13 sanitary sewer plans received

18 sanitary sewer plans approved
sanitary sewer plans pending*

% Pending refers to 'scheduling for staff review relative to

disposition of projects unless noted on attached sheets as
"under-: study'.
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.. NORTHVEST REGION - WQ -“Sewer Plan Disposition _ Sheer: 25
—— : . ~NEORMATION_ _RECEIVED., .. . DEQ.Staff Dispesitioa_ '
Received _ ' Infor- Approval ;

o.  Date _ Tocation Project _Engineer __ macion Date ' _ . Action By
362 9-25-74 USA {Sunset)  Extension to ll4th Street Hilton -, 2 plans . §-27-74 ' Prov. Approval AHJ
L.1.D., Edwin J. Peterson Engineering Co. : :
property, sanitary sewers
363 9-16-74 Timberline Timberline Lodge Sewage U.S.Department ? 2 plans 9-19-74 Prov. Approval CHG
: Lodge Effluent Seepage Bed of Agriculture

Clackamas Co.

364 9-26-74 Tualatin * Shawnee Plains ' Compass Corp. : 2 plans 10-3-74 ‘Prov. Approval ©AHJ
. " sanitary sewers '
365 9~22-74 West Linn :* Portland Ave. L.1.D. ' John W. - - 2 plans 10-3-74 Prov. Approval © AHJ
- sanitary sewers : Cunningham : . '
' i & Associates ]
366 9-26~74 Tualatin . Western Metro Sewer E CH. MHi1l E 1 plan 10-3-74 % Prov., Approval AHJ
: . Extension (West of 65th Avq) - f
. - : E . i -
367 9-1i-7& Portiand . P 8172.0 Tryon Creek : City of Portlanq 2 plans == Pending (under study) REG/P
infiltration/inflow ' g
analysis .
368 10-1-74 Gresham Lasa-De-lass ' . Moffatt Nichol 2 plans 10-3-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
sanitary sewers ; . & Bonney, lnc.
" 369 9-30-74 Troutdale Sanitary force main . Sleavin-Kors -2 plans 10-3-7h Prov. Approval AHJ
‘ . o connection to a City ‘
Manhole
370 10-2-7k Lake Oswegor . Revised Forest Glen €Murray—McCormick 2 plans " 10-4-74 Prov. Approval ' AHJ
(Tryon) . subdivision sanitary ; Environmental ‘ :
‘ " sewers " Group :
371 10-1-74 Tualatin " Conrad Veneer property i Dorner & Tunks,g 3 plans ?1043-7h Prov. Approval AHJ

. ; sanitary sewer : Inc.



heet :- 26

NORTEWEST REGION.= WQ ~_Sewer Plan Disposition  __

INEORMATIOCN RECETIVED.._

— .. DEGQ.Staff Disposition

5 Received . Infor- Approval
2. Date Location froject o o fugineer  mation _  _Dale Agtlon By
155 10-3-74 Salem (Willow) - Mackel Construction Company - 2 plans : 10-18-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
E. Salem Sewer Shopping Center sanitary ‘
& Drainage sewer at Silverten &
District 1 Lancaster Drive '
372 10-10-74 CCSD# Monte Carlo Heights Martin | 3 plans  10-14-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
(Gladstone) subdivision sanitary sewer Engineering
Company
373 10-9-74 Turner A Sewerage Plan Report for Clark & Groff 3 plans Pending (under study) RHF;
' Turner ‘ ' : : : : PDC
374 10-10-74 Salem (Willow): Central Services Center ' Carkin and é 1 plan * "~ 11-1-74 Prov. Approval .~ AHJ
: ‘ near Interstate 5 & State ° Sherman AlA and- "
Street sanitary sewers ! Westech ' :
{ Engineering i
| : .
375 10-15-74 Canby Morth Juniper Street and Zarosinski - © 2 plans iQ-IS—?h Prov. Approval AHJ
N.E. First Avenue " Tatone '
sanitary sewers . Engineering Inc.
376 10-15-74 St. Helens Kaiser Gypsum Co., lnc. Whitely, ' 3 plans 10-24-74 "Prov. Approval AHJ
Sanitary Sewage Disposal Jacobsen and K LDP
i1 Modifications | Associates
377 10-16-74 Gresham Gresham Clinic sanitary . Wilsey & Ham 2 ptans 10-22-74 Prov. Apptoﬁa] AHJ
sewers '
378 10-17-74 Gresham Camelot Plat 3 subdivision. Carl E. Green 2 plans 10-22-74 Prov. ApproQéH AHJ
santtary sewers FE Associates ;
379 10~17-74 USA (Aloha) -, Tanasbrook Development ; Alpha 2 plans : 10-22-74 Prov. Approval - AH.

Ne ighborheood *'C",
sanitary sewer line C~1 ‘
revision, sanitary sewer

Engineering

;line c-2
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e . .. _ NORTHWEST REGION - WQ -

=_Sewer_Plan Disposition Sheet; 27
_ INFORMATION__REGCETIVED  .___ ___ . DEQ_Staff Dispasition____ _.
* Received . _ ‘ Infor- Approval ' '
: Date _ _ .Iocation Project _  FEngineer mation  _ Date _____Actionm v
330 -= I ndependence Independence Airpark W. |. Peterson - 10-22-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
: . final phase of B4 lots Engineering
sanitary sewers
3131 10-18-74 West Linn Hidden Springs Ranch Ho. 2 Wilsey & Ham "2 plans 10-23-74  Prov. Approval AHJ
‘ ‘ sanitary sewers : '
382 10-21-74 USA (Durham) Preliminary Plans for Stevens, 2 plans  10-25-74  Prov. Approval AHJ
Cedar Hills Trunk Sewer Thompson & Runyan '
383 10-23-74 Twin Rocks . Stark Street sanitary ‘W. F. Perley - :2 .plans 10-25-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
Sanitary  sewer extension, ltats, E-5, and Associates :
District in : and £-5-1 : :
Tillamook Co. : P
384 10-24-74 USA | Somerset West Commercial iR.A.Wrigﬁt' {2 plans = 10-28-74 ‘Prov. Approval " AHJ
{Somerset West)Center sanitary sewer ;Engineering i_ :
385 10-25-74 Portland S.W. S.W. Fairvale Court north of City of Portlanﬂ‘l plan 10-29-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
S.W. Pendleton Street ‘
sanitary sewer
386 -- Portland N.  Gertz-Schmeer sewerage. - City of Portland 2 plans 10-14-74  Prov. Approval WQ-by
system including lift ' : ‘ ' : CPH
stations, wastewater pump
station and sanitary sewers
3837 10-31-74 Tualatin Revised Shawnee Plains . Compass Corp. 2 plans 11-5-74 Prov. Approval AH
- sanitary sewers ' )
383 10~31-74 Portland . S$.E. Harney Street City of Portland 1 plan ]1-18-74 Prov. Approval lAHJ
{Columbia) . sanitary sewers : :
389 10-31-74 USA (Aloha) ; Ray Sullivan sanitary . H.A. Mohr 2 plans  11-7-74 Prov. Approval AHJ

i sewer extension * Engineers
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_ NORTHWEST REGION.

D,

WQ - Sewer Plan Disposition _

D,

Sheet:

28

39

"Ho. 5 sanitary sewers

: T.ION RECEIVED _ __ .. .DEQ_Staff Dispesition,
) Received ‘ - _ Infor- Approval
fo. _Date  Tocation _Project __ Engineer  mation _  Date ' Action B
390 10-31-74 USA Carolwood | Wilsey & Ham + 2 plans 11-13-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
: (Beaverton) sanitary sewers
i 10-31-74 USA CO-J0 No. 2 ‘Harris-McMonagle 2 plans 11-8-74 Prov. Approval AHJ

(Aloha) sanitary sewers ' '

392 10-31-74 USA ‘Hyland Hills Center - Robert E. Meyer 2 plans 11-8-74 Prov. Approval Al
: (Aloha) Phase | Construction Consulting
sanitary sewsrs " Engineer o

393 - UsA ‘Forest Grove STP ;CHZM/H']I ; B 10-28-74 Prov. Approvall Wo-t

(Forest Grove) Change Order No. 2 i ‘ ; CPH
394 — - Milwaukie : The Grove, phase | ZHarris & 52 plans ~ 11-6-74 Prov. Approval AHJ

. sanitary sewers i McMonagle ; :
395 11-1-74 Troutdale }Autumn Park Subdivision QWIlsey & [Ham §2lplans “11-7-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
: ‘sanitary sewers é ' i
. i i :
306  11-4-74 USA (Aloha) Torreyview On Site, Phase I, John M. {2 plans 11-14-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
' sanitary sewers - Cunningham : :

287  11-6-74 Lake Oswego L.1.D. 163, Lake Shore City of Lake 21 plan - 11-18-74 Prov. Approval: AHJ
- (Tryon) - Read sanitary sewers Osweqgo : : :
3e3  11-12-74 CCSD #1 Rainier Court - R. A. Yright 2 plans 11-18-74 Prov. Approval AHJ

' sanjtary sewers Consulting : ‘
i : Engineer
3199 11-15-74 Amit& _Lateral A-2, sanitary sewer John W. 3 plans AlI-Z?-?h Prov. Approval Al

on Roth Street © Cunningham _ :
500 11-18-74 Salem . Railroad Trunk-Phase I1,  City of Salem |2 plans | 11-25-7h Submitted to Marion - _RHF
2 - (Willow) . Main Road-1 sanitary sewers . ; County Boundary
‘ _ . : : s e Commission ‘

401 11-15-74% Monmouth | Southwest Meights Addition ' Clark & Groff .. 1 plan S 11-22-74 Prov. Approval - AHJ
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- NORTHWE ST REGIQON - WQ - Sewer Plan Disposition Soeet: 29
Ii .
l — INFORMATION RECETIVED DEQ_Staff Disposirion
Y _Received . ' Infor- Approval - '
No. : Date | Location Project Engineer mation Date Action By
4oz 111-20-7+ Hillsboro Sewell Station Rolland Baxter | 2 plans [M1-22-74 _Prov. Approval AHJ
; sanitary sewer ' '
ko3 ilI-ZO—?M Tualatin Revised 105th Street’ Gene T. Ginther | 2 plans {~11-22-74 Prov. Approval AHJ
: sanitary sewer .
4okt --- USA Revised Allen Avenue | ==n--m-- -=- M11-12-74 Prov. Approval WQ-&
(Beaverton) sewerage diversion : CPH
k05 [[11-29-7k Gresham Between S. E. Stark Street Milton R, 2 plans Pending AHJ
5 and S. E. 221st Avenue Emerson
! sanitary sewer
Loé 111-26*7+-Canby- ‘N. Cedar Street from 5th | Zarosinski- ! plan Pending AHJ
. | .- to Dahlia Place - Tatone Engineers . . - -
' - e i -_sani tary sewer . . ..; N CommT L date - -*.}'-—- = A
i LTI - e e . Ty - R -_:"' B : --" :.—
| - S T
f . - -_ -
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Memorandum

TO: Shirley Shaty | December 6, 1974
FROM:  Johf Kowalczyk

SUBJECT: Supplement to November 1974 Activity Report to EGC

Northwest Region Permit Work Output-Backlog
November 1974

Appl. Pending  Sources

Sources Appl. Permits Permits Permits Under
Req'd Rec'd Drafted Issued To Be Permits  Regular
Permits (mo.) (mo.) (mo.} Drafted Drafted Permit
Air Permits : '
Process 300 14 9 5 137 10 119
Fuel Burning 630 0 3 0 0 622 8
Water Permits*
Industrial 157 0 9 0 20 108 39
Domestic 123 0 0 0 . 5 42 . 76
Solid Waste Permits |
General Refuse 26 0 0 0 6 0 20
DemoTlition 10 0 0 0 3 0 7
Industrial 15 0 2 0 3 2 10

*NPDES



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL NUALITY
Morthwest Region
Technical Services

Air OQuality Division - Project/Plan Review
_ During the month of November, 1974 the following air quality project
plans and specifications were reviewed by the staff. The disposition of
each project is shown pending ratification by the Environmental Quality

Commission. See attached sheets for disposition of each project.

Summary of Projects

Air Quality Plan Reviews - Notice of Coﬁstruction

3 Received

5 Pending (awaiting additional information requested)
7  Processing

9 Approvals

2

Cancelled

New Source Air Ouality Permits

5 Received

2 Pending (awaiting additional information requested)
13  Processing ,

3 Proposed Permits Issued

3  Permits Issued



P = Permit
NC = Notice of Construction DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
' NORTHWEST REGION - AQ-Plan Disposition
INFORMATION RECETIVED DEQ Staff Disposition
Date : Review Information Approval :
No. Received Location Project Engineer Reg'd Rec'd Date Actign' By
P144 11/9/73 Clatsop AMAX Aluminum - New JFK 12/26/73 11726/747 Further information
ATuminum Reduction Plant . : reguested resulting
from issues raised at
| public hearing
P145 11/21/73 MuTtnomah Union Carbide - #1 furnace JAP 7/15/74 8714774 Proposed permit being
Product Change | drafted
P146 11/23/73 Multnomah Schnitzer Steel Products JAP 6/28/74 8/7/74 9/30/74 - Issued permit 11/8/74
| ' Wire Incinerator
p259 1/30/74 Multnomah Columbia Steel Casting "~ JAP 2/6/74  6/13/74 9/30/74 v Issuéd permit 11/7/74
_ Mew furnace and controls ' o
NC504 2/5/74 | Multnomah Western Farmers - Dust JAP 3/21/74 11/5/74 7 Reviewing required
Control of Treuck Receiving information received
‘ on 11/5/74
p267 2/28/74 Multnomah. Laytoh Funéral Home JAP 5/14/74‘ 10/29/74 Evaluating Source
Cremation Incinerator. Test Results
NC513  3/26/74 Clackamas Milwaukie Plywood - Veneer JAP 6/17/74 . “Cancelled 11/4/74
: Drver Control
pP275~7 4/2/74' Multnomah Columbia Independent Refinery  JAP 4/30/74 10/28/74' Evaluating tradeoff
' 0i1 Refinery benefits
p282 4/15/74 Multnomah Pacific Carbide JAP 5/17/74 9/30/74 .~ Issued permit 11/7/74
‘ New Furnace
NC520 5/7/74 Multnomah - Resource Recovery Byproducts JAP 5/29/74 11/1/74 7 Reviewing information
P338  11/1/74 "~ Paper Classifier on controls submitted

11/1/74 . :



Page 2

P = Permits. ]
NC = Notice of Construction DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
NORTHWEST REGION - AQ-Plan Disposition .
" INFORMATION RECETIVED DEO Staff Disposition
Date . ) Review ' Ir;formatioﬁ Approval
No. Received Location Project Engineer Reg'd Rec'd Date Action By
P294 5/31/74 Columbia Cascade Energy, Inc. | JAP 7/16/74 11/4/74 7 Reviewing submitted
0iT1 Refinery emission information
and EIA
NCB42  6/12/74 Multnomah Port of Portland JAP 7/22/74 Awaiting information
Bulk Loading Facility | on controls (information
‘ o will be received when
Port approves project
funding)
P305 6/28/74 Multnomah Owens Corning : JFK 11/15/74 » = Awaiting information on
Fiberglass Plant ' : more efficient controls
' and tradeoffs with
respect to interim
R rule adopted 10/25/74
P306 . 6/28/74 Multnomah Portland Steel Mills JAP 7/17/78 10/18/74 Issued proposed permit
- New Steel Mill 11/19/74
NCh39 7/9/74 Multnomah Triangle Milling . [D3RL0] 9/20/74 11/15/74./ . Drafting approval
Dust Control i letter
NC533+ 7/12/74 Washington Pacific Building Materials Ddo 9/6/74  11/2/74 v Cancelled.
Concrete Readymix Plant
NC537  7/12/74 Yamhill Publishers Paper - Newberg npo 9/26/74 10/1/74 11/1/74 - ° Approved
New Digester
NC535  7/17/74 Marion Boise Cascade -~ Salem DDO 8/15/74 Awaiting final

New Washers

engineering design

“on controls



P
NC

= Parmit
= N

Notice of Construction

" “DEPARTMENT OF 'ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
NCRTHWEST REGION - AQ-Plan Disposition

Page 3

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Disposition

Concrete Batch Plant

Date _ Review Information Approval | .
No. Received Location Project Engineer Reg'd Rec'd Date Action By’
NCB34  7/17/74 Marion "Boise Cascade - Salem nDo 8/15/74 Awaiting final
New Digester - engineering design
p317 7/18/74 Multnomah 'ﬂregon Steel Mills - Rivergate DDO 9/16/74 10/29/74 - | Drafting air contaminant
' Pellet Metallizing ’ discharge permit
NCb43  7/24/74 - Multnomah  Oregon Steel Mills - Front St, DDO 10/16/74 11/16/74 7 Draftihg approval
Baghouse with Canopy letter
NC548  7/31/74 Clackamas Barton Sand and Gravel JAP 9/17/74 Awaifing information on
Rock Crusher - final process design
NC544  8/1/74 Multnomah  Oregon Steel Mills - Front St. DDO - 11/5/74 ~ Approved
‘ Ladle Fume Exhaust
NC545 8/8/74 Multnomah Teep1esA& Thatcher, Inc. pDDO 8/27/74 10/29/74 11/8/74 ~  Approved
‘ Sawdust Cyclones :
NC549  8/15/74 Washington Western Foundry - Scrubber JAP 11/1/74 v Approved
to Control Cupola Emissions
P323  9/11/74 Columbia Charter Energy Fompany JAP 10/11/74 11/7/74 .Eva1uat1n§ tradeoffs and
MNew 0i1 Refinery ' effect on ambient air
_ quality
p324 9/13/74 Multnomah  Chamberlain's Pet Crematorium  JAP 9/19/74 10/8/74 Issued proposed
Cremation Incinerator permit 11/14/74
P325 9/17/74 Multnomah The Oregon Humane: Society JAP Proposed permit be1ng
Cremation Incinerator drafted’
NCéSG 9/27/74 Clackamas QOregon Ready-Mix o 1272774 Mew Source - Mailed

“out permit application



NC565

of heatset ink dryer

P = Permit _ | | |  Page 4
NC = Notice of Construction. " "DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
NORTHWEST REGION - AQ-Plan Disposition
INFORMATION RECETIVE 5 DEQ Staff Disposition
~Date Review Information Approval :
No. Received Location Project Engineer Date Action By
NC5S61  10/4/74 Multnomah  Rhodia-Chipman Division Dpo 11/15/74 11/25/74 ~ Drafting anproval letter
Dichlorophenol distillation -
-~ expansion :
P340  10/7/74 Multnomah Medford Corporation JAP Processing
' Green woed chip storage
and distribution center
P333 10/10/74 Multnomah Ross Istand Sand & Gravel JAP + Issued proposed
Concrete Batch Plant permit 11/4/74
NC558  10/11/74 Clackamas Oregon Portland Cement DD0 11/5/74 < Approved
NC559 Paving of vehicular traffic
NC560 areas _
NC562 10/15/74 Multnomah  ESCO - Plant #3 R 11/18/74 - Approved -
‘ New 4 ton induction furnace
NC563  11/1/74 Tillamook . TilTamook Creamery - Control RHF 11714774 . Approved
' whey dryer exhaust
P343 - 11/4/74 Multnomah Pennwait Corp. - Expansion of DDO Reviewing emission
~ chlorine-caustic soda mfg. information
NC564 11/5/74 Clackamas Oregoh Portland Cement Co. .  DDO Drafting approval
: Mew agg. Time storage bin letter
p34z 11/12/74 | Multnomah  Zidell Explorations Inc, JAP Accepted for filing
- new secondary aluminum smelter on 11/15/74 -
P348 11/22/74 Multnomah  Kaiser Permanente Medical JAP . Reviewina submitted
Center - Controlled ' application
atmosphere incinerator
11/27/74. Multnomah  Norwest Publishing - Control DbO Reviewing manufaéturers

data



State of Oregon
DEPARTN\ENT OF. ENVIRO'\lMl:NTAL QUALITY _ INTEROFFICE MEMO 7

SOLID WASTE MAHAGEMENT DIVISION
To: E. A. Schmidt ' i Date: December 4, 1974
From: W.H. Dana

SuMed} Summary of Activities, Program Operaticons Section, November 1974

I. Permits

A. Regulax Permlts issued = = = = = = == = = -~ - - -4
1. Curry County - Agness Transfer Station
2. Linn County -Albany Landfill (renewal)
3. Multnomah County ~ Resource Recovery Byproducts (issued by NWRO)
4, Polk County - Fishback Hill (renewal by NWROQ) -

B, Permits Amended — == = = = m = = = — — & = = =~ - - 2
1. Clatsop County - Lewis & Clark Log Sortlng Yard (issued by NWRO}
2.- Josephine Countv *Kerby Landfill

C. Proposed Permits Mailed — = - — = - = == — = - - = = §
' 1. Crook County - Les Schwab Tire Disposal Site
. 2. Curry County - Agness Disposal Site
3.  Polk County -Willamettz Industries, Dallas (issued by NWRO)
4, Yamhill County - Willamina Lumber Co. ({(issued by NWRO)
5. Union County - Ladd Canyon Disposal Site

D. Proposed Permit Bmendments Mailed - — - - - - U, !
1. Klamath County - Crescent Landfill - '

II. Plan Review
A. Construction and/or Oparational Plans Approved — - - - 4
1. Crook County - Les Schwab Tire Disposal Site’
2. . Lane County - Franklin Landfill
3. Union County - Ladd Canyon Disposal Site
4. Yamhill County - Willamina Lumber Co. {appraoved by NWRO)
ITI. Field Investigations
A. Domestic Waste Sltes ——————————— B 3
1. Gilliam County - Arlington Dlsposal Site
2. Sherman County ~Tsubota Dump
3. Umatilla County - Pendleton Landfill
IV. Other

a. Prepared lists of permits to be written, by region, prior to July 1, 1975.

B. Reviawed copies of site operational reports from permittees. Distributed
copies to regions. Set up central report filing system, ' :

C. Submitted monthly permit data report to EPA

DEG 4



~ To:

From:

Subject:

| DEG 4

State of QOregon

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY =~ -  INTEROFFICE MEMO

SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION

E. A.

Schmidt : , o Date: December 9, 1974

W. H. Dana

Work Projects Pending - November 30, 1974

I.

Ii.

PERMITS

A. Incdmplete Permit Applications Pending - - - = - - — —~ 15
1. Existing Sites - - - = = — = - = = - ~ - — — - - 8
2. Mew Disposal Sites — = = = = = = = = = = — = -~ = 7
“B.  Complete Permit Applications Awaiting Staff Action - 33 -
L. Existing Disposal Sites - - - = = = = - - - — - 30
2. New Disposal Sites - - — - - = — = = = -~ - =~ - 3
C. Temporary Permits Pending — - - - - - —;d'Q — = - - - 128
o 1.  Domestic Sites — ~ = = = = = = = R 1113
2. Industrial Sites - - — - = - - - ~ — r= = = =~ - 15
PLANS
A. Operational Plans for Permitted Sites Pending - - - - 4
B. Operational Plans for Non—pérmitted or Temporarily permitted

Sites Pending = - = - = - = - - - == - = - 152"



AIR QUALITY CONTROL SUMMARY OF ACTIVITIES FOR NOVEMBER, 1974

Project Plans
Plan reviews received
Plan reviews completed

Surveys
Area surveys
Industrial surveys
Source tests.

Computer Programs
Computer programs completed

Meteorological Report :
'~ Number of days on Alert Status
Number of days under Air Stagnation Advisory

Permif Activities
Permit Applications received
Permits issued
Public Hearings held
Notice of Intent fo Issue Permits
Permits revised, reissued

Summary of AQCD permits by source categories

- Received*
Wood products 210
Minerals and Metals 164
Pulp and paper 13
Miscellaneous 88

*Includes applications for renewals

Source Compliance Evaluations
Source tests received and/or reviewed

Regulation Revisions in process

Tax Credits
Review reports prepared

12
13

<

Issued
86
60
12
20

13

Pending
124
104

68



TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

B. A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnville

| GRACE 5. PHINNEY

Carvallia

JACKIYN L. HALLOCK
Portland

[ MORRIS K. CROTHERS
: Salem

RONALD M. SOMERS
The Dallea

KESSLER R, CANNON
Director

Al
5o
Contains

Recycled
fararials

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229-5696

MEMORANDUM
To: Environmental Quality Commission
From: Director

Subject: Status Report on Air Quality Control Division Workload

Attached is a status report of the various projects in

the Air Quality Control Division as of December 1, 1974, This

status report includes special projects and ongoing programs
including air contaminant discharge permit applications and
source tests.

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

HMP - 12/19/74



AR QUALITY CONTROYL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Dispositior

[r— -ﬂf—i 07.".?-4\:“.%

venreer—dryer-emission-control

e

Ao

- Received _ Review Approval "
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
T 41574 Fotedo———Georgia-Pacific-veneer-dryer-——Burkart—Notice/Consty Approved 11/15/74
-emission-control ‘
A R e A-*'-'L'i-ttl-evr—ﬂiveI—‘*“{Box“-”a‘»*ﬂHog"“fue1“*"“* possrsblsane e oo lmamcatir Mo o0-Qf27 /74 | Completed and approved
: ' | ~boiler : '
3 12/7/73 Medford Boise Cascade - Leckenby " " "
scrubber for veneer dryer . "
emissions control ‘
4 | 8/1/14 Bandon - Rogge Mills, stud mill const. " " "
5 {68/28/74  |North Bend | Weyerhaeuser i " t
' ' | Cyclo screen separator
6 8/5/74 Grants Pass | Agnew Plywood 1 I "
' Veneer dryer emission control
7 8/15/74 North. Bend Weyerhaeuser - veneer dryer " " "
' emission confrol (Air-Air
condenser)
8 9/13/74 Klamath Falls| Weyerhaeuser - veneer dryer " " "
emissions control
It T AT Diltard Permaneer-door~jambplant Mol st i Approved 11/8/74
O [~ 107/ 317/ 4—Mediord-——--Kogapsmrieneer Aot ]! " " Approved 11/26/74
11 TT/2977F | BToOKINES ~ [ BroOKIHES  PLywgoa = yefragy = #t=sm ot s s Approved 12/4/74
- dryer-modi fications-
12 e TR D SR o e Ll T ] --F-ibreb(‘)a!r\d‘i‘-‘?—(Bai‘:t&'f-"Plywood)“’-'J'r‘"-‘ﬂ-f‘m- PR ) OSSPSR SRS SREVEPS | RPN 'Apprdved 1 1/15 /74:

- e



P

ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION Program ~ Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED L ‘ DEQR Staff Disposition |
Received o ‘ Review ' | . Approval
Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
8/28/74 |Dee | Champion International Burkart |Permit compl) 9/18/74 |H.TF. boiler in compliance.
‘ ' ‘ Letter to be answered
9/13/74 |North Bend Weyerhaeuser . t Compliance 9/13/74 | Letter to be answered
S status '
Veneer Dryer emissions - " Special Project

control program

../}/;__ eI



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Disposition

. Received Review Approva
No. Date Location Project Engineer ; Information Date Action
1 9/30/74 . |Gold Beach Champion International Burkar't Source test To be reviewed
Cy_clone test o
2 . 17/5/74  |Glendale Robert Dolar - bark dryer " " L " "
3 6/10/74 Medford Timber Products " 1 " L "
L : Dryer, boilers, cyclones
4 12/31/73  |Medford Boise-éasqadel, cyclones X i Rl g n
; RN ETCTAE - ——|Redmond—— |- Brooks B LN e L N T e ‘Review completed 10/18/74
6— [107/2/78-{Redmond -~ |- Brooks Willamette; - HF -Doflergrr- it st vt oo ogrese Review compl é'tled _io/ 18/74
7 |5/29/74 —Redmond—— ---~EBfooks'"Willa;rﬁette*;“"HF'-Boﬂer ol e e B st Review cérﬁple'ted 10/18/74
Be 12/ T4 o BN e - Brooks--Willatatte;~ cycl‘qnes o b T et s Review compl eted 12/4/74
N T4 i TN o SO ~"EB'I‘001{S*"“WiIlﬁmé'tte‘j*'fl'l*‘“"'Bdil'é“.t""é‘ B S LR |Review completed ‘10/17./74_
10— 1114772 [Redmond - '“ﬁ'foolcé"'WiIIﬁ'mefte,‘"‘"HF"'Bé‘iler'3““"' ALt L L Revigw éompleted 10/ 18/74.
F——9/26/48—{Kerby————-~\-Cabax-Mitls ;- Hr P boiler = |-t ot i |Review completed 12/4/74 '7
12 "3‘/287‘73';““'"Casféa'd - Loeky Cascade Locky “Tuniler T B L Revie\;v completed 11/74
‘ -t BHrF—boiter— -
.r3~‘—~f-~r-/72 Pittard Dillard-ThryEeFi-boiter—rmfmetto. B commne M Review completed 11/74
AR Y, 7 S— Dra,inﬂ S ..‘Q.LDraii;lwplywood.;.m.H':fpg.‘.mboﬂer,.*...‘ U | FWASRRVRNINS W § RO, | Review completed 12/4/74
]’5“"“‘67‘1‘]:7“?3 Drajmr Bfscin—'Plywo'od;"'"cjc-lones“‘-"*""'-‘" L e H"--“" -t Review completeq 11/ 74



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

Received
Date

Location

Project

. Review
Engineer

Information

Approval
Date

DEQ Staff Disposition

Action

QX -

29

{ar28 /10—

14/ 2T/ F G

11/22 /92 -

4/12/78
,4,/,7‘2 -
972 L7

2/2/78 - -

Hineg————
Hingg

Gardiner—""
Ko—Fallg———
White Gty
Medford —

White-&i ty-——-

Glendale - -~ -

1L

—Cyclomes——

~Edward Hihes Lumbér "Co. ™
Hog- fuel-botter—-

~Edward-Tines-bumber-Co:— Burkart—

mInternatichdal Pape‘r'l- ¢yclones

Source-test-

-B—Gri—Shelter-Thr-HF-hoiles

- Modoc-Lumber;—HF-boiler-—

" Meadford” C'orp.‘, tyclones”

—-Permanee-l’wu - -~cyc]_ OE g = o

~Olsen=LawyeT;HF “boiler™ """

Robert-Dollar- Co, ——cyelomes |+ = 7™

A PR S SIS
- e
11 .‘.'—,_..“.-q‘.-‘.‘ -
IO 1 WP S Y P
N e g e
T e '
e e mere i e e
. P e

25

»_2 6 oo

28—
29. - -

30

| 9/17/74

My

575 /TG

Grants—Pass—

Rougeburg—

Grants- Pass—

Grants Pass

[Sun-Studs—=-H: Fr-boiter-——--

TP [T

-z HFboilsrs”

1T

—SorOregon-PBlywood-=-cyclone

1. -

~Tim Ply~<~Cyclones "

Tim Ply ~ H.F. boiler

o

A e e )

RS | SNSRI, § SO

e — 1
ENLE e
"

e S

Reviewed

. |Reviewed

' Reviewed

Reviewed 11/74

Reviewed 11/74

Reviewed 12/4/74

Reviewed '12/4/74
11/74

12/4/74
Reviewed '10/22/74
Reviewed .10/22/74
RevieWed 10/25/74
10/25/74
Reviewed 12/4/’?;4'
Reviewed 12/4/74
Reviewed 12/4/74 |
Reviewed 10/22/74

To be reviewed



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Disposition

Received

40

3/27/73

- . Review . Approval
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information - Date Action
31 |9/17/74  |Medford { Timber Products - HF boiler | Burkart |Source Test To be reviewed
32 {9/17/74° " " ", dryer and sander- " " A 1 d
: dust scrubbers
A "11/177-‘71.- i b et g r el OGS — S Review completed
| B 107877 - i ";.'"""“Gj?l‘é'_l't')'ﬁ"é"s"' i o LU Review complé'ted '
JUR DRSPS I P R Review completed
36 E/73 e Gl Beach “‘T;T':“S‘:‘"*Piywo'cd"* e I A ¢ (o3 11=) il ML St R A LA Review completed
37 4/10/73 Tebanon - 7 ""U’.'S".““P‘IWGE&H""-'-"i"o-tarjf”di”‘ﬁ‘”é"f" AL R L L Review completed
38 | 4/12/73 - Port-Orford--- |- Western-States Plywoodw-- REE TR _L M. Review completed
H. T. boiler '
- 39 6/7i Pilot Rock U.S. Gypsum - stacks,cyclong " " " To be reviewed
" e " ", H.F..bc.)iler,cyclones " " " " "



AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Disposition

Ronde Valley Lumber, App 17

Received : _ Review Approval
~No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
1 11/20/73 |Brookings Brookings Plywood, EI 8-0015 Burké;,r't Permit- Appl, Permit issued 11/74
2——|-8/1/74— Gold-Beach—Pacific-TeoHisuus;—Appli—daT3 o e et fpormee issued 10/74 .
3. ] MedfoTd - SWE—Plywood, —Appl- 469 Bttt | Variance- appToved by .EQC.
Permit—Public-Hearing--
|-seheduled-for-9/23/74-
4 12/3/73 | Brookings South Coast Lumber, Appl 317 " " "
B 11/20/73- L Glide—omme - Littl e Rivel Boxy APpe—276e fmmlhom e |11 RS (- -\ Percmit issued 11/74
§ 11/8/73 © |Drain Smith River Lbr. App. 259 " " "
7 12/6/73 |Central Pt. LA-Pacific, App 346 g i g
{Cheney Forest Products)
8 11/20/73 |Grants Pass | SH&W Lumber, App. 275 . " " "
9 12/6/73 |Grants Pass | WEBCO (App. 343) " " "
: " (Brown Bros. Lumber)
10 12/6/73 | Alicel Peacock Tumber, App. 363 " " d
11 |6/1/78  |Union g " z




- AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engigeering Services’

INFORMATION RECEIVED

(Bolon Is. Division)

DEQ Staff Disposition

- ~Received Review Aoproval

No. Da.‘te Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
12 4/2/74 Bandori Rogge Lumber; App. 436 Burkart Permit Appl.

13 4/2/74 Bandon Rlog_ge Lumber, Appl. 435 " oo

14 |11/20/73 |(Bandon ‘Moore Mill & Lbr. App. 277 ) " r

15 |12/6/73 Bréadben't , Alder Pacific, Appl. 350 " " 1
18 1/18/74 Lakeside Bohemia, Appl. 406 1 " 1

17 |12/6/73 |Myrile Pt. | Leep Logging, Appl. 347 " " n

18 .12/3/'73, | Langlois R. D. Tucker, Appl. 334 1 1 "

‘19 4/2/74 Sixes Rogge Lumber, Api:nl. 437 n m "

20 11/26/73 Riddle C &D Lumbef, Appl. 274 n " "
.21 9/18/73 - Diilal‘d ]ji]lai'd Lurlnb.er, AppL 245 " n "

22 | 11/20/73 Sutherlm L&H Lumber;,. Appl. 254 " i "

23 i./18/74 Reedsport Reedsport Mill, Appl. 407 i 1 H

24 | 11/8/73 | Drain Mt. Baldy Mill, Appl. 261 " nooow
: 25- 12/6/73 Myrtle Cr, Green Valley Lﬁmber, ‘Appt 365 " “ " 1t

26 12_/18/73 Réedspor't Bohemia, ‘Appl. 335 | " " "

P o T



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQR Staff Disposition

Received Review Approval :
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date - Action
27 | 12/8/73 Reedsport Schafer ‘Lumberl, Appl, 344 | Burkart |Permit Appl.
28 12/28/73 Riddlé lj.R.Johnson Llimber, App. 394 " " "
29" 1/10/74 Riddle Herbert Lumber, App. 401 " n n
30 |5/17/73 |Central Pt. | Dotble Dee Lumber, App.150| " noo
31 | 12/3/73 Cen'tfal Pt. Steve. Wilson Co. " " r
‘33 | 12/18/73 Cenmttal Pt. | Mt. Pitt Co. » Appl. 381 " " L
. 33 5/8/73 Wﬁite City Eugene Burrili Lumber, App.[19 " i "
34' 11/14/73 |Grants Pass Morris Lumber, App. 2.6¢.L. d m "
36 | 11/27/73 |Grants Pass | Lew Merrill Lbr., App. 290 " e
36 | 1/10/74 Gran'ts Pass | So. Ore. Lumber, App. 403 " " r
37 | 12/6/73 Graﬁts Pass | Grants Pass Moulding, App. 367 i " "
38 5/7/74 ]éendle'ton B]ué Mtn. TForest Prod, " " "
' Appl, 455
.39 5/10/73 Pendleton Harris .Pine Mills, App. 131 u - " n
40 | 6/7/73 Pilot Rock Ke.I'ns" Furniture, App. 150 m " "



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

~3

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DER Staff Disposition

C 41

- Reéeived Review Approval
No. Date Location Project Engineer , Information Date Action
11/20/73. A‘thené o S- & G Lumber, App. 271 Burkart Permit Appl.

42 |6/6/73 LaG?é.nde Boise Cascade, App. 184 K " i

43 18/6/73 Joseph Boise Cascade, App. 185 i " r

44 |12/3/73  |Lostine Starner Lumber, App. 332 " " "

45 ii/27/7$ Wallowsa Victor & Sons, Api). 302 " " "

46 17/22/74 | Wallowa Rogge Lumber, App. 470 " " "




ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

el

INFORMATION RECEIVED

Program - Engineering Services .

DEQ Staff Dispogition

4

Mazama Timber, T5B31

- Received Review Approval

No. Date Loeation Project Engineer | Inforration Date Action
8/7/74 LaGrﬁnde Bolse Cascade - permit rev; Bosserman To be reviewed
8/26/'74 | Coquille Rogeburg Lumber, compliance " M "A

‘schedule change

8/1/74 Grants Pass | Four Ply - permit revisions " " "
8/1/74 Brookings_ Four Ply - permi"t conditions " "o "
8/29/74 Medforrd Timber Products, T582 - " Tax credit Réquést information
§/28/74  |Creswell . " A

Awaiting CPA's Teport



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION ' Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED DEQ Staff Disposition

g Received o Review | EI # - Approval
No. Date - Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
1 12/27/73 [Baker Ellingson Timber, App., 391 |Bosserman 01-0004 To be issued |
2 5.481/73 Glﬁ-aﬂ%:l«s-—llasa-—»‘nrMou-n't&inm-FiIf--Lu-mb@vs—-App~&~7- u e 17— 0-0 G- Tmnerrr ‘-Per—mi»t-elraﬁéd-—wqtk—- .
3 9/19'/73. |Lakeview | Louisiana Pacific, App. 246 " 19-6004,0016 To be issued
¢ 19/26/73  |Baker Ellingson Lumber, App. 247 g 01-0003 A
5 16/13/73  |Prineville Hudspeth Pine, App. 208 "o 07-0004 "
6  |6/7/13 _ Prineville ‘Ochoco Lumber, App. 189 " 070005 "
7 1/25/74 - Roseburg Roseburg Shingle.,‘ App. 419 " 10-0026 "
8 |11/20/73 |Dillavd Round Prairie Lumber, 281 . 10-0027 "
9 1/25/74  |Prairie City | Prairie City Timber, App.422| " 12-0063 "
_' 10 [6/11/73  |Cascade Locks Cascade Locks Timber, 198 " 14-0005 :
11 |12/3/73  |Asbland * Bellview‘Mouldiné;, App. 322 I 15-0070 "
12 12/18/78 [White City Cascade Wood Proauc-ts, 377 " 15-0005 . "
‘13' 11/ 27/’73 Médras' Brightwood CoI‘p.. , App.‘ 301 tr 16—0003 "
14 6/18/7é Gran"ts Pass Spalding'. & Son, App. 213 " ’ 17-0013 "
15 12/3/7l3 | Cave Juncﬂon Rough & Ready Lbr,, 309 " 17-0018 "
16 1/15/74  |Selma M & Y Lumber, App. 405 " 17-0019 "



Program -

Engineering Services

F & F Products, App. 360

ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION
INFORMATION RECEIVED | DEQ Staff Dispositiod

- Received _ Review EI No, . Approval
- No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
17 |11/8/73  Bly Weyerhaeuser Co, App.. 257 | Bosserman| 18-0037. To be issued
18 |6/7/73 Klamath Falls | Modoc Lumbér, App. 191 " 1.8-0009 .
15 5/14/73 Lal;ev%ew Lakeview Lumber, App. 141 " 19-0006 n
20 |7/30/73  [Toledo Publishers Forest Prod. 233 " £1-0011 i
21 |11/8/73  |Toledo Guy Roberts Lbr., Appl.ieo " 21-0013 "
22 1/}2'5/74 Dhilomath 3-GlLu1ﬁbe.I‘, App. 421 " 21-0029 "

2/13/74  |spray | Heppner Lumber, App. 428 " 85-0004 z
24. i_2/3/73 Bunker Hill Coos Head Timber, App. 338 I 0'6—0074 o
25 11/20/’73 lcoos Bay Pierce- Lumber, Appl. 267 i - P6-0004 "
26. 11/27/73 Prineville Clear Pine Mouldings, 296 " H7-0001 v
27 112-18-73 |Prineville Coiﬁ Millwork, Appl. 373 1 07-0002 "
28 (6/4/73 Prineville Coﬁ'solidatéd Pine, App. 181 o 07-0003 ° "
29 5/31(73 Prineville | Pine Products Corp. 169 " 07-0006 al
30 |11/14/73 |LaPine Russell Industries, App. 265 ] 09-0031 L
31 12/18/'%3 Bend Cascadé Forest Prod., 382 e 09—.0014- "
32 11/27/73 |Bend Ovregon Trail Wood prod. 307 1 - 09-0033 "
33 |12-6-73 . Bené | " 09-0010 "



LY

AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED DEQ Staff Disposition’

- 37

48

15-0060

- Received ‘ Review EI No. Approval
No. Date Location Project Engineer i Information Date Action
34 |5/30/74 |Bend Bend Millwork, -Appl. 462 Bogserman [09-0015 | To be issued
35 {11/20/73 |Bend Oregon Woodwork, App. 283 " 09-0016 "
36 5/7/74 | Bend Northwood dorp. App. 453 " 09-6046 i
1/18/74 Bend DeSéto/KeI‘ns , lApﬁl. 409 " 09—_0036. "
' 58 11/20/73 {Redmond Ponderose Moulding, App.269 " 09-0017 . L
.39 12/3/73 Redmond Whitﬁer Moulding, -App. 335 n 09-0018 "
40 | 12/18/73 Redmond Boyle Mfg., Appl. 383 r 09-0019 "
41 | 12/3/73 | Redmond.l Oregon Tir Supply, Appl. 341 " 09-0009 "
42 6/13/73 Glendale - Superior Lumber, Appl. 206 n 10—_0048 "
43 | 12/6/73 Roséburg Keller I_-.umber,-Appl_. 345 i 10-0019 "
44 12./6/73 | Prairie ‘Ci'-ty Taynton, Appl. 359 | L 12-0018 o
45 6/6/73 John Day San Juan. Lumber, Appl.l 186 " 12-0004 r
46 | 5/7/74 Long Creek ' Blue Mtn, Forest Prod. ,456 " 12-0022‘ | "
47 | 11/14/73 céscade Locks Gorge Lumber, Appl.; 263 " “ 14-0010. i
| 6/14/73 ‘Neal Creek U S. -Plywood, Appl. 211 " 14-0009 "
49 1@2/74 Héqd River Kr-ieg. M_illwafk, :Appl.‘ 413 " 14-0607,0002 "
50 ' 12/6/73 Whité City Alder Mfg,, Appl. 349 3 "



AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION_

Program -

‘ s

Engr; Services

- 51

65

21-0020

_ INFORMATION RECEIVED DEQ Stafi Disposition’

: Received _ Review I No. Approval .' '
No, Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action

1/22/74 | White City Delah Timber Prod., 415 Bosserm;m 15-0009 To be issued
52 5/22/73 White City So. Oregon Dry Kiln, '152 " 15-0053 "
53 | 11/27/73 |White City Oléoﬁ—Lawyer Lbr., 294 " 15-0046 )
54 | 11/20/73 |White City .| Medford Moulding, App. 285 4 15-0037 "
55 |11/27/73 |White City | Oregon Cutstock, Appl. 303 " 15-0047 "
56 | 11/20/73 |Talent Fountain Lumber, Appl., 280 il 15-0013 "
_5’} 6/7/73 . |Ashland McGrew Bros. Sawmill, 188 " 15-0016 i
58 | 11/20/73 |Ashland Parson Pine Prod., App.268 " 15-0035 "
59 11/27/73 | Ashland Bigfoot Wood Prod., 287 " isadosa !
60 | 6/11/73 |Chiloquin D. G. Shelter, Appl. 199 " 18-0016 iDraft to typing 10/1/74
6L | 7/9/73 Chemult Boise Cascade, Appl. 227 " 18‘-00'19 "Draft {0 ‘typing 10/1/74
62 11/27/73 |Malin Loveness Co., Appl. 292 " 18-0007 To be issued
63 4/25/7:4. Klamath Falls| Jeld wén, Appl, 447 - " 18-0059 " S

. : : ' : - Draft for approval 10/2/74

64 11/27/73 K., TFalls Chris Moulding, Appl., 298 n 18-0028 To be issued |

1/10/74 K. Falls | Jold wen; Appl. 400 T 18-0006 n
66 1'1/27'/73 Yachats Dahl Lumber, Appl. 363 " 21-0'021'- "
67 | 12/18/;73 _ Newpor"t‘ Paul Barber Hardwoo&s 387 i t



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

DEQ Staff Disposition

INFORMATION RECEIVED
- Received Review | I No. Approval
No. Date Location Project Engipeer | Information Date Action -
68 |5/29/73 |Tygh Valley | Tygh Valley Ibr.,, App. 163 |Bosserman | 33-0008 “To be issued.
69 [12/3/73 Maupin Mowntain Fir Lbr.,, App.316 " 33-0009 "
70 |6/8/78  |Kinzua Kinsua Cotp., Appl. 194 r 35-0002 "



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQR Staff Disposition

12

- Received . Review Approva ,
No, Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
| Notice of | |
1 4/15/74  {Coos Bay - Georgia Pacific, log chipper |Bosserman |[Conatruction
2 4/4/74 Coos_lBay Geo. Pac,, truck dumper " il
3 4/24/74 . [Dillard Roseburg Lumber, particle " "
‘ pre-dryer
4 8/10/74 Bend Bend Millwork, cone collectorg "
5 8/9/74 Bend Northwood, spray booths " "
6 |6/24/74 |John Day Edward Hines, H.T. boiler L i
7 5/26/74 - |Dillard Roseburg Lumber, truck dumy " "
8 © |5/10/74  |Dillard Rownd Prairie Lbr., H.T. " "
' boiler
9 4/9/74 Roseburg Raintree Wood Products; " .”
' ‘ ' eyclones
10 6/28/74 Nysé.a Amalgamated Sugar, boiler " "
11 7/23/7'4‘ Lakeview Fremont Sawmill, bdilers " "
8/23/74 Pilot Rock Louisiana=Pﬁc. , boilers " ’ 1"



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DLEG Staff Disposition

- Received : _ Review _ Approval
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information "~ Date Action
NO ACDP APPLICATIONS RECEIVED | |
1 Coos Co, Arago Cedar - SIC 2429 Bosserman | 06-0042 No permit |Letter to Lo sent
‘ - ‘ needed -
2 Coos Co. Weyerhaeuser, SIC 2492 " 06-0051 12/14/73 "
3 Coos Co. Acme Wood Products, SIC 2499 06-0018 "
4 Coos Co. Rose City Archery, SIC 2499 " 06-0069 "
5 Crook Co. Burnet Box, SIC 2441 n 07-0009 "
6 Douglas Co. Dillard_ Veheer, SIC 2430 H 10-0011 Closed (see #245 for Dillard Lbr,)
7 Douglas Co. | Duco-Lam, Inc,, SIC 2433 " 10-0060 Probably |Letter to be sent
' ‘ ' : no permit
needed
8 Douglas Co. | B.F. Cleat & Slat, SIC 2441 | 10-0008 " g
9 Douglas Co. | Poteet Wood Prod., EI 2442 | " {10-0062 " ¥
10 Douglas Co.- | A, TF. Saar, SIC 2499 " 10-0065 "
11 Grant Co. Edwa;rd Hines, SIC 2421 n 12-0021 See 12-0001 n
12 Jefferson Warm Springs Forest Prod, " 16-0001 Meeting arranged 9/24/74
Warm Springs.  SIC 2421 | -
13 - |Jefferson Warm Springs Forest Prod. ” 16-0008 il
Madras ' SIC 2430 _ :
14 Josephine Cabax Mills Lbr,SIC 2421 - " 17-0005 Letter to be sent



AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Epsineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DER Staff Disposition

16

19

24

Received . Review EI No. Approval ‘
No. Date Location Projert Engineer | Information Date . Action
| NO ACDP APPLICATIONS RE(J]EIVED Proéaably dots
15 Josephine Diamond Indus,, SIC 2481 Bosserman | 17-0046 not need - Letter to be sent
permit

Klamath D. G, Shel't;er, SIC 2421 " 18—0016 App. rec, "
1;7 Klamath ‘ A.L. Pennington, SIC 2441 " 18-0055 Not needed . "
lé Klamath Hudson Lumber, SIC “2499 " 18—-0022 "

Klamath Paint Rock Cedar, SIC 2421 " 18-0022 Sold "
20 Lake Dame‘L‘.umt;er, SIC 2431 " 19-"0005 Re’ceiv‘ed 8/20/74 (© 29)
21 Lake Oregon Wiﬁdo'r, SIC 2431 " 19-0008 See Lakeview Lumber Permit
22 Lincoln Toledo Shingle, SIC 2429 " 21~0015 Letter to be sent |
23 Umatilla Exterio-r Wood, SIC 2429 1 30-0034 E

Umatilla Harris Pine Mills, SIC 2421 " 30-0(_)05 Apﬁ; rec, "

Wa‘tsco. J. I-I.-Baxter, SIC 2491. i 33-0003 "




AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program -~ Engineering Services

INI‘ORIVLATION RECEIVED

Received

No.| ~Date .

Location

Project

Review
Engineer

Informa'tion‘

Approva]‘

Date

DEQ Staff Dlsposmon

Action

1] 4/12/14

' 2~——77‘2;47"?4—~
--37-/L247£74F—
L

5| 9/18/74

6023474

7| 9/30/74
5730714

‘ 9/30/74

pia]

St. Helens
—TFoledo——

—S’(};?-Helems-w

—7/24/74 | St Helons—-

Portland

[ TFoledo——

Newberg
—Oregon--City-

Oregon City

Boise Cascade, condensible
and non-condensible gas
systems, Tax Credit T-550.

Clinton

— GeorgizPactfic-No1
electrostatic precipitator,
Tax Credit No. T-531R

o K&1ser~Gypsum4o, S
“baghouse, Tax Credit No.
T-572

- Kaiger-Gypsum-Co, -

scrubber, Tax Credit

No, T-571

Terminal Tlour Mills Co.

baghouses., = Tax Credit

No., T-585
—Georgia-Pacific-Corp,-—
scr'ubber Tax Credit T589

Publishers Paper Co., blow
stack emission control
tax credit T-591

e Pﬂblrshers-—Paper C syt
smoke density vecorder

Tax Credit No, T-594

Fourth stage venturi for

. Tax Credit No.

Publishers Paper Co.
T-595

U SRR 3 .5 0 /) o U SRS

Clinton

—-Clinton-—

Clinton

-G linton—

Clinton

—-Clintoo-——1—

brtansvesa- momtsmt o e mite e s e x|

PR PP ————

—16/25/74

11/22/74

-11/22/74

11/22/74

11/22/74

Requested additional info

App rt;t'ved.
Approved
Approved |
R eport w Il'i'ttren

Approved

Report written
Approved

Report written



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

o

Program - Engineering Services

[

DEQR Staff Disposition

Received

Location

INFORMATION RECEIVED

Project

Review
Engineer

Information

Appro vai‘

Date

Acﬁ on

Date

10

11

12

“13

14

15

10/15/74

|11/26/74

11/26 /74

11/26/74

11/26 /74

11/26/74

Wauna

Oregon City

Toledo

Toledo

Toledo

Toledo

Crown Zellerbach, non-
condensible system revision
Tax Credit T-603

Publishers Paper Co., -
Blow stack emission control
Tax Credit T-608

Georgia Pacific Corp.

No. 2 gmelt dissolving tank
vent scrubber, Tax Credit
T-610 '

Georgia Pacific Corp. -
No, 2 smelt dissolving tank

- vent gcrubber, Tax Credit

T-611

Georgia. Pacific Corp.

KKXP vent line, Tax Credit

T-612

Georgia Pacific Corp.
MKP spill tank, Tax Credit
T-615 . : '

Clinton




ATIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Engineering Services

Program -
INFORMATION RECEIVED DEQ Staff Disposition
Received _ ‘Review _ Approvaq ‘
Na. Date Location Project Engineer | . Information Date Action
1| 9/18/74 | Halsey American Can Co. lime Clinton Under review
: ' mud oxidation system plan
2 Albany Pesticide research project Clinton Equipment has been
‘ ~ordered and T have
started collecting the
‘equipment in one location.
3 5 test report reviews Clinton
4 Policy on permit violations Clinton




AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program -Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED DEQ Staff Disposition
| Received ' Review : Approval ‘ _
No. Date Location Project Engineer  Information Date Action
1 | 11/27/78 | Metolious Gourmet Food Products, Inc, Clinton Pefmi‘t Appl. Visited site,to prepare permit
2 | 4/22/74 Pendlc_a'ton Pendleton Co'm.muni'ty Hospital " | " " T " N
3| 1l2/.6/73 'PEJldleton _ St. Anthony Hospital | n l i 1" " "
4 11/14/‘73 John Day Blue Moxm'ltainHospi'tal " " " i n n
_ 5 | 5/7/74 Rurns Harnejr County HOSPital : n l " " n "
6 | 4/24/74 | Nysea Malheur Memorial Hospital " " il " n r
| 7 1 12/3/74 LaGI‘a'.n‘del Eastern Ovegon State College " ) L " " "
8 | 4/26/74 .NySSa Alﬁeftson Land & Ca'ttl_e H " " " 1 3
9 | 12/6/73 Newport | Pacific Communities I—Iosi)ttal " “ " " " "
10 1/29/;74 Toledo - New Liﬁcoln Hospital m " 1" |er 1" "
11 ,i2/18/74- Reedsport Lo.wer Umpqlia, Hospi'ta:.l. n " 1" mn n. i
12 11/27'/73 Bandon | So. ICoo_s General Hospltal i I " n n "
13 10/29‘/73 Pendleton - Generalr Foods: Corporafioia " il r 1" " T
14 10/29/73 Pendleton . General Foods Corporation " ] n n 1 "
4/ 22/74 .‘.P.endleton Eastez;ﬁ Oregon _-Hospital " " " " " "

15

and Training Center

Ta

et



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION Program - Eneineering Services
. INFORMATION RECEIVED DER Staif Disposition
Received : Review Approval : '
Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
5/31/73 Medford Morton l\lﬁllil’flgl Co. Clinton Permit Appl, Visited site,to prepare permf
5/25/73 | Central Point Grange Coop Supply T | " " "
8/1/73 Roseburg | Box J Pellet Co. - 7 " L | ow " I
.19 5/29/73 Glr‘an'ts Pass JoSephine Growers Co-op S | " no It " | I
20| 4/5/73 Boardmén ‘ Eastern Oregon Farming " " " To prépare permi't
21| 4/29/74 Coés Ba"} Bay At‘éa Hospital " " " " |
22| 5/31/73 | Klamath Fallg Full Circle, Inc,. " " T "
23 5/31/73 Roseburg Douglas County Farm Bureau o " " 1
24 4/16/74‘ .EntEYPfi-se Wallowa'Memorial Hospital | " " " "
25| 1/23/74 Medfoyci Rogue Valley Memorial Hosp. " " d i
26 5/22/74 | Island Cify Pioneer Fl-ouriﬁg Mills Co. | n " "
27| 12/27/73 | Roseburg V. A. Hospital | " " " "
28| 12/3/73 Hermiston Lamb-Weston, | Inc. | " " " "
29 _12/6/73 Hermiston Union Pacific Railroé.d _ Con " " "
30| 11/20/73 | Hood River Diamond Fruit Growers " " " "
31| 12/3/73 | Hood River | Hood River Mem. Hospital " TR "
32| 5/18/74 | Umatilla Umatilla ﬁospi-tal o " nooow "

Sy

-



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQR Sizff Disposition

12/6/73

Received Review : Approval
No, Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
33 4/24/74 Hermiston I Good Shepherd Hospital Clinton -Pefmi.t Appl. o prepare permit
34| 11/27/73 | The balles Columbia Park Hospi‘ta.l' " ", " n |
35| 12/6/73 | The Dalles The Dalles General Hospital " " " "
36| 6/4/73 The Dalles Sunshine Biscuits, Tac. g " " "
37| 5/17/74 | Grants Pﬁss So. Oregon General Hospital " " " 1
38 3/1/74 White City 3M Company - | " moLoo r
39| 7/23/74 | Ontario Andrews Seed Co. " weooo "
40 4/10/74 Roseburg Douglas Community Hosp. " " 1 "
41| 11/27/73 | Lakeview Lake Hospital District " " Bl "
42| 12/3/73 | Medford Harry and ‘David " i " T
- 43 12/18_/73 | Medford Prcvidence Hospital " L I "
44} 11/20/73 | Klamath Falls Presbytefia.n Inter community o " " t
: ~ Hospital - L
45| 4/10/74 | Grants Pasg | Josephine General Hospital " " " "
‘.46 10/26/73 Grants Pass { State Higizway Division m oo "
47 1§/7/'f3 .Ro'seburg B Merk;y ‘I'{ospi‘tal " " " L
- 48 Redmond Central Oregon Dist, Hosp. " " " "



AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Disposition

_ Received _ _ Review : Approva
No Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
49| 12/6/73 | Roseburg Pacific Building Clinton | Permit Appl. To prepare permit

50 1/7/74 Ashland Ashland Communify HOSpi‘té.l " " " " |

51| 12/18/73 | Ashland So. C')regon College L 1 " "

52 6/14/13 | McNary John Mansville Products - h moooon "

53 .10/22/74 Eagle Point. So. Ore. Tallow Co.; Inc, " ” ” "

54 '10/29/.74 North Bend Menasha Corporation " " " T

55 1i/8/74 Klarﬁa'th fails i " i "

Klamath Tallow Co, .

EAS
S
4



16

AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION Program - Engineering Servides
. INTORMATION RECEIVED : ‘ DEQ 35taff Disposition
Received ' Review [Permit Applic. Approval S
Nao. Date Location Project Engineer | . EI No. . Date- Action
1 Durkee Oregon Portland Cement J.A.Broad 01-0027 Pending review,to pre%aéri_el it
2 Huntington Oregon Portland Cement " 01-0015 Pending review "
3 Redmond Central Oregon Pavers " 09-0050
4 Bend Central Oregon Pumice " [ 0940024 Pending inspection,to issue
' ‘ ‘ Permit
5 Roseburg Umpqua Sand & Gravel " 10-0091 Pending inspection "
: _ : - o . Completed 10-14-74
6 Reseburg.. 1 —Roseburg Sand-&-Gravel v 1 10-0044 ——Pending-inspeetion- "
7 Riddle ‘Mining Minerals & Mfg. 4 10-0066 Pending review,to prepare
: ‘ : p
3 Cascade Locks Hood River S&G & Redimix " 14-0012 - Pending inspection,to issue "
| : permi
9 Jacksonvillie sasco Gravel " 15-0089 Pending inspection "
10 Klamath Fallg. Klamath Rock Products " 18-0047 Pending inspection "
11 Hermiston Rohde Sand & Gravel " 30-0055 Pending iospection "
12 " Boardman Ready Mix Sand & Gravel " 30-0046 Pending inspection "
13 Pepdleton ‘Rogers Construction(Airport) " 30-0047
14 Pendleton Morrison Knudsen " 30~0053 " Pending inspection "
15 Pendleton Rogers Const. (Pendleton) " 30-0068 Pending inspection "
Hermiston E. S. Schnell " 30-0069 inspection !

Pending



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

_DEQ Staff Disposition

29

Received | Review | Permit Appl. Approval
- No. Date Location Project Engineer EI No. Date Action
17 Island City - R. D, Mae Broad 31-0020 Pending insp.,to issue permi
18 Portable Jarl Constﬁcﬁon " 37-0069 Pend. review,to prepare pern
19 Portable C, H. Stinson " 37-0073 Pending rhview - 1
20 Poriable Klama‘th Road Depai‘tmen't " 37-0019 ‘Pending review " . "
21 Por;i:able J. C. COmp-tén 1 37-0065
.22 Portable So. Orégon Aggregate " 37-0067 Pend.. insp., to issﬁe permit
23 ' Bandon— | Bullard Sand & Gravel - L 06-0003- comiple-tgd 9-18-T74
24 Granté Pass Copeland Paving " 17-0001 P.endi.ng review "o
25 Klamath Fall§ George Stacy i 18-0060 Pending reviéw L ¢
26 Klamath Fally Klamath Rock Products n. 18-0012 Pending réview o | L
27 Malheur Co. Oﬁtari_o AsphaltrPav'ing i 23-0001 Pending reyiew " ’
o8 Mitton=Free——FReady Mix—Sand—&Gravel— " 30-000%- | COmpléted 9-24-74
water - : , .
Umatilla Co. Percy E. Jellum " ~§ 30-0003 Pending review | S
30 Hermiston | E. S. Schuell Y 30-0071 Pending review ' 7
'-31 Pendleﬂtﬁ-ﬂu—--—Regers Cont_. {Adrpert) 1 30—(}066 Completéd i0—14—74
" 32 mndlemn__-—aoge-rs—eo};s£ﬂmﬁio§} 1 30-0067— — Completed 10-i4-74



"AIR QUALITY CONTRQOL DIVISION

Program -

Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEG Staff Disposition

F—Iclamath-Paving

‘ Received _ Review |Permit Appl. Approval
Nao. Date Location Project Engineer EI No. Date Action
33 Portable——|-—L,W.—Vail . Broad —|-37-0068- Completed 9./18/74
34 1 Portable——- .—.—G.—.Gemp'tﬁn ‘” 370078~ | Completed 9/9/74
-85 - —~~——-—*-'-m--Porté.rble--‘--~-—r—-~~«-—Goos---eoun-ty‘ u 37-0031— Completed 10-4-74
36 |- Portable ——- - L W= Vgl s o e e t 370043 ) Moved.ou't of Oregon
37 ‘ -Portable—————L;- Wi~ Vail—— - = 1 37-0041- Sold
- .38 Rortable———L.-WVail il 37-0026— ccmpleféd 9-18 74
B9 ‘Por~tab1'e~~_——J-.;Gm—-comﬁ-ton L 37~0 0122 Sold
| ;4{}4 R fPor'tabIe---—-m—ww-Peter--—K—iew-it—&—Sops Lt 37-0024— Comple'ted‘ 9/24/74 -
-‘4—.1—"'-————-—-—-——fffPor'tabl-e;—--—.‘—S.——D-.——Sp'eneer 1! 37-0052- Moved out of state
42 -—-—---w-—ﬂ—--—-Por'table-———---_—Or'eg.olja--'St'.—-Higﬁway-RE-—6-4 i 3‘?‘--000-3% Plllasled out _‘
-43 S -""Portable: --------- —Qregon- S't'.—--Highway“'R'E"GS"i' H 37=0004- Completed 9-26-74
44 Pﬂ?‘t&ble——*—'—B&bléP-BPGthSTS | 1t 3—7f00l%1f——-‘ . Completed 9-16-74
Afu -Pértable;w__.waogue_Ri.verﬂp&ving 1 37-0028- | Completed 10-3-74
JL:: —Portable ———Tillamooek-Ge—Rds Dépt.' L 370 04— Sent to NWRO
47 Portable———|—B--& D-Paving - _37-0047 c-ompleted 8-26-74
48 Portable— X 37~0052 . Completed 9-13-74



- ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

INFORMATION RECEIVED

Program - Engineering Services

DEQ Staff Disposition

Recejved

Review | Permit Appl. Approval o
No. Date Location Project Engineer EI No. Date Action
- 49 Baker Baker Redi Mix Broad ' 01-0028 Pend, review~to prepare permi
50 Croock Co, Ochoco ﬁedi Mix - 07-0011 Pending review - " "
51 cﬁrry Co. Pacific Redi Mix i 08-0021 f.Pendi_ng review " "
52 Cu'irry-Co. TFerry Creek Rock & Cone. " 08-0030 Penc‘ling‘ review " "
53l Deschutes Co. Bend Redi Mix " 09-0038l Pending review " "
54 Deschutes Co Redmond‘Redi Mix " 09-0039 Pending .review ' "
55 Do.uglas Clo. Beaver State Redi Mix no 10-0098 Pending review " "
56 i‘)oixglas Co. | Tri Ci'tj Redi Mix a 10-0087 . Péﬁding review " "
57 Douglas Co. | Umpqua .Redi Mix " 10-0086 Pending réview " o
58 Douglas Co. | Jimelcrete M 10-0095 ‘Pending review " !
59 Douglas Co., | Pre M1x Cloncrete Pipe ' " 10-0096 fénding révieW " "
60 Douglas Co. | Bohemia Umpqua Div. " 1d-01-03 Pending review " "
61 Hood River Co. Hood River S & G " 14-0015 Pending review " "
62 H. Ryr. Co.| Hood er'. S & G & Redimix‘ n 14-0016 Pending review " "
63 Jﬁckson co. | M. C. Liniger | " 15-0071 Pénding review e
64 Jackson Co. | = Pine St. Redi Mm " 15-0032‘ | Pending review " M
G5 Jacl%son Co; Tra Mix Leasin_‘g _ f 15-0090 review " "

Pending



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED :

DEQ Staff Disposition

Approval

Pending

Received Review | Permit Appl. -
No, Date - Location Project Engineer EI No, - Date Action -
66 Jackson Cq. M, C. Liniger Broad 15-0062 .Pend.revie?w'-'to prepare pern
67 Josephine Co} Davidsoﬁ'Redi Mix " 17—0041 ' Péndj_ng r‘e\‘riew e
68 | Josephine éi]bert Rock & Bedi Mix " 17;-0048 | Pendingreviéw " "
69 Josephine Mel Barlow - " 17-0051 Pending re-viéw e
70 Josephine Gar;.y L. Peterson " 17-0053 Pending review " "
1 Klamath Co. Klamath Redi Mix " 18-0042 Pending review " "
72 Klamath Co. Concrete Products Ind. " 18—0041 Pending review - " "
73 Lincoln Co. Ocean Lake.Redi Mix " 21-0030 Pending review " "
74 Lincoln Co. | Ocean Lal%e ﬁedi ‘Mix " 21-0034 Pending review " "
75 Lincoln Co. Lincoln Redi Mix " 21.—0035 Pending review " "
76 Lincoln Co. Liﬁc‘oln‘ Redi Mix " 21-0028: Pending review - " "
77. Malheur Co.. Oregon Concrete Products " 23-0014 Pending réview " "
78 Malh._sur Co.|( RTP Condréte " 23-0015 Pending review " B
79 Malheur Co. Flynn Sand ﬁnd ‘Gralvel M 23-0013 Pendiné review " "
3¢ Morrow Co. | Ready Mlx S.and & Gravel n 25-0014 Pending review n "
81 ﬁma‘tilla Co.j . Readj Mix Saﬁd & Gravel " | 30~0057 review " "



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Engineering Services

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DER Staff Disposition

Received . Review | Permit Appl. Approval :
No. Date Location Project Engineer EI No. ‘ Date Acton
82 Pendleton Pendleton Redi Mix Broad 30-0019 Pend. review#té pfepa,t'e permi
83 ﬂmtﬂla Co.| Central Cement " 30-0020 lPend‘mg'review n 0
84 Union Co. R. D, Méc " 31-0010 i’ending review " "
85 Wasco Co;- Tygh Valley Sand & Gra,\%ei " 38-0017 Pending review " "
86 Waséo Co. | The Dalles Concrete " 33-0019 . Pending veview v v
87 Portable Acme Vickery 1 37-0077 Pending r.ev‘iew W
38 Por'mblé Boh;snﬁa—Umpqua Division " 37-0063" Pendiﬁg. review " 1"
89 Portable Ready Mix Sé.nd & Gravel " 37-0054 Pending review 1" "
'.90 Po't“t;lble ACCO Contractors u 37-0055 Pendinglreview ST "
91 Portable - Bi State Redi Mix " 37—0056 Pendiﬁg 'Jlreview ‘ 1 1
92 | 9-10-T4- mPortable"—W-;' ‘|- O'Halr 'C'on'strué'tion" Co. ] —— - -‘-37—0072;“*"-"' ; Completed 9-11-74
93 -9—-30—.—’?44---& a-mWaldpoﬁw--- : -.—Eckman-~--0af~eek;-’Qua'rI'i'(as-'-mw-**-“ e i -‘-“'-'2"1'=ﬁ043-‘ Compieted 10—‘2-74
94 *9—-—30?74.&'-"---*-« -:-~~»Wa1dport"'—'-w "-:""Fﬁr" W est.""Pa'Vi'nE»’ A N [ 140044~ | Completed 107—2-_'74 |
95 --9—10—;74-“"".‘-*- - Ft. Klamath{- O'Hair COnsfruc'tion"'cO.---»------~'-~'~~‘~-*--f---"----~-"-'—-"---'--37-—-007=1 COmpletéd 9-11-74
| 9. 9:11);-‘74*"~~-~P'ortab-1e-----vj-" -v--‘Cuffy"'CGunty"“'Crushers""""“"" it b 37008 Completed 10-7-74
97 Pe‘rt&bl?:‘%*‘*‘“"Ore:'“State“"Hi‘e‘;hWa‘y"”‘Dept.“‘"""""""”"'“"""""’""*"""‘”""" 37—0002 Corhp. 9-26-T4
-



ATR QUALITY CONTRQL DIVISION

Engineering Services ,

INFORMATION RECEIVED

Program -

DEQ Staff Digposition

Received _ Review _ ‘ Approval
No. Date Location Project "Engineer | Information Date Action
98 _ ~G=fG=Td-Portahle-——{=J ;- C COnLpton— _BTO‘B:‘d“““‘""3‘7‘—*O‘044‘ : Comp, 9-23-74
99 ""9~23—"‘74" ~| ~Portable - -‘*“"‘;O'Hair' Congtruction” Cor= " [ = At 1 arz G (8 Comp, 11-1-74
. 100 »19—8-—'?4*——Per=tab1é-~—-—-ﬂ--w--DeschuterR'ediMix# oty S LR "*37‘—‘().026--* Comp. 11-4-T74



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISIONl

Program - Engineering Sectlion

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Stafl Disposilion

Received ' Review Approval - .
No Date Location Prolect Engineer | Information Date Action
+-t—10/7/ 4 —Riddle-—| - Hanna-Nickel-Smelting Co:~-[~Broad——| 10=0007 """ |11/4/74" .| Approved
~Tax Credit - T-587— ' ' ' :
T e - Hannz Nickel'“Sm'eItirIg'“Co.‘—"" AL " l11/5/44 Approved
- ,T._598'_.q_... ' : ,
S . -~ Hanna™ Niekel” Stoelting Co.” TN T g 31 /54 | Approved
-T-599 - :
-4 ! " ganna_Nickel_.Smel'tingmCo..-A - " 10/31/74 . | Approved
‘ T-600 -
5| " o |- --Hanna -Nickel.- Smelting Co. - |- R L 10/30/74 -Approved

T=601 '




AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Indirect Sources

N RECEIVED

INFORMATIO

DEQ Staff Disposition

10

6/24/74

AF S

Received : Review Approval
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Informaticn Date Action
1 | 7/22/74 | Clackeo . Clackamas Town Center RMJ/RLV | E.A.
a : : ‘ requested
2 | 7/22/74 | Muleo Mt, Hood Mall RMJI/RLV | E, A,
‘ ' Requested
3 | 8/26/74 | Mulco Randall Construction RMJT Application
tc be amended
4 | 2/25/74 | Mulco MacDonalds Restaurant RMJ/RLV | Add1 info
: - ' ' requested
5 7/8/75 Mulco Safeway Stores Shopping RMJ "
. Center
5 4/18/74 | Clackeo Lincoln International Center | RMJ/RLV " 11/25/74
‘%-mJ%B‘-GMmmMule@mwww-ww}?!’r‘esbyteriaﬁw@hﬁr-e’ﬂ - BRIV E oo bl - te—en Approvepending -explanatio
: ' Favrelbhupufs - of-~digerepancy-in-number-
o ' of--gpaces
8 | 7/2/74 Mulco MeCormick Dock RMJ/RLV | Info requested
9 Washco- Lloyd Properties, Ine. RMJ Meed applic.
Muleo Owens~Corning Fibe'rgrlars RMJ Info requested

pl



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program -

Indirect Sources

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQR Staff Disposition

Received

Review Status or Approva
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
11 | 4/3/74 Mulco Columbia Independent Refinery RMJ Applic.reque_st
12T PR oA S g P g yless-Bistribution-CGenterss s R NF -t Trang it-Teet e
38 BAR O s M O E oy P pingle~Creek-P arRin gzt R - Info-reat @m0/ T
: ' ‘ - Starting-review
9725 Wershoo Fuatatim-Plaza-=-5t-spaces=~ ;Wﬁ“MJM*‘**Af}pﬂ@iﬁ&]r-““‘*”‘r““}f0%2-5‘/"74**' vmvﬂmﬁﬂppra'val‘wschedulen
e o AT VAT M S Y E8 1Y W ~Rivargate-Nortr Shopping-Gen =R Wermmenr v s iomafoml () QG 4 ~ —
16 | 9/26/74 | Washco Farmers Insurance | RMJ Applic. vec. | qy//7s
Modification to existing
By 707 S I 1ol et g ) v S oo B MFPFREN- | Reguegted-rrreAS AT Appr&vewwi'lshwé@ndi*&ions
aéldH~info '
18 | 9/18/74 | Washco Sunset West Shopping Center [ RMJ Add1 info
. ‘ _ req.
19 1 9/4/74 Mulco Tri-Met RMJ Needs land usg
: ' approval
20| 10/28/74! Muleo Sommerwood RMJ . Add"l info 11/25/74
| ' ' requested '
27| 11/1/74 | Mulco Argay Square Shopping Cen.| RMJ i 12/1/74
224 11/7/74 .. Lane-Co.—iEugene--Motor—Rool i mmaton-R % S P N . ., ¥/ 7 B
23| 11/7/74 | Mulco " Aldean Construction RMJ Add'l info | | 12/7/74
| requested :



ATR QUALITY CONTROIL DIVISION

. Program -

S

Indirect Sources
Techninrgl Services

INFTORMATION RECEIVED

NDEQ Stafl Disposition

Received

‘ : Review - Apnproval
No Date Location Project Engineer | Tnformation Date Action
24 11/26/74 Multnomah LDS Churéh, 182nd _A_ire.. RMJ- Appl, rec.
25 11/25/74 | Mulco | Jaﬁtzen Villa'g_e Apts. 1 —_—
26| 11/2/74 | Mulco LDS Church, 16th Ward " n
_27 | .11/2'1/74" Washco Paéiﬁc NW Tenﬁis Club t r
28| 11/15/74 Robt. Randall ‘Ap-ts. " R

_Mulco




_AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program -~ Indirect Sources

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DER Staff Disposition

meeting, etc. for various
indirect sources

Received _ Review 7 Approval
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
la Lead Standard RMJ ——Repe%éemp}qated Standard adopted by EQC
2a Federal Register Search RMJ Continuing Program Review as needed
3a CRAG, Transportation - RMJ /RLV] ' 1
Committee, Watchdog Comm, :
4a Hearings, informational RMJ " d



AR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Progrﬁm _' Program Development

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Disposition

Approval

- | Received Review _
No, Date Location Project - Engineer | Information Date Action
T8/ 24 /T P Portland e Revisiom- ot P ol lut fon e mrae o RBP consinas -Statigtieal--ASAP~-~—-Revision-of ~getive-program
' - Particle-Index'—porsien-of —-re—evaluatien| completed ‘
“detly-zir-pollution-advisory- '
G-r-indetermigatewPortlandit epviliige bl B gtudiposR B Puscenanei« S MG mieAS AR ~Review o fr datasand -envizoms
- report completed | menial-faetore—for-possible
- we—ir-setting-Ph—standard.
Sonre-statistical-Teview
3 | March 74| Statewide Implementation, review of REBEP Operational Continuing| Statewide program to valida
' operation of Air Quality ' review, methods used to collect
Assurance Program as statistical - and report sample data
required by EPA o ' : ‘ '
4 | March 73| Statewide Operation and execution of REP Levels of Continuoug Surveillance .of polluiant leve
‘ ' Emergency Action Plan for high pollutants at statewlde sampling sites.
Alert, Emergency and Consultation with EPA,
Warning levels of pollutants Regional agencies, DEQ staf
according to guidelines in U.S. Weather Bureau.
Federal Register and OSIP. Determine and recomniend
declaration of Alert if _
conditions warrant. Recom:
mend termination of episode
conditions when normal leve.
refurn.
5 | March 73 | Statewide Date handling and validation | RBP Date review Continuous| Raw Lab data inspection.

of accuracy. Inspection of
Distribution of same to -
designated agencies and
other parties.

values, trends and summaries

and distribu=-
tion, Recall
of past data

Review of data after data
processing. Transmittal.




AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

‘Program -

quality connected subjects
requested by phone calls,
written correspondence or
staff members

procedures,
methods,
types of
instruments,
ete. data
requests. -

Program Nevelopment
INFORMATION RECEIVED DIEQ Staff Disposition
Received ' - Review Approva ‘ _ ' '
 No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
6 | Apr.-Oct.| The Dalles Make summary vreport of RBP Summary ASAP Review of data ard weather
1978 and sample results for ambient report conditions at location during
air F~ levels measured at ambient sampling, Some
sampling sites statistical review,
T Aug T TPorttandanth et Vo m;d“'-llf’ens-ampﬁng”a:‘r:ﬂm‘MNWBGM*»*B&EL#@@H&@H-mIndetefn?.w---"waependen'tv‘-on-‘winfovm&'t*ion
' Reintep———wgRginter-for-partienlatesemmommtoag iy dmmmmmons ot QR s ds com o g s s o] pi ghe d - y-NWR © wue-Rrewien
originating-Lfronte POWO R ermms b PRTE~{ETAG e P @ ViBW, sl fag amplingrsitesand-mretho
| Plurt-in-State-of-Washington f=RB P o e P ransmaittalss peerermsymotrcontact with~SWAPE A
: Ee~2NRO pecgonnel, :
8 | July 74 Salem Air monitoring at Salem for { NWRO | Network ‘Continuoug Dependent on information
S Boise Cascade SOy, PFO, H.V. and sticky | and part-| plans, | furnished hy many staff
paper. Determine extent and time RBP | equipment, members involved outside
level of B.C. emissions. correct -main DEQ office. Check
‘ procedures . with EPA. - :
9 | March 73| Portland Rewrite and update E,A, RBP New confacts| ASAP
‘ ' plan presently being used revised : '
: ' procedures
Portland Information on various air RBP Air sampling Continuing Requests from private

consultants, other governme:
agencies and interested
- individuals. ‘




AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program -

Program Development-

INFORMATION RECEIVED _ DEQR Staff Disposition
Received : Review Approval ‘ '
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
10: Aug, T4 Portland Supervise oper'a:tion of Dept. | RBP P,R. for TV | Continuing|- Daily reports to TV,

- daily air pollution advisory. newspapers ‘ news media and staff membe:
Answer questions concerning and Fublic Secretaries handle actual
what it means and obtaining Info program work and transmittal of info.

- information on levels at
- various times during the dayl

- 11| Mar, 73 | Portland Miscellaneous assignments RLV/HMP| Misc. as Continuing Dependent on need

; : which are not part of long needed as needed '
range plan. Usually do not '
require extensive time.,

12| 10/31/74 | Portland Summarize Air Quality RBP Field data, Dec. 15- | Review and evaluate efficienc
| Aggurance Dafa 1ab data, 31, 1974 | of Air Monitoring Program
operational based on possible maximum
data effective success rate.
13| Nov, 1974 Poriland Arrange for moniloring RLV/HMP| Determine of{ ASAP _ Write letter, review requests
trailer use in Portland and : need and ' o
Willamette Valley production of
' useful data
. for DEQ
14 | 12/74 Centralia Description of PP&L Power | RLV/HMP| For DEQ By 1/1/75 | Collecting necessary informa-
' Washington | - generating facility with data files tion for outline report
and process info, '

15 11/74_ Portland Tri Met "Free Zone! CAS/RBP | Site location | Indefinite Start Jan. 75 to time when
CO study with CAS and ‘ for CO resurvey is indicated
Laboratory. -



2

p;

ATIR QUATLITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Program Development.

INFCRAMATION RECEIVED

DEGQ Staff Disposition

Received ‘ Review Approval
No.| Date Lgcation Project Engineer ;| Information Datc. Action
1 Jan. '7h4 | Designated AQMA Plan Development C.Simons |Coordinated |Pending:- Ongoing program to be com=-
' : AQMA's ' : program with [ EPA pleted by June, 1975.
C0G's,0D0T, approval Draft to be prepared by
EPA, CAC's, February, 1975.
_ etc. ‘ o ‘
2 | 0ct. '72 |Portland Portland Transportation Con- | C.Simens |Coordinated |Approved Ongoing program to be com-
trol Strategy !mplementation | - implementa- |by EQC pleted by July 1, 1975.
' tion of . '
approved
strateglies
3 As required | Developed by Revised Parking | C.Simons |Presently Pending- To be completed by Jan, '7
by I.5. Facility Guidelines to con- being EQC-appro- : . '
regulations | form with new proposed Fevised val-of-l.S.
Indirect Source Rules: ‘ -regulationg
L Portland Prepare agenda for Citlizens' | C.Simons |To keep Com- Monthly meetings.
Watchdog Committee on TCS : mittee
' ‘ abreast of
TCS activitiep
5 | Sept. '74 |[Portland Represent DEQ on CRAG Air C.Simons To coordinate Monthiy meetings. -
' ' Quality Technical Com- “|land use, S
mittee ‘ transporta-’
' tion air qualy
ity plans.
& ! Nov. '74 |Portland Represent DEQ on Ad Hod Com- | C.Simons |To devalop

mittee on Shopping Centers

land use _én-
vironmental
criteria for
Shopping
Centers

Periodic



J

J

ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

D

11

Mounitor CO
data during
start-up perig

d

Page 2 Proegram - Program Development
' INFORMATION RECETVED ‘ DLGQ Stali Dispesition
Received Review , Approval
No Date Location Project Engincer | Information - Date Action
7 iSept. '74 |Portland Represent DEQ on CRAG Trans- |C.Simons [To review & Monthly meetings.
' portation Committee comment on all
transporta-
tion projected
efFectany A-95
& 3C Processes
8 Portland Review of Applications for C.Simons  [Review all As requirediReview all applications as
Parking Facility Permits © fapplications |by regula- |[required by 0AR 20-050 thr
' submitted tions 20~070.
9 Po_ftland Review of draft EIS on " Prepare DEQ . Ongoing program
: ' transportation projects comments as part :
' of A-95 procegs
10 Start 11/74 Portland Coordination of TriMet Transit " Develop, Periodic meetings, Program
- Incentive Program with DEQ { coordination 10 be developed by Jan, 1975
Revised Indirect Source mechanisms :
Guidelines for new IS
o regulations
Nov. 1974! Portland Evaluation of Tri-Met Free " Review CO Coordinate ambient CO
Fare Zone on downfown air data for Jata with downtown traffic
quality downtown, flows

oy



.:‘!

- AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION _ Program - Field Burning/Meteorolegy
INFORMATION RECEIVED ' 'DEQ Staff Disposifion

Received ‘ _ Review ‘ Approval
Dafe Location ~ Project ' Engineer | Information Date - Action

Fretg-Burning = “EER - ~Conmpletiop-Expected
10/30474-

Slash burning review 1.DB | 2/ /74

Open burning regulations - | LDB Public Hearing 12/24/74

L 124 /1
4‘ wM-PG-EnsB&af{.quﬁthmm«m fnu,}_r‘-BB_memm g i L P 0 Vi, e o AT A Tt i B i (KLY £t s AL+ ol
| epplication-

Field bufning report 1974 LDB ‘ 1/1/75

Daily burning annomicements LDB Continuous

and weather records ' ‘ 365 days
per year:

Field burning law LDB _ 12/25/74

recommendations ' Co

Episode forecasts ' | LDB as ocecurring -

EMSU - | o LDB : 1/15/75 | Implementation

b
hY



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

P,
]

Program - Program Development
INFORMATION RECEIVED DE@ Staff Dispositicon
Received ‘ Review ' o Approval : :
No, Date Location Proiect Engineer | Information Date Action
1{ 10/1/74 | Portland Present model package W.B.C. Calibration, Familiarization with the
T ' - update validation, computing facilities, with
- modification application the Oregon State Model pack,
- = Application of existing with the available data hase.
. EPA Model Simulation testing, calibratio
pack for _ and validation using input
Portland and parameter data base and
other areas output mornitoring data.
of interest. ‘
2 | 10/1/74 Portland Emissions Inventory "WBC Development Familiarization with present
: ' and maintent system. Development of
ance of an logistical procedures
"up to date'] necessary for successful
emissions maintenance. |
inventory, | '
3 | 10/1/74 | Portland Oregon-Washington _ WERBC Be an integral Work in direct connection
' Diffusion Modeling Study participant with the prime and sub~-
in the contractors in all phases
development of model development, &as
operation, participant and reviewer as
calibration, conditions dictate.
sensitivity '
and other
facets of the¢
production o
a usable airn
quality
simulation
model for the
Portland/
Vancouver

. study area

P



S 3

B,

data

- o AR QUATLITY CONTROL DIVISION lProgr'J.m - Program Development
: - INFORMATION RECEIVED DEQ Staff Disposition
Received Review : Approval ,
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information - Date Action
4 | 11/1/74 |Portland Present model package WBC PTDIS In house capability to use
o EPA UNAMAP Series P TMAX EPA Air Quality Models
o PTMPT fis now available,
are all modified
for our systent
5 | 11/1/74 Portland Present model package WBC EMTFAC Written and compiled
-~ emission factors and validated
6 12/1/74 Portland Users Manuals for " Necessary Rough draft form
- : ‘ ' -PTDIS input and
PTMAX . -output and
PTMPT formats
7T | 12/1/74 Portland Use of model package by " Verification Cobrdination with NWRO on
‘ ‘ : S NWRO runs ' duplicate runs of model pack
12/1/74 Pdrtland‘ EI System " Prodding for Memo's 'té regions {o assist

in EI time schedule by
cetting the data in.




AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

P

Data Processing

Program -~ . -
INFORMATION RECEIVED DEQ Staff Disposition
Received ‘ Review Approval : '
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
9/16/74 CSDS - Write a program to | Hawthorne| Needed ASAP | Completed 10/1/74
: produce extended forecasts : ' ‘ ' '
of compliance data
2 VID - Write a program to Hawthorne Completed 10/17/74
' analyze average cost of '
repair for motor vehicle
inspection program
3 10/23/74 Write a program to convert | Hawthorne| Needed ASAP Completed 10/29/74
old format of data (3 cards/ ‘
test) to the new format
(2 cards/test) .
3 EI - complete conversion of | Hawthomne| Needed ASAP Comple'ted 11/8/74
EI data into new format ' o
Update current EI files and | Hawthorne| Data required - - Completed 12/3/74
- generate annual print-out from regions ' ‘ ‘
Design logic for edit step Hawthorne Tentative completion
of new EI system. Code 1/15/75
programs and debug '
Visit Regions concerning . Hawthorne Completed 12/1/74
new EI and provide assistance¢ Crews
relative to implementation of
new system. ' -
- Begin learning P1./T for use Hawthorne
in new EI System | Rendar



AR QUATITY CONTROL DIVISICN

Program - Data Processing -

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Disposition

Motor vehicles

. a. Edit MV file
b. Run statistics by
_ model-year group
¢c. Punch cards for OSU
stat runs

In process

. Received S o “Review _ _ Approval .
No. Date Location - Project Engineer | Information Date Action
-4 AQDMA - Assist in analysis | Rendar and - Preliminary results by
of EPA suggested method- Hawthorne 2/1/78
ology for analyzing ambient '
" data as part of AQMA's
5 - MDS--—Write-a-program-to --—Hawthorng— Completed 11/10/74
summarize-by-station by :
-menth-by-year-all- data--on-thp
-meteorological -master files | —
1t

Tentative completion 12/18/74



AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Data Processing

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEQ Staff Disposition

- Approval

Received Review _ _
No, Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
1 CsSDS Hawthorne| On-going Mo_n‘thly update and generate
: forecast '
2 MDS Hawthorne| On-~going Monthly update
3 VEI Hawthorhe---—@n-geing---m October Completed conversion of 197
- ‘ data to new format
Hawthorne Octdber Begin system design for
new system
4 Air Quality Data System Rendar On-going
update, prinfouts, EPA Mounthly,
reports, statistical analysis quarterly
o ‘ throughout
year
5 Sep*tember Meteorological-Data—System— —-Rendar— completed 12/5 /74 '- Currently being debugged
_ - : X~tabulation—printouts- - . ‘ S
6 Extend Whittaker-Henderson | Rendar/ | process Preliminary results comp.
method to HV gites Hawthorne 12/1/74 >
T Look into EPA staﬁstiéal Rendar/ | Start Nov. Will try to evaluate applié—
: tests of significance Hawthorne or Dec. ability to our ambient data
8 Look into PL/I " In process Will be writing part of EI a

future ambient programs in
PL/T ‘



ATR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Program - Program Developmeht

INFORMATION RECEIVED

DEG Staff Dispesition )

Received ‘ 7 Review ‘ pected comp.
No. Date Location Project Engineer | Information Date Action
1 ~Revising—Fri—data-andformgt—RCH— | Dec. 1974 | completed
-to.be-somewhat-compatible- ' .
-with NEDS-and-more-efficient
for -our-use. -
2 Reviewing NESHAPS RCH {12/15/74 Handled by Norm Edmisten
-3 Source search for users of RCH |
vinyl chloride or poly vinyl
chioride 12/30/74
4 Odor 'sui'vey of Publishers RCH Jan-Feb. Ongoing
' Paper mill, Newberg, Qre. 1975 :
5 Emigsion Inventory update RCH Ongoing
6 ~Werlking—with-OSPIRGS ~—r—~RCH—— 11/20/74 | Completed -
-propoased—rites—for : o
--significant-deterioration
7 R‘eV‘iS'hlg‘—a'ﬂd—-tlpda*ﬁﬂgﬂ;—-”**ReH”—“ 11/20/74 | Completed
' Hgtingo0f-100—lon—sources— B T
8 Revising and updating Hsting| " 1/10/75
' of 25-100 ton sources
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229-5696

To: Environmental Quality Commission
From: - Director

Subject: Agenda Item C, December 20, 1974, EQC Meeting

Tax Credit Applications

Attached are review reports on 13 Tax Credit Applications.
These applications and the recommendations of the Director are
summarized on the attached table.

KESSLER R. CANNON

AHE
December 9, 1974

Attachments

Tax Credit Summary
Tax Credit Review Reports (13)



Applicant

George F. Joseph & Estate of
Victor H.M. Joseph
dba Modoc Orchard Company

Terminal Flour Mills Company

Publishers Paper- Company
Newberg Division

Publishers Paper Company
Dwyer Division ,

Publishers Paper Company
Dwyer Division

Publishers Paper Company .
Oregon City Division

Crown Zellerbach Corporation
Wauna Division

Brooks-Scanlon, Incorporated
Bend Division

Publishers Paper Company
Oregon City Division

Publishers Paper Company
Dwyer Division

Georgia-Pacific Corporation
Toledo Division

Georgia-Pacific Corporation
Toledo Division

- Appl.

T=579
T-585
T-591
T-592
T-593

T-595

T-603

T-606

T-608
T-609

T-610

T-611

TAX_CREDIT APPLICATI(NS

Fdcility | o
Overhead sprinkling system '

Two baghouses

Sulfur dioxide emissions con- )
trol system

Baghouse and water spray system
Rader tube control device

Venturi scrubber (fourth stage
of sulfur dioxide collection
system)

Addition to digester relief
gas system

Modifications to boilers #1 & #2

(in new powerhouse) and steam
system '

Digester pumpout system

Scrubber which cleans exhaust
from four veneer dryers

Wet scrubber which coliects paf—

ticuTlate from No. 2 smelt
dissolving tank vent

Wet scrubber which collects par-
ticulate from No. 3 smelt
dissolving tank vent

Claimed

" Cost
$103,965.

33,322.
575,174,
81,009.
17 ,817.

257,620.

215,674.

363,386.

2,413,714

116,977.

67,903.

70,655

17

28
00

00

00

00

00

00

.00

00

00

.00

% Allocable to Director's
Pollution Control Recommendation
More than 40% and Issue

less than 60%

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

80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue

80% or more Issue



TAX CREDIT APPLICATIONS
Page 2

Appiicant

Georgia-Pacific Corporation
Toledo Division

Appl.
No.

Facility

T-612

System which collects & ducts
odorous gases from modified
kraft process and brown stock
washar vacuum pumps

Claimed
Cost -

$ 85,366.00

% Allocable to Director's
PoTlution Control Recommendat ion
80% or more Issue



Appl T-579

Date 12-6-74

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIROMMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

Mr. George F. Joseph & Estate of Victor H, M. Joseph
dba Moedoc Orchard Company

P. 0. Box 56

Medford, OR 97501

The applicant operates a 297-acre orchard on Modoc Road north of Central Point.

Description of Claimed Facility

The claimed facility is described to be an overhead sprinkling system on the
remaining 60 acres of orchard not covered by the sprinkling system in
Applications T-212, T-339, and T-476,

The facility was completed and put into service during April 1974,

Certification is c]éimed under the 1969 Act. The percentage claimed for pollution
control was not specified.

Facility cost: $103,965.17 (Accountant's certification was provided).

Evaluation of Application

The claimed facility serves to provide the frost protection for 60 acres of
trees by replacing or eliminating the need for some 1000 orchard heaters. In
addition, the facility provides irrigation by sprinklers instead of hy flooding
the entire 60 acres. (The applicant has previously obtained certification

for - similar 80-acre, 90-acre and 67-acre systems of overhead sprinklers,

Tax Credit Applications T-212, T-339 and T-476, respectively.)

Since the facility claimed in this application {T-579) does contribute to

both reducing atmospheric emissions and increasing production, only a portion

of it can be certified under the 1969 Act. In order to establish the percentage
of the system allocable to pollution control, the company has provided data

on hours and days of both heating and irrigation for those years that the
previously installed systems were operated. The data submitted for the years
1971-1974 indicate that the average hours of orchard heating (55.5 hours per
season) is approximately 43% of the total hours of operation. There was an
average of 75 hours of irrigation per season. Although these numbers are
subject to many variables, they are considered to be sufficiently representative
to make the desired determination for this particular application. (It is well
established that the required amount of frost protection usually varies among
orchards and often within a given orchard.)



Tax Application T-579 -2 -

It is concluded that the facility operates to a substantial extent for
reducing atmospheric emissions and that the portion of the cost allocable
to pollution control should be 40% or more and less than 60%.. (This is
the same as the conclusion reached in Applications T-212, T- 339 and T-476
‘which were previously certified.)

4, Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing
the cost of $103,965.17, with more than 40% and less than 60% of the cost
allocable to poliution control, be 1ssued for the facility claimed in

Tax Application T-576.

EGW:mh



Appl. T-585

A | SR Date  November 27, 1974

State of Oreqon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

. Applicant

Terminal Flour Mills Co.
Municipal Terminal No. 4
Portland, Oreqon 97203
The applicant owns and operates a flour mill at Portland, Oregon.

Description of Claimed Facility

The facilities described in this app1§cation are two baghouses which collect
flour dust emitted in the milling and transport operations at the flour mill.

Facility cost: $33,322.28 (Accountant's certificate was provided).

The facilities were placed in operation in January, 1974. Certification is
claimed under the 1969 Act with 100% allocable to pollution centrol,

Evaluation of Application

The company was required to install the two baghouses as the first stage

of Consent and Order No. 72-27 issued by the Columbia-Willamette Air Pollution
Authority. The claimed facilities replaced cyclones which were not adequate
in controlling emissions.

The plans and specifications for the two baghouses were reviewed and approved
by Columbia-tillamette Air Pollution Authority. The Department has inspected
the claimed facilities and has found that they are operating satisfactorily.
Baghouses are the highest and best practicable control of emissions from

this type of source., The cost of operating the baghouse is more than the
value of the material collected. Therefore, it is concluded that the
-facilities were installed and are operated for pollution control.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the
cost of $33,322.28 with 80% or more allocated to pollution control be issued
for the facilities claimed in Tax Credit Application No. T-585.



Appl T-591

Date December 2, 1974

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

Publishers Paper Company
Newberg Division
Newberg, Oregon 97132

The applicant owns and operates a bleached sulphite pulp and paper mill at

Newberg, Oregon. The chemical pulp production capacity of this mill is 250 ton/day.

Description of Claimed Faci1ity

The facility described in this application is a system which controls sulfur
dioxide emissions from the digester blowpit. The system consists of a
1iquid seal on the blow stack and diverts the blow gases to a condenser-
accdumulator where the steam is condensed. The non-condensible gases are
Eonveyed from the condensor to two scrubbers in series for the control

of sulfur dioxide.

Facility cost: $575,174.00 (Accountant's certificate was provided).

The facility was placed in operation in March, 1974. Certification is claimed
under the 1969 Act and the percentage claimed is 100%.

Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed in response to the Sulfite Pulp Mil11 Requlation
(OAR, Chapter 340, Section 25-360 2 (a) & (b)) which required that digester
blow system emissions not exceed 0.2 pounds of sulfur dioxide per minute

- per ton of unbleached pulp as a 15 minute average or 800 ppm as an hourly

average. Prior to the installation of this system the digester blow gases
were emitted directly to the atmosphere. The installation of the claimed
facility has reduced digester. sulfur dioxide emissions by 9000 nounds per day
{from 9100 Tb/day to 100 1b/day). Plant site sulfur dioxide emissions were
reduced to 2880 1b/day.

The plans and specifications for the facility were reviewed and approved
by the Department. The sulfur dioxide emissions of the system are currently

~below the regulation Timits.

The cost of operating the claimed facility is greater than the value of the
sulfur collected. Therefore, it is concluded that the system was installed
and is operated for pollution control.



Appl T-592

Date December 6, 1924

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

1.

Applicant

Publishers Paper Company
419 Main Street

Oregon City, Oregon 97045

The applicant owns and operates a plywood plant at 6637 SE 100th Avenue,
Portiland. , _

Description of Claimed Facility

The facility claimed in this application is described as a baghouse and

water sprays for reducing wood particulate emissions from existing cyclones.
The claimed facility includes:

1. A baghouse - Carter Day Model 144RJ72.

2. Alterations to cyc]ones.

3. Adding a water spray..

4, Controls, wiring, piping.

The facility was completed and put into operatidn in April 1974. Certification
is claimed under the 1969 Act. The percentage claimed for pollution control
is 100%. | ' _
Facility cost: $81,009.00 (Accountant's certification was provided).

Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed as a result of requests from CWAPA for Publishers
to lower particulate emissions. CWAPA reviewed and approved the plans on
3-27-73 by N/C 386, The claimed facility made a significant contribution in
Towering emissions from this plant.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the
cost of $81,009.00 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to po]lut1on control
be issued for the fac111ty claimed in Tax App11cat1on T-592,

PBB:mh



4, Director's Recommendation

It s recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing
the cost of $575,174.00 with 80% or more allocated to pollution control
‘be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Credit Application Mumber T-591,

CRC:mh



Appt -~ T-593

~ Date December 6, 1974

-

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF EMVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

1.

Applicant

Publishers Paper Company
419 Main Street

Oregon City, Oregon 97045

The app11cant owns and operates a plywood plant at 6637 SE 100th Avenue,
Portland.

Description of Claimed Facility

The facility claimed in this application 15 described as a Rader tube
control device consisting of:

1. Rader RF filter.

2. Belt conveyor.

3. Electric motors for higher air pressure.

The facility was completed in August 1973 and placed in operation in
September 1973. Certification is claimed under the 1969 Act. The percentage
claimed for pollution control is 100%. '

Facility cost: $17,817.00 (Accountant's certification was provided).

Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed to reduce sanderdust emissions from the plant's
sanderdust cyclones. The plan was reviewed and approved by the Department's

~ Northwest Regional Office on 11-12-73 by N/C 463. The Rader tube filter has

been working effectively since September 1973 in controlling sanderdust
emissions from this plant.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the
cost of $17,817.00 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution control
be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Application T-593.

PBB:mh



Appl T-595

Date December 3, 1974

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIROMMENTAL QUALITY

o TAX RELIEF- APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

1. Apg1icaﬁt_:

Publishers Paper Co.
Oregon City Division
419 Main Street
" Oregon City, Oregon 97045
The applicant owns and operates a bleached sulphite pulp and paper mill
located in Oregon City. The pulp production capacity of the miil is 230 T/day.

2. Description of Facility

The facility described in this application is a venturi scrubber which was
added as a fourth stage of sulfur dioxide collection system on the recovery
furnacg. .

Facility cost: $257,620.00 {Accountant's certificate was provided).

The facility was placed in operation in September, 1973. Certification
is claimed under the 1969 Act with 100% allocated to pollution control.

3. Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed in response to the Sulphite Pulp mill requlation
(0AR, Chapter 340, Section 25-360 2 (b)) which required that mill site
emissions not exceed 20 pounds of sulfur dioxide per ton of unbleached
pulp produced and that recovery furnace sulfur dioxide emissions not exceed
800 ppm as an hourly average. Prior to the installation of this scrubber,
recovery furnace emissions were controlled by three venturi scrubbers in
series,

- The installation of the claimed facility has reduced recovery furnace sulfur
dioxide emissions by 2750 pounds per day (from 3830 1b/day to 1080 1b/day)to
a monthly average of 100 ppm. Plant site sulfur dioxide emissions were
reduced to a monthly average of 10,520 pounds per day. Particulate emissions
were also reduced by 70 pounds per day (from 520 1b/day to 450 1b/day).

The plans and specifications for the facility were reviewed and approved
by the Department. The sulfur dioxide and particulate emissions of the
recovery furnace are currently in compliance with the requlatory limits. .

The cost of operating the claimed facility is greater than the value of the
§u1fur material collected. Therefore, it is concluded that the system was
installed and is operated for pollution control.

4. Director's Recommendation

It is recommendeq that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate hearing the cost
of ?2?7,620.00 with 80% or more allocated to poliution control be issued for the
facility claimed in Tax Credit Application Number T-595,

CRC ;mh



Appl T-603

Date December 5, 1974

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMEMTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

Crown Ze]TeEbach Corporation
Hauna Division
Clatskanie, Oregon 97016

The applicant owns and operates a bleached Kraft pulp and paper mill at
Wauna, Oregon. The chemical pulp production capacity of this mil1l is 750
tons per day.

Description of Facility

The facility described in this application is a system which includes a
condensor, a steam separator and associated other equipment (pumps, piping
and 1nstrumentatwon) This equipment was added to the d1qester relief

gas system to provide continuous treatment.

Facility cost: $215,674.00 (Accountant's certificate was provided).

The facility was placed in operation in January, 1973. Certification is
claimed under the 1969 Act with 100% allocated to pollution control.

Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed to bring the digester relief gas system into
compliance with the Kraft Pulp Mil1l regulation (0AR, Chapter 340,

Section 25-165 (1) (d) (A)) which required that digester non-condensibles
be treated by incineration or equivalent treatment.

The facility described in this application is a modification to the
existing digester relief gas system. The original system (Tax Credit

No. T-51) was incapable of condensing all of the condensible gas due to
insufficient capacity. The pressure would cause the safety valve to trip
emitting untreated gases to the atmosphere. The modifications claimed in
this application solved this problem. The installation of this facility
was not associated with a production increase nor does it represent the
capability to do so. }

The plans and specifications for the facility were reviewed and approved
by the Department, The facility is currently operating satisfactorily.

Continual compliance with the Kraft mill requlation requires the installation

of an alternate incinerator, which will be installed by July 1, 1975.

There is no economic return provided by this installation. Therefore, it
is concluded that the equipment was installed and is operated for po]]utTOn
control.



4. Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate .
bearing the cost of $215,674.00 with 80% or more aliocated to pollution
control be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Credit Application
Number T-603. ' ' ‘

CRC:mh
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App] T-606

Date 12/6/74

State of Oregon _
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

Brooks - Scanlon, Inc,
Bend Division

P. 0. Box 1111

Bend, Oregon 97701

The applicant owns and operates a large sawmill and ptaning mill, gen-
erating some of its electricity by its hogged fueled boilers, in Bend,
Oregon.

Description of Facility

The claimed facility is a whole series of independent modifications to
boilers #1 and #2 (in the new power house) and steam system. The claimed
reasons for these modifications were to reduce the amount of steam needed
to even out its rate of usage, and to improve combustion efficiency.

This was done only to allow continuous boiler operation below the maximum
steaming rates corresponding to the maximum allowed emission Timits.
Modifications were:

a. Boiler Filter and Feedwater System. -

b. Boiler Fuel Feed System.

¢. Moduylating Kitn Controls.

d. Fly Ash Removal System.

e. Reroute 150 psi Steam Lines.

f. Steam Line Flow Meters.

g. Multiclone Rebuild.

h. Miscellaneous.

Facility Cost: $363,386.00 (Accountant's certification was provided).
The facility modifications were completed in December 1972. Source Tests
run in October 1972 show compliance with regulations at steaming rates
stated in Air Contaminant Discharge Permit 09-0001 dated 4/25/74. Cer-

tification is claimed under the 1969 Act. The percentage claimed is
100%.



3. Evaluation of Application

The modifications were made in response to the Department's program to
reduce Brooks - Scanlon's emissions to within OAR Chapter 340, Sections
2}-015 and 21-020 1imits. The Department reviewed and approved the
program plan on September 20, 1971 and on June 19, 1972.

This mi1l has shown a significant improvement and is presently operating
within the emission 1imits. As shown by Brooks - Scanlon computations,
the costs of making steam and using it have gone up. Therefore there are
no profit-making returns from these modifications, and it is concluded
that the installation was installed solely for air pollution control,

4, Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing
the cost of $363,386.00 be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Appli-
cation T-606 with 80% or more allocated to pollution control.

PBB:df



Appl ~ T-608

Date  12-4-74

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEYW REPORT .

Applicant

Publishers Paper Company
Oregon City Division

419 Main Street

Oregon City, Oregon 97045

The applicant owns and operates a bleached sulphite pulp and paper mill
located in Oregon City. The chemical pulp production capacity of the mill
is 230 tons per day.

This application was received November 22, 1974,

Description of Facility

The facility described in this application is a digester pumpout system
which controls digester blowpit sulfur dioxide emissions. This system
bleeds off or reduces the pressure of the digesters and ducts .all the gases
" to a scrubber. The pulp is pumped out of the digester after the pressure
has been reduced.

The facility was placed in operation in October, 1974.
Facility cost: $2,413,714 (Accountant's certification was provided).
Certification is claimed under the 1969 Act with 100% allocated to pol-

“lution control.

Evaluation of Application

The claimed facility was installed in response to the Sulphite Pulp Mill
regulation {0AR, Chapter 340, Section 25-360 (2)(a) & (b)} which required
that digester blow system emissions not exceed 0.2 pounds of sulfur dioxide
per minute per ton of unbleached pulp as a 15 minute average or 800 ppm

as an hourly average and plant site emissions not exceed 20 pounds of sul-
fur dioxide per ton of unbleached pulp produced. Prior to the installation
of this system, the dlgester blow gases were emitted directly to the
atmosphere

The installation of the claimed facility has reduced average digester sul-

fur dioxide emissions by 9,840 pounds per day (from 9,900 1b/day to 60 1b/day).
The current average emissions are 0.33 pounds per ton and 44 ppm. The average
mill site sulfur dioxide emissions are now 6.1 pounds per ton or 1,070

pounds per day. Thus, the mill is now in compliance with the regulatory
Vimits.



T-608
December %, 1974
Page 2

The plans and specifications for the facility were reviewed and approved
by the Department. The installation of this system, in combination with
the fourth stage venturi scrubber on the recovery furnace, has brought the
mill into compliance with the 302 emission limits.

The value of the sulfur material recovered by the claimed facility does not
come close to covering the operating expenses. Therefore, 1t is concluded
that the system was installed and is operated for pollution controtl.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the
cost of $2,413,71% with 80% or more allocated to poilution control be issued for
the facility claimed in Tax Credit Application Number T-608.

CRC:ahe
12-06~74



Appl _ T-609

‘Date  12-5-74

State of Oregon
. Department of Environmental Qua]1ty

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

Pubiishers Paper Company
419 Main Street
Oregon City, Oregon 37045

The applicant owns and operates a plywood mill, known as its Dwyer Division
at 6637 SE 100th Avenue, in Portland, Oregon.

Description of Claimed Facility

The claimed facility is described as a scrubber which cleans the exhaust
from 4 veneer dryers. The scrubber is composed of:

1. Foam generators (8)
2. Ductwork |

3. Collection pienums
4. Fans (2)

5. Pumps (4)

76. Steel tanks (2)

Certification is claimed under the 1969 Act with 100% being claimed as
allocable to pollution control.

Facility cost: $116,977.00 (Accountant's certification was provided).

Evaluation of Claimed Facility

The c¢laimed facility was installed as a part of the mill's comp]xance
program approved by the Department and outlined in the company's A1r

" Discharge Permit.

The scrubber is a Tow (4 inches of Hy0 pressure drop) energy type. It
utilizes a caustic water solution to scrub and saponify the oils and
hydrocarbons, producing foam within the unit.

Scrubbing is accomplished by the trapping of the stack gas within

the bubbles. There the gas is cooled, condensing the hydrocarbons,
which can contact the solution, as the bubbles form and reform in the
turbulent air. The hydrocarbons are ultimately captured and dissolved
into the solution. The solution is batch cleaned as needed in one

of the tanks.



-2 -

A pilot scale model of the scrubber did reduce dryer exhaust opacity to less
than 5% opacity as observed by DEQ from December 1973 to May 1974. The full

scale model, operated briefly in November, demonstrated the capability to hold
the blue haze emissions below 20% opacity.

The scrubber functions to control the veneer dryer emissions thereby producing

E ?¥bstance which has aimost no use. It is planned to burn it in the plant’s
oilers. ,

Since the plywood plant has been closed (for lack of business) the scrubber

-will not be in continuous service until the plant re-opens, perhaps in iay 1975.

It is concluded that the fuel value of the material collected is negligible
and that 100% of the scrubber's cost is allocable to pollution control.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the

cost of $116,977.00 with 80% or more allocable to pollution control be issued
for the facility claimed in Tax Application T-&8409. '



Appl T-610

Date December 4, 1974

s : State of Oregon

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

10

Applicant

-Georgia~Pacific Corporation

Toledo Division
P. 0. Box 580
Toledo, Oregon 97391

The applicant owns and operates an unbleached Kraft pulp and paper mill at
Toledo, Oregon. The chemical pulp production capacity of the mill is 1250
tons/day.

Description of Facility

The facility described in this application is a wet scrubber which collects
particulate from the Number Two smelt dissolving tank vent.

Facility cost: $67,903.00 (Accountant's certificate was provided).

The facility was placed in operation in February, 1974, Certification is
claimed under the 1969 act with 100% allocated to pollution controi.

Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed in response to the 1969 Kraft Pulp Mil11 Emission
Regulation (0AR, Chapter 340, Section 25-165 (2) (c)) which required that
smelt dissolving tank vent particulate emissions not exceed 0.5 pounds per

air dried ton of pulp produced by May 1, 1975, The c¢laimed facility replaced
a2 demister pad which could not meet the requlations. The additional chemicals
collected by the new scrubber do not pay for the installation.

The plans and specifications for the faci]ity were reviewed and approved by
the Department. The particulate emissions are currently below the May 1,
1975, limits and were reduced by an average of 198 pounds per day (from 318
1b/day to 120 ib/day). It is concluded that the scrubber was installed

and is operated for pollution control.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the
cost of $67,903.00 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution control
be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Credit Application Number T-610.

CRC:mh



Appl T-611

Date December 4, 1974

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

1. Applicant

Georgia-Pacific Corporation
Toledo Division :

P. 0. Box 580

Toledo, Oregon 97391

The applicant owns and operates an unbleached Kraft pulp and paper mill at
Toledo, Oregon. The chemical pulp production capacity of the mill is 1250
tons/day.

2. Description of Facility

The facility described in this application is a wet scrubber which collects
particulate from the Number Three smelt dissolving tank vent.

Facility cost: $70,655.00 (Accountant's certificate was provided).

The facility was placed in operation in February, 1974. Certification is
claimed under the 1969 act with 100% allocated to pollution control.

3. Evaluation of Application

This facility was installed in response to the 1969 Kraft Pulp Mil1l Emission
Regulation (OAR, Chapter 340, Section 25-165 (2} (c)}) which required that
smelt dissolving tank vent particulate emissions not exceed 0.5 pounds per
air dried ton of pulp produced by May 1, 1975, The claimed facility replaced
a demister pad which could not meet the requlations. The additional chemicals
collected by the new scrubber do not pay for the instaliation.

The plans and specifications for the facility were reviewed and approved by
the Department. The particulate emissions are currently below the May 1,
1975, Jimits and were reduced by an average of 193 pounds per day (from 313
1b/day to 120 1b/day). It is concluded that the scrubber was installed and
is operated for pollution control. -

4. Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the
cost of $70,655.00 with 80% or more of the cost allocated to pollution control
be issued for the facility claimed in Tax Credit Application Number T-611,

CRC:mh



- aAppl __T=-6i2

Date December 5, 1974

State of Oregon
DEPARTHMENT OF EMVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

3,

Agg1icant

Georgia-Pacific Corporation
Toledo Division

P. 0. Box 580 :

Toledo, Oregon 97391

The applicant owns and operates an unbleached kraft pulp and paper mill
at Toledo, Oregon. The chemical pulp production capacity of the mill is
1250 tons per day. ' _

Description of Facility

The facility described in this application is a system which collects and
ducts odorous gases from the modified kraft process and the brown stock

washer vacuum pumps so that they can be incinerated, or if the incineration
system fails, released in the main stack. -
Facility cost: $85,366.00 (Accountant's certification was provided).

The facility was placed in operation in December, 1973. Certification
is claimed under the 1969 Act with 100% allocated to pollution control.

Evaluation of Application

The facility was installed in response to the Kraft Pu]p'Mi11 Emission
Regulation, (OAR, Chapter 340, Section 25-165 1(d) "Honcondensibles" and

1(e) "Other Sources") which requires the control of Total Reduced Suifur
emissions from digesters and washers.

- This facility controls emissions from the newly installed HModified Kraft

process and from two existing washer vacuum pump exhausts and an existing
washer filtrate tank exhaust. The emissions from the existing equipment

were not controlled prior to the installation of this facility.

The Eians and specificétions for the facility were reviewed and approved
by the Department. The facility has been inspected by the Department and

- is operating satisfactorily. -

There is no economic return provided by this installation. Therefore, it is
concluded that the equipment was installed and is operating for pollution control.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bearing the

cost of $35,366.00 with 80% or more allocated to pollution control be issued
for the facility claimed in Tax Credit Application Number T-612.

CRC:kok



Applicant .
Stauffer Chemical Company

Publishers Paper Company
Tillamook Division

TAX CREDIT APPLICATIONS ADDENDUM

Appl. Clajmed
No. Facility Cost
T-552 Lined pond to prevent ground $37,998

water contaminantion : :
T-590

“Utilizatjon of hogged non- 461,373

pulpable residuals as fuel
to produce steam

% Allocable to
Pollution Control

Director's
Recommendation

80% or more

100%

Issue

Issue



Appl __ T-552

Date May 15, 1974

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

Stauffer Chemical Company
4429 North Suttle Road
Portland, Oregon 97217

The appiicant owns and operates.a herbicide and aluminum sulfate
production facitity at Portland, Oregon.

Dascription of Claimed Facility

The facility described in this application is a Tined pond which
prevents ground water contamination from the aluminum sulfate process.

Facility cost: $37,998 (Accountant's cost schedule was provided.)
The facility was placed in operation in August 1973.

The percentage claimed is 100 percent.

Evaiuation of Application

The company was required by the Department of Environmental Quality
to install control and recirculation facilities to eliminate the
discharge of alum tank wash waters to the Columbia River. The waste-
water recirculation pond is lined with a nylon material and ailows -
no discharge to public waters.

The plans and specifications for the facility were reviewed and
approved by the Department of Environmental Quality. The Department
has inspected the facility and has found that it is operating
satisfactorily. Although the pond collects solids which are of no
valuye to the company, the clarified water is recirculated through the
alum production process. It is concluded that the facility was
installed and is operated for poliution control.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate
bearing the cost of $37,998.00 be issued for the facility claimed in
Tax Credit Application No. T-552 with 80 percent or more allocated to
pollution control. ' '



Btate of Oregon Appl., T590

Department of Environmental Quality .
Date 11/11/74

TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEW REPORT

Applicant

"Publishers Paper Company

419 Main Street
Oregon City, Oregon 97045

The applicant owns and operates a lumber mill at Tillamcok, Oregon.

Description of Claimed Facility

The claimed facility utilizes hogged non-pulpable residuals from lumber
manufacturing operations as a fuel to produce steam. The facility consists

of:

a. One hog fuel boiler

b. Boiler feed system

c. Hog, including drive motor.

d. 36" suspended permanent magnet
e. Fire protection spinkler system.

f. Foundation

Construction of the claimed facility was initiated December 1972 and it was
placed in operation in October 1973. The construction was fully completed
in June 1974. Certification is claimed under the 1973 Act as amended 1974
(ORS 468.165 (b)) with 100% of the cost allocated to pollution control for

utilization of what would otherwise be a solid waste.

Facility Cost: $461,373.00 (Accountant's certification was attached to

application;)

Evaluaticn of Application

Prior to installation of the claimed facility,ll25 barrels/day of Bunker C high



sulfur, reéidual 0il were burned to provide process steam, non-pulpable

so0lid wastes originating from the applicant's lumber manufacturing

facilities (approximately 100 units/day} were burned in a wigwam

burnexr. This facility was built for several reasons:

a. To phase out the wigwam burner in response to DEQ's regqulatory

air quality program.

b. To utilize thé solid waste which had been burned in the

wigwam burner rather than landfill it.

c. To virtually eliminate large emissions of sulfur oxides and

carbon monoxide which are characteristic of the Bunker C

fuel oil.

d. To reduce the costs of 0il burned in the former facility and

avoid high maintenance costs of 0perating a wigwam burner.

The claimed facility appears to meet the test of ORS 468.165(b) for a

facility, the substantial purpose of which is to utilize by burning a

material which would otherwise be solid

waste. Under the solid waste

portion of the statute, a,facility either meets the test for 100% tax

credit eligibility or fails the test as
clear that at the time the decision was

there was no alternative productive use

Director's Recommendations

It is recommended that .a Pecllution
be issued for the claimed facilities in
to bear the actual costs of $461,373.00

control.

(2)

not éligible. It is also
made to construét the facility

for the wood wastes.

Control Facility Certificate
Application T-590, such certificate
with 100% allocable to pollution



Applicant

Modoc Orchard Company
Klamath Orchard

TAX CREDIT APPLICATICNS ADDENDUM NO. 2

App1.  Claimed

No. Facility ‘ Cost
T-573  Overhead sprinkling system on  $50,381.02

43 acres of orchard

% Allocable to Director's
PolTution Control Recommendation

More than 40% and Issue
Less than 60%



- Appl T-573"

Date December 16, 1974

State of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRCHMENTAL QUALITY

~TAX RELIEF APPLICATION REVIEI:I REPORT

3.

Applicant

Mr. George F. Joseph & Estate of Vlctor H. M. Joseph

dba Modoc Orchard Company
P. 0. Box 56

Medford, Oregon 97501
;The applicant operates an orchard on S. Stage Recad south of Medford.

‘Description of Claimed Facility

The claimed facility is descxibed to be an overhead sprlnkllng system

on 43 acres of orchard.

The facility was completed and put into service during April, 1274,

Certification is claimed under the 1969 Act. The percentage claimed

for pollution control was not specified.

- Facility cost: $50,38l1.02 (Accountant's certification was provided).

Evaluation of Application

The claimed facility serves to provide the frost protection for 43 acres
of trees by replacing or eliminating the need for some 1500 orchard heaters.

In addition, the facility provides irrigation by sprinklers instead of by
flocding the entire 43 acres. {(The applicant has previously obtained

certification for similar systems of overhead sprlnklers, Tax Credit

_-Appllcatlons T-212, T-339 and T-476).

Since the facility claimed in this application (T~573) does contribute to

both reducing atmospheric¢ emissions and increasing production, only a
portion of it can be certified under the 1969 Act. In order to establish

the percentage of the system allocable to pollution control, the company
has provided data on the average hours and days of both heating and irriga-

tion for those previous years for which this information was available. The
data submitted for the years 1269 to 1974 indicate that the average hours

of orchard heating. (68 hours per season) was approximately 30% of the total
hours of use. There was an average of 168 hours of irrigation per season.

Although these numbers are subject to many variables, they are considered
to be sufficiently representative to make the desired determination for this

particular application. (It is well established that the required amount
of frost protection usually varies among orchards and often within a giwven

oxrchard. )



Tax Application T-573
Page 2

It is concluded that the facility operates to a substantial extent for

-reducing atmospheric emissions and that the portion of the cost allocable

to pollution control should be 40% or more and less than 60%. (This is
the same as the conclusion reached in Applications T-212, T-339 and T-476

which were previously certified.)

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a Pollution Control Facility Certificate bhearing
the cost of $50,381.02, with more than 40% and less than 60% of the cost

allocable to pollution control be issued for the facility claimed in
Tax Application T-573.

EGW:kok



ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 5.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229-5696

TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR December 10, 1974
B. A, McPHILLIPS MEMORANDUM
Chairman, McMinnville
GnAcg 5. Plll-pNNEv To: Environmental Quality Commission
ofvallis
JACKLYN L. HALLOCK From: Diregtor
Portland L '
MORMS§}CMNHHS Subject: Agenda Item No. D~1, December 20, 1974 EQC Meeting
alem
ROM%:gﬁOMHS ~ Oregon CUP Award Application, Cascade Construction Company
€ Dalles
KESSLER R. CANNON Background
Director

Cascade Construction Company has been nominated for an Oregon
CUP Aaward. The Asphalt Paving Association which made the nomination
notes that Cascade Construction Company has won a national award for
its environmental control efforts.

Cascade Construction Company operates at two sites: the Abernethy
Plant which is the subject of the national award and a smallex plant
at Rivergate which is leased from another company.

Pollution control equipment at the Abernethy Plant is described
by the company as follows:

1. An 85,000 CFM baghouse was installed to clean the exhaust
gases from the rock dryer. Scavenger air to pick up fugitive
dust from the plant building and blue smoke from the track
loading area is also fed into this baghouse for cleaning.

The baghouse replaces a former wet gsystem which cleaned the
exhaust gases within present limits but created the problem
of dirty water being wasted into the Willamette River. No
water is wasted into the Willamette at the present time. The
baghouse, during a test after 40,000 tons of material had been
dried, produced air with a grain loading of approximately 0.02
grains per SCFM.

2. The water system formerly used to clean the exhaust gases is
now used to feed a new sprinkler system on the rock stockpiles.
This system is used sparingly except during dry windy¥ conditions
since any excess water in the rock has to be removed by the

oKy dryer prior to use in the asphaltic concrete.
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3. Diesel is commonly used to spray on .the truck beds to
prevent the asphaltic concrete from sticking to the bed.

The company has eliminated the use of diesel for this purpose
and are using non-pollutant products although the cost
has been increased considerably, When diesel was used, .

any excess usgually was washed into the river during rain
storms.

4. To prevent oil products from spills, drippings from wehicles
and the usual contaminants around mechanical operations from
reaching the river, the company dug a trench on the river bank and
filled it with sand which filters the o0il wastes. A sump

system was installed to catch oil wastes from the shop opera-
tions and fueling area and preventing them from reaching the

river. A log boom along the river alsc is a secondary backup
to these systems as it catches the petroleum products spills

which then can be pumped out or dispersed with chemicals.

5. Yard maintenance is a constant ongoing operation. A water
truck is used to settle dust, and a pickup broom is used to
gather spilled rock and road dust.

6. A beautification program was started with the planting of
trees, shrubs, roses, and ivy along the river bank, trees

and shrubs around the stockpiles and washing or painting
the plant when required.

7. A Hauck silent burner was installed in the dryer. This has

decreased the noise level around the plant and is beneficial
to their plant when required.

The Rivergate plant is a small plant on which the company has

made no particular effort beyond what is required for compliance with
DEQ rules. '

Staff comments the main improvement at the Abernethy Plant has

' been installation of bagfilter on rock dryer to replace venturi scrubber
which periodically violated standards. The bagfilter installed about

July 1973 operated very little until this spring due to contractor
strikes last year. Shortly after sustained operation the baghouse (bags)

failed and excessive emissions occurred for several weeks until a new
type bag was recently installed. The manufacturer of these bags had

indicated a much longer life for the bags than Cascade Construction
Company experienced. The company is in the process of negotiations

with their supplier to determine who is responsible for the cost of
replacing the bags. Since the failure of the bags was not Cascade

Construction Company's fault, DEQ would prcobably have been willing to
consider a compliance schedule allowing time for Cascade to obtain

replacement bags from the supplier. However, the company went ahead
and ordered replacement bags at its own expense, and will make its own

arrangements about recovering this expenditure since théy_felt it would
not be acceptable to allow excessive emissions to continue while they

waited to determine what actions the supplier was going to take.
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It should be noted that improvements such as landscaping and
noise suppression are entirely wvoluntary on the part of the company.
DEQ has no requirements whatsoever related to visual pollution, and
noise regquirements were not yet adopted as of the date of the appli-
cation. The company has made particular efforts to control dust,
ordinarily associated with asphalt operations by paving their entire
area and by constantly wetting down the dust and sweeping even though
they are located in an industrial area where complaints about noise,
dust, and lack of landscaping would be unlikely.

Numerous compliance inspections have been made by Northwest Region
staff including a stack particulate emission test on October 9th.
Results of this test indicated the baghouse was continuing to perform
at a very high degree of collection efficiency (particulate emission
rate of (.03 grains/SCFM). BAll other relevant environmental control
aspects of the plant (i.e., control of fugitive dust from roadways
and stockpiles, solid waste disposal, and noise} have been continually
maintained at an exceptional level. In summary, the Northwest Region
staff is of the opinion the Abernethy asphaltic concrete batch plant
is, from all environmental aspects, by far the best of any such plant
in the region and possgibly in the State of Oregon.

All available means of providing highest and best practicable
environmental control have been utilized and continually maintained
and the plant should be considered a model for all other plants of its
type which historically have been associated with numerous dust problems.

In regard to the Rivergate plant, modifications have been made to
the particulate emission control system and the plant has operated in
compliance with Department rules when production rate is maintained

within reasonable limits. The waste water treatment system built by
Rivergate Rock Products, which will eliminate waste water discharge

from the Rivergate asphaltic concrete plant, is scheduled to become
operational this week.

Evaluation

As ipdicated above, the Cascade Construction Company, Abernethy
Plant is outstanding, and in the opinion of the staff would fully

qualify for the Oregon CUP Award.

In addition, it appears that all reasonable efforts have been
made to improve the Rivergate Plant on St. Helens Road. As noted in
the July 17th memo, the company has less control over environmental
problems since the plant is leased from another company. Note that
in the earlier memo there was mention of discharge to the Willamette
. which has now been eliminated.

In previous deliberations involving CUP nominees where one phase
of a company's operation was outstanding, the Committee has taken the
position that a CUP Award could reflect environmental excellence at
a particular plant site so long as none of a company's subsidiary or
related operations were out of compliance with environmental requirements



(for example American Can Company received the Award for its Halsey

Plant without regard to evaluation of several can plants operating
within the State).

Recommendation

Based on its outstanding efforts in environmental control at the

Abernethy Plant, as evidenced by repeated compliance checks as well
as obvious visual improvements, the Oregon CUP Awards Screening Committee

has recommended an Oregon CUP Award to Cascade Construction Company
for its Abernethy site.

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

BJS:kok

Attachment: Memorandum of July 17, 1974 to Oregon CUP Screening Committee
from Staff Liaiscn
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229-5696

December 10, 1974
MEMORANDUM
To: Environmental Quality Commission
From: Director
Subject: aAgenda Item No. D-2, December 20, 1974 EQC Meeting

Oregon CUP Award Nomination, Kenneth H. Spies

Background

Kenneth H. Spies, Assistant Director of the Department of Environmental
Quality for Land Quality, has been nominated by Director Kessler Cannon
for an individual Oregon CUP Award.

Mr. Spies came to the Oregon State Sanitary Autheority (predecessor
of the DEQ) as one of the first full time professional employees
November 1, 1941. At that time there were only two full time positions --

Mr. Spies and one secretary.

More than any other single staff member he has lent continuity
to Department activities and shepherded the development of Oregon's
environmental programs through 33 years of change and growth.

During that time, Oregon has become world-~famous for its cleanup of
the Willamette River and its dedication to environmental effluence. The
staff has grown until today it has 220 employees.

Evaluation and Comment

Awards such as the Oregon CUP are frequently given for an outstanding
achievement or a series of achievements which has already drawn public
recognition. Too often, the day in and day out efforts of the dedicated
career employee go unnoticed. An Oregon CUP Award to Mr. Spies would
be an opportunity to recognize such an employee for long and devoted service.

Recommendation

The Oregon CUP Screening Committee has recommended consideration of

Kenneth H. Spies for an Oregon CUP Award;/ the Djrector recommends that
the award be made.

KESSLER R. CANNON
Diractor

BJS:kok



DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229-6235

TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR MEMORANDUM
KESSLER R. CANNON To: Environmental Quality Commission
From: Director -
Subject: Agenda ltem E, December 20, 1974, EQC Meeting.
Authorization for Public Hearings to adopt
Motor Vehicle Inspection Program Criteria

ORS 481.190, as amended by the 1974 Special Session, reads in
part as follows:

(1) Motor vehicles registered within the boundaries, existing

on the effective date of this 1974 Act, of the metropolitan
service district formed under ORS chapter 268 for the met-
ropolitan area, as defined in subsection (2) of ORS 268.020,
which includes the City of Portland, Oregon, shall be equipped,
on and after July 1, 1975, with a motor vehicle pollution control
system and shall comply with the motor vehicle pollutant,

noise control and emission standards adopted by the commission
pursuant to ORS 468.370.

(2) The division shall not issue a registration or renewal of
registration for a motor vehicle subject to the requirements
of subsection (1) of this section unless the division receives,
with the reglistration or renewal of registration, a completed
certificate of compliance. The certificate must be sighed by
a person licensed and qualified pursuant to ORS 468.390, and
must be dated not more than 90 days prior to the motor vehicle
registration or renewal of registration date.

Thus, this law necessitates that the EQC adopt and have vehicle
inspection program regulations in effect, including Ticensing procedures
for inspectors, by no later than July 1, 1975, Since the law provides
that an inspection certificate may be obtained up to 90 days prior to
the motor vehicle registration or renewal of registration date, it would
be preferable if the regulations and procedures for issuance of inspec-
tion certificates were in effect by Aprilt 2, 1975. In any event, it
is the conclusion of the Department staff that early finalization of
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the inspection program criteria is desirable so as to provide the automotive
service industry and the motoring public with sufficient advance notice of
the program requirements.

The Department requests authorization to schedule public hearings to
receive testimony regarding proposed inspection program criteria, including
licensing of inspectors. |t is proposed that hearings be held by a hearings
officer and that one be scheduled in each of the effected counties (Clack-
amas, Multnomah, and Washington) plus an additional hearing in the City of
Portland. This type of schedule would provide an opportunity to more thor-
oughly familiarize the public with the inspection program and offer ample
opportunity for public comments regarding the proposed criteria. It is
intended that these hearings be held early enough so that the commission
could consider the proposed criteria and the testimony received during the
public hearings at the commission meeting of March 28, 1975, in Portland.

A o

KESSLER R. CANHNON
Director




DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229- 6235

TOM McCALL December 9, 1974
GOVERNOR

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director . . . .
To: Environmental Quality Commission

From: Director

Subject: Agenda |tem No. F, December 20, 1974, EQOC Meeting.
Status Report, Vehicle Inspection Program

The attached Status Report Is intended as resource material
for Environmental Quality Commission members. The Department staff
will present an oral report on the vehicle inspection program status
at the December 20th meeting.

Attach.
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DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229- 6235

TOM McCAILL
GOVERNOR To: Environmental Quality Commission
KESSLER R, CANNON
Director From: Director
Subject: Agenda ltem No. F , December 20, 1974

Environmental Quality Commission Meeting
Status Report, Vehicle Inspection Program

Purpose

The purpose of this report is to provide the Environmental Quality
Commission with a background summation to the development of the Depart-
ment's vehlcle emission control inspeetion program, a review of the
current status of this program, and - by-way of appendix - a reference
summation on the status of similar programs in some other areas of the
country.

Background

Motor Vehicles have been recognized as a major air pollution source
in many areas of the country since the work of Dr. A. J. Haagen-Smit
established that "Los Angeles' smog'' was an atmospheric photochemical
reaction involving products of automobile exhaust. Additionally, it
has long been known that carbon monoxide was present in major quantities
in automobile exhaust and that this pollutant could cause adverse health
effects when present in sufficient concentrations.

As a result of the photochemical smog studies, California adopted
standards which required new cars sold in California, beginning with the
1961 models, to be equipped with control systems to restrict the amount
of engine crankcase fumes vented to the atmosphere. By 1964, most new
cars sold In the United States were equipped with positive crankcase
ventilation (PCV) systems to control crankcase fumes, and California
had begun a program which required many used cars within the state to
be equipped with crankcase fume control systems.

Beginning with the 1966 model year, California established exhaust
emission standards for new automobiles sold in California. These stan-
dards set the maximum allowable concentrations of carbon monoxide and
hydrocarbon gases in the engine exhaust, and required that a test fleet
for each basic production model be emission tested during a specified
driving cycle and testing procedure. Compliance with the standards had
to be certified prior to that model being offered for sale in California.
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During 1966, the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare issued
national motor vehicle emission standards applicable to 1968 and later
model year new vehicles. These national standards were based upon the
California exhaust emission standards and testing procedures, and further
required closed engine crankcase systems to prevent the escape of any
crankcase fumes to the atmosphere.

Federal legislation through the Clean Air Amendments of 1970 included
several provisions which affectedmotor vehicle emission control programs.
Most directly were the requirements that the allowable emissions of carbon
monoxide and hydrocarbon gases from 1975 model year automobiles be reduced
90% from that allowed for 1970 model year cars, and that standards for nitro-
gen oxides emissions be set at a level 90% below the emission rate from 1971
model cars. The amendments further required the Environmental Protection
Agency to establish national ambient air standards for various pollutants,
and required the state governments to develop implementation plans for
achieving compiiance with the national standards.

During 1971 the Environmental Protection Agency established national
ambient air standards for various pollutants, including carbon monoxide,
and developed the criteria for development of state implementation plans
to meet those standards. Alsoc in 1971, Oregon Legislation was adopted
which directed the Department of Environmental Quality to develop a peri-
odic motor vehicle emission inspection program.

In January 1972, Governor McCall submitted Oregon's Implementation
Plan to the Environmental Protection Agency. This plan included provisions
for both transportation control 'measures and a periodic motor vehicle inspec-
tion program to help bring automotive related pollutants into compliance with
national standards.

At this time also, the Department recommended formation of a Technical
Advisory Committee comprised of automotive or related industry associations
and affected governmental agencies to provide assistance and information in
the development of the vehicle emission control inspection program. This
committee held its first meeting in February 1972, and by the first of August
1972, submitted to the Director, then Mr. L, B. Day, a report on motor vehicle
emission control inspection. This report concluded that an inspection program
would be effective in controlling emissions and that state-owned and operated
inspection stations would be the most practical and effective inspection sys-
tem., The committee recommended that the inspection program be made operational
in Clackamas, Multnomah, and Washington Counties; that fleet operators be per-
mitted to inspect their own vehicles; and that the program utilizes state-owned
and operated inspection stations,

At its October 25, 1972 meeting, the commission reviewed a comprehensive
staff report regarding motor vehicle emission control activity. This report
contained several recommendations from the Director for commission approval.
These recommendations, which the commission did approve, were:
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1. Approval of the basic concept of a vehicle inspection program
as outlined in the report.

2. Authorization for the Director to

a. Proceed with arrangements to hold a public hearing to designate
those counties in which the program would be enacted.

b. Prepare necessary legislative proposals to provide specific
authorization and funding for state operated inspection facilities.

c. Request funds from the Emergency Board to initiate a pilot vehicle
inspection program.

The basic concept of the inspection program outlined in the staff report
was that of state operated facilities conducting annual emission control tests
in the four county Portland Metropolitan area. Meeting the standards of the
testing program was a requirement for vehicle license renewal as specified in
the Oregon laws, passed by the 1971 Legislative Session.

In late December 1972, the Director, Mr. Day, forwarded to Governor McCall
the report from the Technical Advisory Committee, the staff report presented to
the coomission at their October 25, 1972, meeting, and a Projection Report which
summarized the basic concept and design of the projected system and inspection
procedure. This projection report also noted in some detail the legislative
and funding requirements for the program and outlined an implementation sched-
ule. Mr. Day's covering memorandum to these reports noted that the program
could be expanded in an orderly manner to a statewide program after gaining
experience in the four county Portland-Metro area, and projected that the
Motor Vehicle Division be responsible for administration and operation of the
overall program, with the Department responsible for the establishment of the
criteria, procedure and standards of the inspection program. A $5 inspection
fee was deemed necessary to make the program self-supporting.

The Commission at its meeting of March 2, 1973, adopted a regulation to
initiate the inspection program in Clackamas, Columbia, Multnomah, and Wash-
ington counties beginning January 1, 1974. This regulation was adopted pur-
suant to ORS 481.190.

The 1973 Oregon Legislature considered a bill to make specific modifi-
cations to the 1971 series of Taws pertaining to the vehicle emission con-
trol inspection program. This bill would have explicitly allowed state owned
and operated inspection stations and would have increased the allowable in-
spection fee to a $10 maximum so as to make the program self supporting from
receipt of inspection fees. This bill was passed by the House on the last day
of the session, but was referred back to committee in the Senate in the last
hours of the session and there ''died." The Department's budget, however,
was -approved including the cost of the inspecticon program. This budget was
based upon an annual inspection fee of $5 and further a $1 million appropri-
ation from the Motor Vehicle Account was provided for start-up costs and
necessary cash flow requirements of the program.



Following failure of Tegislation to allow for an increased inspection
fee, the Director, Mr. 0'Scannlain, requested the State Emergency Board to
authorize the Department to expend the appropriation provided the inspection
program by the 1973 Legislative assembly. Approval for this action was
granted by the State Emergency Board at this meeting of August 15, 1973.

The Board suggested that Columbia County be deleted from the inspection pro-
gram requirements. At the commission meeting of November 26, 1973, a public
hearing was held to consider deleting Columbia County from the inspection
program requirements and to extend the effective date of the program to May
31, 1974. The commission did authorize these rule changes.

The most recent direct action of the commission regarding the inspec-
tion program was its hearing of January 25, 1974, to consider adoption of
criteria for certification of motor vehicle pollution control systems. The
criteria proposed for initial adoption by the commission at this hearing
was designed to preclude approval of retrofit devices as certificable
systems. The commission approved the proposed initial criteria.

In February, 1974, the Special Legislative Session considered and
favorably acted upon a bill of the type considered during the regular
session. This Tegislative action provided for an increase in the allowed
inspection fee to $5 so as to make the program self supporting, restricted
the area of the program to the boundaries of the mMgtropolitan service Dis-
trict (MSD), required an annual inspection rather than just at time of 1i-
cense renewal, and set the start-up date as July, 1975. This legislatively
set date clearly provides opportunity for legislative review by the 1975
Session prior to mandatory enaciment of the program.

Current Status of Oregon Program

Following the State Emergency Board action in August, 1973, which
authorized the Department to proceed with implementation of a development
program, arrangements were undertaken to fill six inspector positions and
to order four sets of inspection equipment including infra-red exhaust gas
analyzers and chassis .dynamometers. The inspector positions were filled,
the initial equipment received in December, 1973, and very preliminary
engineering study testing begun. This testing was undertaken in the Wade
Building which had been obtained on a $1 rental agreement from the Highway
Division,

While testing of public vehicles began in January of this vear, it
was found that the testing conducted in that month did not provide suf-
ficiently reliable data for our use due to equipment calibration and oper-
ational errors. As such, all reported data.values are based on testing
conducted from February, 1974, forward. |In the period of February-March-
April, just over 1,300 emission tests were conducted. In the period of
May through August, two mobile inspection units were sent out to test
fleet owned vehicles. TheBe’'mobile units were based upon the two used
small Post Office vans that the Department had earlier purchased. The
vans were sent to staging areas of fleet-owned vehicles to conduct the
tests. Fleets tested included federal, state, county, and municipal
governmental units, as well ‘as a number of the utility companies. Just
over 2,200 vehicle tests were conducted during this period.



In July bid specifications for the exhaust gas analyzers to be used
in the regulatory inspection program were finalized and a request for bids
prepared. This bid specification incorporated many features determined to
be necessary or desirable as a result of various equipment and operational
difficulties encountered in the development stages of the program. These
features include improvements in sampling response time, improved calibra-
tion methods, reduced sensitivity to climatic conditions, improvements in
the sample handling system to reduce water entrainment and analyzer over-
loading, and provision for digital display of the test values so as to
reduce possibility of a reading error by an inspector. The bid award for
this analyzer equipment went to Sun Electric Corporation and initial delivery
of four of the eleven units in the bid was made in November. Delivery of all
eleven units is to be completed in December,

In July also, the bid specifications for an inspection station at the
90th and Southeast Powell Street site in Portland were finalized. The bid
process began in August and was completed in November, at which time con-
struction began. This $75,000 facility, scheduled for completion in Feb-
ruary, 1975, is designed to be able to conduct dynamometer emission test-
ing and is sufficiently sized for vehicle safety inspection to be under-
taken 1f required.

The Powell facility site itself is owned by the Highway Division and
had been acquired as part of Mt. Hood Freeway right-of-way. The site lo-
cation was a subject of concern to members of the State Emergency Board
and was reviewed thoroughly during thelr consideration of the program.

In September this year, the Department began public testing at a
rented site on 57th and East Burnside Street in Portland, replacing the
Wade Building operation. The mobile unit testing operation was also changed
at this time to emphasize testing of privately owned vehicles. Additional
inspection personnel had been hired, thus filling 18 of the 24 authorized
inspector positions. As a result of this changed emphasis over 14,500
emission tests were conducted during the period of September, October, and
November. As part of this . enlarged testing operation, the Department pro-
vided bumper stickers to those vehicles which '"passed" the tests. Reaction
to the bumper stickers has been extremely favorable; in fact, it appears
- that for a number of people the bumper stickers are a genuine incentive to
have their vehicle tested. It should be noted that 'passing'' or "failing"
is based upon emission numbers called "interim idle standards.' These num--
bers have no legal status, but it was discovered early in the testing pro-
gram that few people cared what the numbers were that were measured, but
wanted only to know if they passed or failed. As such, numbers thought to
be reasonable as a first estimate of simple emission criteria were developed
and have now been used for a number of months. Almost one-half of the ve-
hicles tested have idle emissions greater than these interim criteria, as
is illustrated in Table 1.

The data collected in the pilot program is manually being put onto
computer cards and then onto computer tape, in which form it can be read-
ily analyzed. The data is being analyzed to assist in the development of
proposed regulatory criteria and to help ascertain the emission reduction



benefits resulting from corrective repair of detected high emission vehicles.
This data, as well as the information gained from the '""Failed" form question-
naire mailback, is also being reviewed to obtain some base information on the
type and cost of repairs undertaken on failed vehicles.

Table 2 is a summation of the returned questionnaire information. Most
of the reports show that carburetor adjustments were made. Since the majority
of vehicles not passing the fnterim criteria have excessive idle CO readings,
carburetor adjustment is a correct adjustment or repair technique for those
vehicles,

The majority of vehicle owners returning the questionnaire report a repair
of $10 or less, and 75% reported a repair cost of $50 or less. Due to the
voluntary status of the program and the relatively small sample size, this
repair cost information may be biased toward lower average repair costs than
might be experienced in a regulatory program. The report Mandatory Vehicle
Emission Inspection and Maintenance completed by the Northrop Corportion in
December 1971 under a State of California contract, projected average repair
costs of $26.70 to $36.00 for the Key-Mode and idle mode type of emission
tests., The questionnaire returns give an average repair cost of under $22,

It should be noted that Oregon law provides no recourse for a vehicle
owner who is unable to afford required repairs other than to cease using or
to sell the vehicle.

The Department is attempting to keep the automotive service -industry
located within the inspection program area apprised of program developments.
The primary means of accomplishing this is through an Information Bulletin
which is periodically sent out. Approximately 1,200 automobile dealers,
independent garages,service stations, or related individuals are included
on this mailing. A copy of the most recent bulletin is included in this
report. Response to the bulletin by the service industry has been good.

With regard to legislative matters, the Department has been advised:
that legislation will be introduced this session to return the motor vehicle
licensing period to a yearly base. Such a change would be beneficial to the
inspection program operations. Under current law, the Department is respon-
sible for collecting the inspection fee at the inspection site. A legislative
change so as to make the .Motor Vehicles Division responsible for collecting
this fee at the time of registration renewal is desirable. The Division of
Motor Vehicles reports that they are unable to define the MSD boundaries and
thus unable to precisely enforce the registration requirements. The Department
is unaware of any specific legislation dealing with this matter, but it is
presumed that this matter will be amongst those discussed as part of a legis-~
lative review of the program.

In summation of the current program status: 22 of 24 authorized inspector
positions have._been filled, all eight authorized office and supervisory per-
sonnel positions are filled, three of the originally projected four mobile
inspection units are in operation, a fourth mobile unit will be operational
in January, the one inspection facility projected to be newly constructed is
under construction in Multnomah County and is scheduled for completion in
February, an unused service station site in Clackamas County is being eval-
uated as to the possibilities of modifying it for use as an inspection facility,



no site has yet been located in Washington County, over 19,000 emission tests
have been conducted and the data recorded, the test data obtained is being
used to help finalize the proposed pass/fail criteria and to ascertain costs
and emission reductions that can be attributable to an inspection/maintenance
program.

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

RCH:pf
12/6/74



: ~ SUMMARY OF PRIVATELY OWNED VEHICLES *

Tested in Sept., Oct., & Nov., 1974

TABLE |

Number of Tests at Burnside Facilities

Number Tested by Mobile Units

Total Number of Tests Conducted

Interim Oregon ldle Emission Criteria

Pre 1968 vehicles
1968-1969
1970-1971
1972-197M

BURNSIDE FACILITIES
Pre 1968 vehicles
1968-1969
1970-1971
1972-1974
Total

MOBILE UNIT TESTING
Pre 1968 vehicles
1968~1969
19701971
1972-1974

Total

Fy
TOTAL ALL VEHICLES

cox

6

5
i

3

Number of
Vehicle
Tests
2354
1040
1038
1873

6305

2820

1427

1565
2421

8233

14538

% Passed

53
56
5k
55
5

53

51
50
51
51

53

* Includes less than 1% publicly owned vehicles

co
25
26
31
33
28

19
20
26

20

21

- 6305
8233
14538
- HC_ppm
1200
600
500
350
HC -Both
7 7
4 7
PR
3 6
7
12 9
10 N
6 12
7 17
9 13
7 10

24

Other

8

[= =]
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TABLE [1 _
SUMMARY OF RETURNS FROM DEQ VEHICLE INSPECTION MAIL BACK CARDS

Through November, 1974
648 Cards Received Represents 9.5% Response For Cars Failed During Tha£ Time Period
INFORMATION RECEIVED ' '
. N _ x - : % K . - ""-:}‘

Cost of Repair For Model Year Groupings, Percent

Pre-68 68-69 o707 . 727h- Total
Under $10 58 53 T BT TP
$10- 30 Y 1 8 19 B [
$30 - 50 . 10 "o I BT
$50 ~ 70 5 2 5 s h
§70 - 90 o 7 S
Over 550 ‘_ - ] & 5 - 2 I
Did not respond 8 9 16 9 1
"to question . -

s - o x , . . .:‘l','A g s

Estimated Average Dollar Cost of Repairs Reported on Matl Back Cards For
November, 1974 $21.52 - .

x . Tk ’ . * N s

Repalr Work Reported For Model Years Groupings} Percent Responding

‘Pre-63' . 68-69 70-71 72-74 Total
Carburetor adjustment 91 - 88 _ ' 86 ) 89 . 87
jEiecfrical tune-up 30 .30 .: 27 7 29 o ; .29
Spark plugs replaced 27 ' f115 _ : 19 - ;‘éi o ,‘ él
Valve grind 3 ' . hrj. VIﬂ - _h - --.7- .‘-l-.. s :7 3 :
Enéine ovérhaul ‘ L o -2 j 1 S f ;‘-._; ST
Other B DR | 8 om0

* . s _ - : *,. :7.'  .

Completed Repair Work, Percent

 Pre-68 : 68-69 707t 72e7h 0 Toral
Dealership Service 15 s 21 a7 28
Department

Independent Garage 2% - 1] o 16 l | 7 . h

Service Station 19 15 19 r 12 ) . 16
self - 30 C 26 .: 2 . 19

" Other - -7 2 - _ 'lk s

.bid not respond | 8 ‘ . 28 - 19 o - 13

“to question

Customer Satisfaction With Repairs
b Reéponded YES
"7% Responded HO

493 Did Mot Answer This Question . ]
' . DEQ/VID 743h0







DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

VEHICLE INSPECTION DIVISION
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The Department has expanded its vehicle emission testing operations to
include both testing by mobile units and at a stationary facility on 57th
and East Burnside St. in Portland. The inspection station (5724 E. Burnside)
is open seven days a week and starts testing at 10:00 every morning. On week-
days, the station is open until 10:00 at night, on Saturdays until 8:00 p.m.,
and on Sundays until 7:00 p.m.

The mobile units' testing schedule for the remainder of 1974 is:

Portland Community College, Sylvania Campus, November 4-9; OMSI, November
10; Clackamas Community College, November 12-16; Washington Square Shopping
Center, November 17; Mt. Hood Community College, November 18-23; the old Mt.
Hood National Forest Service Offices at 340 N.E. 122nd, Portland, November
2hth; Mi!waukie,‘13939 McLoughlin Blvd. at Courtney Rd., November 25 - Dec-
ember 1 (except Thanksgiving Day). The operating hours at all these sites
will be 10:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m. Starting December 2, the mobile units will
be at the Lloyd Center, N.E. 15th and Multnomah. Testing will start at
10:00 a.m. every day and continues until 10:00 p.m. weekdays, 8:00 p.m.
Saturday, and 7:00 p.m. on Sundays. The units will not operate on Christmas
or New Year's Day.

# # # #

(over)
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Over 16,000 emission tests have been conducted so far, including almost 2,000
tests on government vehicles. In approximately 7,000 of these tests, the vehicle

owner volunteered to have the vehicle dynamometer tested.

# # # #

The emission test results are being studied to help develop standards for the
mandatory inspection program beginning in July, 1975. It is expected that hearings
will be held in the three effected counties during the first of 1975 to consider
adoption of the regulatory criteria and standards. Later bulletins will provide

details on the proposals and the hearings.
# # # #

The emission test results' summary for October, 1974, are attached. Note
that the majority of 'failures' are due to excessive carbon monoxide emissions.
These failures can often be corrected by carburetor adjustments. The failures
listed as '""Other'" include smoky cars and tampering or removal of emission con-

trol equipment in violation of Oregon law (ORS 483.825),
# # # #

Presented on the reverse side of the October test summary is a chart show-
ing the range in idle carbon monoxide emissions found in cars tested earlier in
the year. This study shows that a number of older cars had lower idle carbon
monoxide emissions than some newer cars. Also, a number of newer cars emit quite
high levels of carbon monoxide at idle. However, the average or mean idle emis-
sion values are considerably lower for newer model year cars with emission con-
trols than for pre-emission controlled cars. It should be noted that the failure
rates are about the same for newer cars as for older cars, as shown on the October
test summary, even though the idle emission criteria being used for newer cars are

much lower than for older cars.

# # # #

The Department regularly is asked about who has infra-red test equipment.
Consideration is being given to preparing a list, which could be regularly up-
dated, of the dealerships, independent garages, and service stations in the area

which have this equipment. Please send us your comments.



SUMMARY OF PRIVATELY OWNED VEHICLES *

Tested in October, 1974

Number Tested Burnside Facilities 2360
Number Tested by Mobile Unit 4172
Total Number of Privately Owned Vehicles Tested 6532

Interim Oregon ldle Emission Criteria

coz HC ppm

Pre 1968 vehicles 6 1200

1968-1969 5 600

1970-1971 L 500

1972-1974 3 350

Number of
Vehicles

BURNSIDE FACILITIES Tested % Passed CO HC Both Other
Pre 1968 Vehicles 870 . 53 23 8 7 9
1968-1969 Lok 59 25 L 6 7
1970-1971 386 54 33 L 3 4
1972-1974 700 59 32 3 5 2
Total 2360 56 28 5 6 6

MOBILE UNIT TESTING
Pre 1968 Vehicles 1406 52 19 14 9 7
1968-1969 733 53 18 9 13 6
1970-1971 819 49 25 9 13 4
1972-1974 1214 54 20 8 16 3
Total 172 52 20 10 13

TOTAL ALL VEHICLES 6532 54 23 8 10 5

*Includes less than 1% publicly owned vehicles

DEQ/VID 74305 A
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APPEND I X

The purpose of this appendix is to outline the status of
motor vehicle emission control inspection programs in the
Western states, as well as in a few other areas the Department
is aware that there has been some progress in the development
of such programs.



Albuquerque, New Mexico

There is no motor vehicle emission control inspection program in
New Mexico. A statewide brake and light safety inspection does exist
and is conducted in private repair facilities.

The 1973 New Mexico legislative session considered two measures
pertaining to vehicle emission inspection, but neither were enacted.
In May 1973, the state Environmental Improvement Agency notified the
Albugquerque Department of Environmental Health that a transportation
control strategy (TCS) was required for that area.

A TCS study contract for Albuquerque was completed by the TRW
Corporation in December 1973. The University of New Mexico was also
contracted to undertake a study on pass/fail criteria, and as part of
this conducted a testing program for three months.

Proposed legislation has been prepared for the 1975 legislative
session to establish a mandatory emission control inspection program
for the Albuquerque area using special inspection - only - facilities.
The local agency expects EPA to promolgate rules requiring inspection
if the state fails to act. |In any case, they expect vehicle testing
to begin by July 1976.

State of Arizona

The State of Arizona has recently awarded a contract to the Ham-
ilton Standard Division of United Aircraft Corporation for the estab-
lishment and operation of a network of official inspection stations
for emission testing of motorized vehicles in Maricopa and Pima Counties.
A1l in-use vehicles, unless specifically exempt by law, registered in
Maricopa and Pima Counties are required to meet emission inspection
requirements starting January 1, 1976. Total program costs including
State Administrative costs are required, by Arizona State law, not to
exceed five dollars for each vehicle tested.

Over 600,000 vehicles are registered in Maricopa County and over
200,000 in Pima County. Phoenix is the major metropolitan area in
Maricopa County and Tuscon in Pima County. Vehicles over 15 years old
are exempt from the inspection requirements; however, trucks and motor-
cycles are not exempt. New vehicles receiving title registrations for
the first time are exempt as are electrical powered vehicles.

The state has not yet established the regulatory emission control
criteria for the program. Visual inspection to determine that emission
control devices installed on the vehicle are connected is to be one
requirement though. The emission test procedure is based upon loaded-
mode tests using dynamomters and it is estimated that the criteria will
fail approximately 40% of the vehicles tested. Diesel fueled vehicles
will be inspected for excessive smoke.
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The State of Arizona has no existing vehicle safety inspection
program. The bid request did require the contractor to demonstrate
that provisions are made for including safety inspections in the emis-
sion test lanes.

State of California

The State of California utilizes a multifacet approach to motor
vehicle emission control. One program is that of requiring more
stringent emission standards than federal requirements for new vehi-
cles sold in California. This program includes assembly line testing
of vehicles to be sold in California.

A second program is conducted by the Highway Patrol. This involves
an idle emission test as part of the random roadside vehicle inspection
operations. Vehicles failing the emission tests must have the enforce-
ment document cleared by a licensed Motor Vehicle Pollution Device In-
stallation and Inspection Station. During the first quarter of 1974,
240,100 vehicles were emission tested by the Highway Patrol with 23%
found to exceed the State Air Resources Board roadside idle emission
standards.

California has also used retrofit, that is the installation of
pollution control systems to vehicles not so originally equipped, as
a control technique. This was originally begun in the mid 1960's with
a requirement that crankcase fume control systems be added to certain
vehicles. In order to insure that the approved systems were properly
installed, the state required that a licensed station either install
the system or inspect the installation for correctness. At the pre-
sent time, California is involved with a retrofit program for control
of nitrogen oxides.

A fourth control approach under development in California is an
annual emission inspection program. Inspection criteria for this pro-
gram have been established utilizing loaded-mode (dynamometer) test
procedures. This program is legislatively restricted to the greater
Los Angeles area and is to be preceded by a trial -program. This trial
program must be completed by the end of 1975. During the trial program
operation vehicles will be required to be inspected upon change of reg-
istration. By no later than December 31, 1976, all non-exempt vehicles
must be inspected upon initial registration and at each renewal of reg-
istration.

City of Chicago

The City of Chicago is currently operating on a motor vehicle in-
spection program on a non-mandatory basis. This program is funded from
the city motor vehicle license fee, which has been increased to cover
the additional cost. The program is presently using 18 mobile inspec-
tion lane units and employs 90 people including 80 inspectors. The cur-
rent city ordinance requires that the Chicago inspection program becomes
mandatory beginning May 31, 1975.
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Over 350,000 idle emission tests have been conducted. The overall
failure rate has been 30% for both privately owned vehicles and fleet
vehicles, even though fleet vehicles must meet more stringent require-
ments. The units operated by Chicago work on a seven day week schedule
and the inspectors are scheduled on a four ten day work basis. The in-
spection units are automated and each one utilizes a mini-computer.

The inspection criteria are as follows:

Private Vehicle Class % CO ppm Hydrocarbons (HC)
pre-1968 6 1,000
1968-1969 5 600
1970-1974 4 500

Cincinnati, Ohio

The City of Cincinnati has operated a city motor vehicle inspection
program since 1937 or 1938. The city owns one test station which incor-
porates five inspection lanes. One of these lanes is reserved for truck
use. The safety inspection program has been a twice a year requirement
with each inspection costing $1.75. Defects must be corrected within

30 days.

The present plans for Cincinnati to have an emission inspection
program operational January 1, 1975. The inspection program will be
charted to a once per year requirement to both safety and emission con-
trol and will have a $5.00 charge. The city has received two exhaust
gas analyzers and has five on order. The emission test proposed is an
idle test using the following criteria:

Vehicle Class % Co ppm Hydrocarbons (HC)
pre-1968 6 1,000
1968-1969 5 600
1970-1974 4 500
1975 1.5 50

State of Colorado

A motor vehicle safety inspection program is currently in force in
the State of Colorado. The Department of Revenue is responsible for
enforcement of the safety inspection program, which is conducted by the
privately owned automotive service industry. There is no mandatory emis-
sion control inspection program, although the Department of Health is
operating a two lane facility in Denver and conducting engineering type
emission test studies. One lane conducts idle tests and the other con-
ducts loaded moded tests. This facility is equipped with a mini-computer
and the daily test results are put on punch tape so that they can be
easily and rapidly analyzed.
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Legislative proposals for mandatory vehicle emission inspection
has been prepared for consideration by the 1975 Legislative session,
which convenes in mid-January. The proposed legislation would pro-
vide for instituting of the program July 1, 1976, within the frame-
work of the existing safety inspection program. A $6 to $8 charge
for the emission inspection alone is anticipated.

State of Idaho

Motor vehicles registered in the State of ldaho are subject to
an annual safety inspection. This program began in 1968, utilizes
licensed garages to conduct the inspections and to issue the certi-
ficates, and is enforced by the Department of Law Enforcement.

No TCS requiring a vehicle inspection/maintenance program is
necessary in ldaho.

State of Montana

No TCS required in Montana.

State of Nevada

The State of Nevada is currently operating an inspection program
in Las Vegas and the surrounding county. This program requires that
an inspection sticker be received prior to registered ownership change
of vehicles in the effected area. The burden of obtaining a sticker
is placed upon the buyer, excepting in the case of used car dealer
transactions where it is the responsibility of the car dealer to obtain
the sticker prior to retail sale of a vehicle. This particular provi-
sion is currently in court. The program was initiated in February of
this year and enforcement was improved upon in July.

Inspection stickers are obtained from private repair facilities
licensed to issue such stickers. Fleet operations, defined as owner-
ship of three or more vehicles, are allowed to self-inspect. The in-
spection criteria require all emission control equipment to be intact
and operational, and further that the vehicles meet the following emis-
sion levels at hot idle and at a 2500 rpm no-load condition:

Vehicle Class % €O ppm HC
pre-1968 7.5 1200
1968-1969 5 600
1970-1974 i Loo
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A public hearing is scheduled for January 15, 1975, to consider
idle emission criteria for 1975 and newer vehicles. The proposed
criteria are:

Vehicle Class % COo ppm HC
Catalytic Equipped 0 0
Non-Catalytic 2 200

In the situation of engine changes, Nevada has taken the position
that the engine year determines the vehicle requirements.

State of New Jersey

The State of New Jersey initiated a state owned and operated vehicle
safety inspection program in 1938. The inspection is currently on an
annual basis and the program is operated by the Division of Motor Vehicles.
The system consists of 39 permanent inspection stations with 69 lanes to
handle a vehicle population of about 3.3 million cars, 620,000 commercial
vehicles, and 60,000 motorcycles. The inspection stations range in size
from one to four lanes. Each lane has four work stations and six assigned
inspectors.

Into this safety program the state added an idle emission test re-
guirement for light duty vehicles. Emission inspection began on July 1,
1972, on an educational basis with no requirement that a vehicle be brought
into compliance. Regulatory enforcement of the emission standards began
in February, 1974. The current idle emission standards result in an 11%
reject rate and are as follows:

Vehicle Class % COo ppm HC
pre-1968 10 1600
1968-1969 8 800
1970-1974 6 600
Regulations currently require that more stringent idle emission stan-
dards be enforced starting February 1, 1975. This date may be delayed
until June while a review of the entire process of failed vehicle re-inspec-
tion is completed. |If the date is delayed, it is intended to go directly to

the third phase criteria. The third phase idle emission criteria are:

Vehicle Class % CO ppm HC
pre-1968 7.5 1200
1968-1969 5.0 600
1970-1974 4.0 Loo
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Repair cost information gathered during the first year of operation
in New Jersey by means of a return card questionnaire showed that 30% of
the vehicle owners reporting had repair costs of $10 or less. For 85%,
the repair cost was $50 or less. The average repair cost is currently
estimated to be around the $25-$30 range.

The Department of Environmental Protection has also evaluated auto -

motive service industry exhaust gas analyzers and has developed procedures
for approving such units.

State of Texas

The State of Texas requires motor vehicles to pass an annual safety
inspection. This program, begun in 1951, is enforced by the Department
of Public Safety. The inspections are conducted in private garages 1li-
censed for this purpose. Over 16,200 facilities are licensed, with approx-
imately 25,000 mechanics involved. The Department of Public Safety has a
staff of 120 assigned to this program.

There is no specific vehicle emission inspection program in Texas,
although emission control equipment operation is supposed to be checked
as part of the safety inspection. The State of Texas had filed a court
suit against EPA promulgation of transportation control strategy rules;
however, the court held that the EPA promulgation of a vehicle inspection
maintenance program was valid. As such, the state is proceeding to develop
this program and to incorporate it within the existing safety inspection
program. Projected start-up date is June 1976. Legislative authority
is, however, still required for implementation.

State of Utah

A motor vehicle safety inspection program is currently operated in
the State of Utah within the private automotive service industry. Leg-
islative authority for an emission inspection program does exist; however,
funding has not been provided. The Department of Health has assigned a
position and obtained some equipment to develop background information.

A funding request for state operated inspection stations in the four
county Salt Lake City area is to be presented to the legislature this
coming session.

State of Washington

The State of Washington has three areas in which a TCS is necessary.
In two of these areas, the Seattle and Spokane metropolitan areas, ve-
hicle inspection/maintenance programs have been proposed. The Washington
Department of Ecology is considering seeking legislative authority to
operate one voluntary inspection station in each of these two areas. The
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Department is presently engaged in a voluntary data acquisition program
with certain fleet operations and limited public testing programs. The
criteria being used for these tests are:

Vehicle Class % CO ppm HC
pre-1968 6 1600
1968-1969 3 800
1970-1974 2 600
1975 1 300

State of Wyoming

Motor vehicles registered in the State of Wyoming are subject to
an annual safety inspection. These inspections are conducted by private
garages licensed by the state. This program was begun in 1967 and is
administered by the Department of Revenue.

No TCS required in Wyoming.
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 @ Telephone (503) 229-5696

TO: Environmental Quality Commission

FROM: Director

SUBJECT: Agenda Item G, December 20, 1974, EQC Meeting
Staff Report - GOLD MINING IN OREGON

BACKGROUND :

The tremendous increase in the value of gold during the last two
years (from $35 per ounce to nearly $200 per ounce) has created a sub-
stantial increase in mining activities throughout Oregon. The greatest
increase in activity comes from people who seek recreation along with
monetary returns from their labor. These people spend weekends and
vacations moving from stream to stream searching for a few flakes of
gold much as the hunter or fisherman moves about searching for the
"big one"™ that usually gets away.

Because the "recreational" miner's time is limited, they tend to be
mobile, thereby primarily using equipment that is easily carried from
one site to another. Such equipment includes picks and shovels, gold
pans, small sluice boxes and small suction dredges powered by light-
weight gasoline motors. Very little damage to water gquality results
from this type of mining with the exception of damage to fishery
resources, particularly habitat disturbance, during critical parts of
the year.

There has also been an increase in the number of larger mining
operations becoming active. Many of these claims became inactive years
ago because it was no longer economically feasible to continue. It now
appears profitable to reopen many of these old claims.

The larger mining operations characteristically use heavy earth-
moving equipment and are much less mobile than the "recreational" miners.
These large operations'have the greatest potential for damaging water
quality.

In an effort to identify the many placer and suction dredging
operations throughout Oregon, the Department requested assistance from
other State and Federal agencies, including the Oregon Wildlife Commission,



Oregon Department of Forestry, Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral
Industries, United States Forest Service, and the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment. The response to that request has been very encouraging, with many
new mining operations being identified. In addition, these agencies are
reporting new mining activities to DEQ on a continuous basis. Without
this inter-agency cooperation, an effective surveillance program would
be difficult, at best, with our existing manpower.

It would be very difficult to enumerate the exact number of registered
claims and active mining operations. However, the following quotation
from the Bureau of Land Management District Office in Medford will give
an indication of the potential scope of mining in South West Oregon: -

"The active placer mining operations are generally a small
percentage of the potential. On the Medford District
administered lands, approximately 2,100 mining claims are
considered active. In addition to those on Bureau of

Land Management lands, a considerable number of operations
occur on private lands. The problem could be one of great
magnitude if the price of gold continues to rise.”

Based on this past year's activities, DEQ staff have identified at least
fifty (50) placer operations which present an immediate water quality
concern.

It should also be noted that the United States Forest Service (USFS)
has just adopted new regulations pertaining to mining on their lands,
which should be of great help in insuring protection of Oregon's water
quality. These regulations became effective on September 1, 1974, and
require that all persons wishing to prospect or mine on USFS lands file
a notice of intent. If the USFS determines upon preliminary review that
the operation will cause significant disturbance to the surface resources
it can require the miner to submit mining plans for approval as well as
furnishing a bond commensurate with the expected cost of rehabilitating
the area after mining or prospecting.

Gold mining activity in Oregon is found primarily in two regions of
the State; northeastern and southwestern Oregon. These two areas differ
in soil types and weather conditions, and, therefore, mining activities
differ as to time of year and amount of water quality problems produced.
For example, a miner in northeastern Oregon would normally have to wait
for the Spring snow runoff period to have adequate water to use, and
would stop operations in late summer due to low water supply, or be
forced to recirculate the available water. A miner in southwestern
Oregon would depend more on rainfall to supply water for his needs.
Therefore, the only time he could not operate would be during the dry
summer season and flood periods during the winter. In addition, the
soil types of northeastern Oregon seem to be primarily decomposed granite
which tends to settle out of suspension much faster than the clay-type
soils found in much of southwestern Oregon.

Gold exists naturally in two forms - lode and placer gold. Lode
gold is physically bound to rock and is removed by crushing the ore and



subjecting it to a smelting process. Placer gold is "free" gold found
in the form of nuggets, flakes or dust. Placer gold is separated from
its surroundings (clay, gravel and sand, etc.) by various methods, all
of which are based on the principle that gold has a greater density
(i.e., heavier for a given volume) than the surrounding materials.

The separation is accomplished by washing the gold-bearing materials
with water through a sluice box, which is a series of artificial riffles.
Lighter materials such as sand, gravel and clay particles pass over the
riffles, thus remaining in the flow of water while the heavier materials,
such as gold, small sand particles and "black" sand containing iron,
settle out and are retained behind the riffles. This heavy material is
further refined by using a conventional gold pan to remove all but the
gold and black sand. Nuggets and larger flakes of gold can then be
removed by hand (or tweezers) while the small flakes and dust, often
called "colors", can later be removed with the help of ligquid mercury.

At this time, the impact on water quality from using liquid mercury in
this refining process is unknown and further research is needed.

Sluice boxes may range in size from a small two-foot trough to a
very large box built in a stream channel through which the entire flow
of the stream is funneled. The lighter materials remaining suspended
in the flow of water passing through these sluice boxes can lead to
water quality problems when the wash water is returned uncontrolled
and/or untreated to the stream.

The magnitude of a mining waste-water disposal problem depends
on the type of soils encountered and the size of the operation. Since
gold is heavy, it tends to work its way downward through clays and gravel
to the solid bedrock. The soil layer found over the gold-bearing
bedrock is referred to as the "overburden" and must be removed to get
at the richer gold-containing soil nearest the bedrock. Heavy earth-
moving equipment such as tractors, backhoes and hydraulic "giants" are
used by miners to remove this overburden. A hydraulic "giant" (or
monitor) is a large swivel-mounted nozzle that shoots water, under high
pressure, into the overburden, thus washing it downstream through a large
sluice box. When the overburden contains a high content of clay-type
soils, such as is commonly found in southwestern Oregon, the receiving
stream can become muddy for several miles downstream. The clay particles
are very fine and tend to stay in suspension for long periods of time,
Some mining operations occur in gravel that is relatively free of clay
and silt. Wash waters from this type of operation normally clears up
a short distance downstream since the soil particles are heavier and
settle out gquickly.

DISCUSSION:

The adverse effects on water quality from placer mining operations
take several forms:

A. Aesthetic - Streams are muddy (turbid) at times of the year
when they should be clear. Recreation, including water
contact sports, is impaired.



Fishing - Downstream fishing is ruined when a clear stream be-
comes muddy (more than 25 JTU discourages fishing). Also,
normal migration patterns can be altered due to blockage of
the stream channel.

Siltation - Silt impairs the exchange of oxygen needed by
salmonoid eggs in the gravel and suffocates aquatic insect
larvae. It can act as an abrasive, causing tissue damage to
external fish membranes. The silt may also render good
spawning gravel unusable for future use.

Destruction of Spawning Beds - The removal or displacement of
usable spawning gravel by heavy equipment can reduce the fish
production of the stream and change natural stream channels.

Water Supplies - Domestic and irrigation water supplies can
be endangered due to water pump damage or interference with
proper treatment and chlorination practices.

The mining activities that the Department of Environmental Quality
(DEQ) is most concerned with are placer operations that use water as
an integral part of the gold removing process. For the purposes of this
report, recommended actions regarding suction dredges will be discussed
separately.

A.

B.

Current DEQ Permit Programs

The Department can issue two types of permits depending upon
the nature of the mining operation.

(1) A sState DEQ waste discharge permit is issued only when
there is no direct discharge to public waters. An example
of this t§§é of operation would be where all of the water
used in the mining operation is either recycled or allowed
to enter settling basins which have no direct overflow
(the water is filtered through the gravel, thereby remov-
ing the suspended soil particles.) However, if the
filtration is not adequate, resulting in violation of
turbidity standards, then an NPDES permit would be
necessary.

(2) A National Pollution Discharge Elimination Systems
(NPDES) permit (required by Public Law 92-500 for all
point source discharges) is issued by DEQ when there is a
direct discharge to the public waters and requires that
State and Federal water quality standards are maintained.
An example would be an operation which, due to geographic
limitations, is not able to provide settling basins large
enough to achieve complete filtration of the waste water.

DEQ Compliance Program

Enforcement of vioclations of permit requirements has not been
adequate to date due to several factors.



(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

Most miners feel that State and Federal pollution control
laws do not apply to their operations, claiming that the
0ld general mining laws of 1872 give them "grandfather"
rights to use the water as they see fit., Therefore, few
miners have ever applied for a waste discharge permit.

It should be noted, however, that a class action suit

was filed in U. S. District Court in March, 1973, against
the State of Oregon and the State DEQ by Harry Steward
and Arthur Davies on behalf of placer gold miners in
Jackson, Josephine and Curry counties charging, among
other things, that their constitutionally protected
private water and mineral rights had been violated.

This suit was dismissed in favor of the State of Oregon
and the State DEQ in both the U. S. District Court and
the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.

Considerable mining activity occurs in remote mountainous
regions of the State away from the major population and
industrial areas which have been higher priority areas

of pollution control. 1In the past, the DEQ did not have
the staff or special equipment necessary to insure com-
pliance with State and Federal water quality standards due
to the amount of travel required on poorly maintained roads.
To a great extent, these limitations of staff and equipment
still exist.

Many miners in the Rogue River basin still feel that the
only State agency controlling mining activities in their
area is the Rogue River Coordination Board (RRCB). This
board was originally formed in 1939 to coordinate placer
mining activities with sports fishing activities with
regard to turbidity caused by mining. Although there
appears to be conflicting State jurisdiction over the
water quality of the Rogue River basin, Attorney General
Lee Johnson, on July 9, 1970, ruled that the Department
of Environmental Quality, having control of water quality
standards for all waters of the State, had the higher
authority regarding water quality in the Rogue basin,
unless the RRCB made regulations (for turbidity only)
that were more restrictive. It appears that the only
useful purpose of the board as it exists today is for
public relations between the miners and fishermen.

When violations of permits or water quality standards
have occurred, DEQ staff have been unable to pursue
compliance requirements to the fullest extent possible.
This was primarily due to other higher priorities and
lack of manpower.

The majority of gold mining operations today are fairly
mobile and portable, thereby making them difficult to
monitor or observe. Small suction dredges and sluice
boxes are popular with weekend recreationalists who
normally do not stay long in any one spot.



One of the major problems foreseen by the DEQ staff in implement-
ing an effective permit program for placer operations will be
the lack of voluntary compliance with State and Federal permit
requirements by many miners, thus, making it necessary to use
legal procedures (i.e., civil penalties, criminal complaints,
etc.) in forcing compliance. This will be time-consuming and
costly. Also, past experience in southwest Oregon has shown
that some miners can be very uncooperative and it may be
necessary to request Oregon State Police assistance during
some violation investigations. During the past year DEQ staff
have been told to leave one active mining claim while
conducting routine surveillance activites.

Division of State Lands Fill and Removal Permit Program

The Oregon Division of State Lands (DSL) requires a fill

and/or removal permit for any operation (gravel removal,
mining, etc.) that moves more than fifty (50) cubic yards

of material within the "bank-full" level of a streambed.

Most small dredges and sluice box operations probably would

not be required to apply for this permit, but larger operations
would need this permit in addition to an NPDES or DEQ waste
discharge permit. As with DEQ, the DSL lacks sufficient man-
power to adequately insure compliance to their regulations.

Current DEQ Policy Regarding Suction Dredges

A large percentage of the "recreational" miners are using
portable suction dredges. Many of these miners are

from other states, such as California and Nevada, that
presently require permits to enter streams during times of
the year when operations are least likely to cause injury
to fishery resources.

When such a person contacts DEQ regarding requirements for
operating a suction dredge in Oregon's waters, it has

been the Department's policy that the miner contact the local
Oregon Wildlife Commission fishery biologist having jursidiction
in the area wishing to be mined. In this way, the streams are
protected from entry during critical spawning times. The
Department has also reserved the right to deny access to a
stream if the suction dredge causes excessive turbidity or
becomes a public nuisance.

Current Regulations on Suction Dredging in Other States

During May, 1974, DEQ staff requested information on placer
mining regulations (including suction dredges) currently

being enforced in Oregon's neighboring states. Most of the
responding State agencies felt that placer mining activities
were being adequately controlled by their water quality
regulations and did not warrant any special concern. Two
states, California and Nevada, did give special attention

to suction dredges. Copies of their reply to DEQ are attached
to this report (Appendix A).

=h=



Basically, both California and Nevada use the same approach in
controlling access to streams by issuing permits, administered
by the State's Department of Fish and Game, which designate
when, where and the type of equipment to be used in suction
dredging. The main emphasis in issuing these permits is for
the protection of anadromous fish spawning areas. The only
apparent difference in the two State permit programs is that
California is more explicit in defining the open or closed
areas of the State. Approximately 3,600 permits were issued
by the California Department of Fish and Game in 1973.

CONCLUSIONS:

A. Proposed DEQ Staff Recommendation for Control of Placer Operations

Current State and Federal regulations require that mining
operations having a discharge to public waters (direct or
indirect) apply to the Department of Environmental Quality

for an appropriate waste discharge permit prior to operating
mine. At this time very few of the major mining operators

have applied for permits even though they were on the initial
NPDES mailing list. Since it is likely that most mining
activity will resume next January or February (coincident with
availability of water), the staff would recommend the following
course of action:

(1) A certified letter be sent to all known operators of
active placer claims explaining the State and Federal
permit requirements and supplying them with appropriate
application forms.

(2) If applications are received, Department staff shall
review each application on its own merit in regard to
water quality standards, effluent limitations, mixing
zones, etc. to ensure that State water quality standards
will be met outside of the mixing zone. Current standards
most directly related to mining activities address
turbidity levels and siltation.

(3) If no response is received within thirty (30) days,
attempt to personally contact the operators, explaining
the permit requirements and possible legal penalties for
non-compliance.

(4) If a mining activity resumes without having applied for
the appropriate permits, the regional staff, the enforce-
ment division and legal counsel should meet and decide
the next course of action (civil penalty, criminal complaint,
etc.) depending on the circumstances in each case.

Based on past experience, the DEQ staff feels that the
many miners will not voluntarily comply with current
regulations. This will probably change in time, but may
initially require considerable enforcement activity on
the part of Department Staff and EQC (appeals on permit
conditions and/or permit denials.)



(5) The Department should cocordinate enforcement activities with
other State and Federal agencies (i.e., Division of State
Lands, Department of Forestry, Forest Service, Bureau of
Land Management, etc.).

Proposed DEQ Staff Recommendations for Control of Suction Dredges

Those people contacting DEQ regarding permit requirements for
suction dredges represent only a few of the total number of
miners actually using this type of equipment. While many
people are aware of the need to protect water quality when
using suction dredges, they fail to realize the potential for
damaging spawning gravel.

Therefore, in an effort to afford greater protection for
Oregon's fishery resource, the Oregon DEQ staff make the
following recommendations for control of suction dredges:

(1) The Director of DEQ should approach the Director of
the Oregon Wildlife Commission requesting his opinion
as to the suitability of a state-wide permit program
being adopted and administered by the OWC similar to
programs now being used by California and Nevada Fish
and Game departments.

(2) If a favorable reply is received from the OWC Director,
then the directors of DEQ and OWC should appoint appro-
priate staff members to a committee for formulating
legislation pertaining to the use of suction dredges.
Upon adoption of a permit program by the OWC, the
Department should administratively exempt suction dredges
from needing a State water quality permit.

(3) If an unfavorable reply is received from the OWC Director,
then the DEQ Director should appoint appropriate staff
members to formulate policies and regulations to be
administered and enforced by DEQ.

(4) After tentative policies and regulations have been formed,
public hearings should be scheduled. These meetings
should be held in locations close to centers of mining
activities, that is, in northeastern and southwestern
Oregon. As soon as public testimony has been analyzed,

a final draft of the regulations shall be prepared and
presented before the Environmental Quality Commission
for their action.

(5) Until new regulations are formulated, the Department
should continue its policy of requiring suction dredge
operators to get written permission from the OWC and
comply with DSL fill and removal permits when deemed
necessary.

-8—



DIRECTOR'S RECOMMENDATIONS:

A, DEQ staff proceed as rapidly as possible to reinitiate the
permit application process on all placer operations, except
suction dredges

B. The Director arrange necessary meetings with the OWC regarding
a permit program for suction dredges. If concurrence is
received, DEQ staff will assist in preparation of appropriate
legislation.

(647 If OWC concurrence is not received, DEQ staff should proceed
to formulate policies and regulations for suction dredges to
be administered and enforced by DEQ.

)

i2(7
RTW:ss Pl ;. . * LRt

Kessler R. Cannon
Director

Attachments



STATE OF NEVADA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

1100 VALLEY RoAaD, RENO, NEVADA . TELEPHONE 784-6214
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IN REPLY REFER TO:

June 25, 1974

Mr. R. Terry Westfall l
Southwest Regional Office

1000 S.E. Stephens Street

Roseburg, Oregon 97470

Dear Mr. Westfall:

At the present time we have not been having problems in con-
nection with placer mining activities and with our existing water
pollution laws, I feel that we can prevent such operations if they
allowed any material to go into our streams which would be dele-
terious to fishlife. However we have had substantial interest in

Wg' T —

I am sending a copy of Section 503.425 of our Fish and Game
laws which gives our Department the authority to have some control
over this activity. I am further sending you copies of our appli-
cation form, our permit form and informational sheet pertaining to
suction dredging operations.

The seasons we have set up for dredging are dependent upon
the species involved. Generally speaking, however, they are as
follows: with those streams having both spring and fall spawning
species of fish, the season in which we allow dreging is from June
1 through September 30. On those having only spring spawning
species, the season is June 1 through December 31 and those having
only fall spawning species have a season from March 1 through
September 30.

I trust that this information may be of interest and help to

you.
Sincerely,
GLEN K. GRIFFITH, DIRECTOR
v omar
Thomas J. A% Chief
Division Jof FAisheries
TJT:vh

Encs:




PERMIT TO OPERATE SUCTION DREDGE

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

In accordance with Section 503.425 of our Fish and Game laws, a
copy of which is attached,

Name of Applicant

Address

is authorized to operate the following described vacuum or suction
dredge

Make Model Size
Waters and seasons in which the above described dredge may be operated:

Waters (Streams or Lakes) Seasons

This permit is issued only for the operation of the dredge as it
pertains to fishlife. It does not give authorization for the permittee
to trespass upon lands owned by private individuals and is subject to the
landowners permission over which the permittee may have to pass to gain
access to his area of operation.

This permit may be cancelled in the event damages to fisheries re-
sources ar« found to occur.

Glen K. Griffith, Director
NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF FISH & GAME
P.0. Box 10678, Reno, Nv. 89510

Dated:




FE

Application Form
for
Dredging Permit
Nevada Department of Fish and Game

Applicants Name:

Address:

Make of Dredge:

Model of Dredge:

Size of Dredge:

Location(s) where dredge is anticipated to be used. Streams or lakes are
to be specified. Dredging seasons will be assigned to the waters depending
on the individual streams or lakes involved and the species of fish found
in them and appear on the permit issued.

Stream or Lake County

Signature

Date

Send to: Nevada Department of Fish and Game
P.0. Box 10678
Reno, Nevada 89510



NEVADA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
P.0. Box 10678
Reno, Nevada 89510

503.425 DREDGING OPERATIONS: PERMITS: UNLAWFUL ACTS.

1. Prior to any person's using any vacuum or suction dredge
equipment in any river, stream or lake of this state, he shall

submit an application to the department specifying the type and
size of equipment to be used and its location. If the depart-

ment determines that such operations will not be deleterious

to fish it shall issue a permit to the applicant.

2. It is unlawful for any person to:

(a) Conduct such dredging operations without securing
a permit;

(b)

(c)

Operate any equipment other tham that specified in
the permit; or

Conduct such operation outside the area designated
on the permit. (Added to NRS by 1969,1368)

NOTE :

In specifing the location, indicate the portion
of a stream in which operations are anticipated
to be conducted. For example, Carson River in one
mile section above Cradlebaugh Bridge.

Also, In issuing permits, the department designates
the time of year when such dredging operatiens may
be conducted to avold damage to egg deposits of the
species of fish involved in the stream in which the
dredging operations are to be conducted,



Nevada Department of Fish and Game
P.0. Box 10678
Reno, Nev. 89510

INFORMATION LEAFLET
DREDGING OPERATIONS

Section 503.425 of Nevada Revised Statutes States:
503.425 Dredging operations: Permits; unlawful acts.

1. Prior to any person's using any vacuum or suction dredge
equipment in any river, stream or lake of this State, he shall
submit an application to the Department specifying the type and
size of equipment to be used and its location. If the Department
determines that such operations will not be deleterious to fish
it shall issue a permit to the applicant.

2. It is unlawful for any person to:
(a) Conduct such dredging operations without securing a permit;

(b) Operate any equipment other than that specified in the
permit; or

(c) Conduct such operation outside the area designated on the
permit.

To be in conformance with this above section it is the objective of the Nevada
Department of Fish and Game to prevent undue damage to fisheries resources by allow-
ing dredging operations on Nevada waters only during the periods when eggs or
embryonic young or the habitat are not vulnerable. This depends upon the species
of fish present in the waters involved and water temperatures that prevail. Some
species of fish spawn primarily in the spring, others primarily in the fall.

In order to obtain a permit for dredging operations, the following information
should be supplied to the Nevada Fish and Game Department when applying for a permit:

1. Type of dredge which will be used.

2 Size of dredge which will be used.

3. Location (streams or lakes or portions thereof) in which dredge
will be used.

There is no charge for a dredging permit.



STATE OF CALII;-OR‘NlA—THE RESOURCES AGEN RONALD REAGAN, Governor

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

ROOM 1015, RESOURCES BUILDING
1416 NINTH STREET © SACRAMENTO 95814

JUL g 1974

Mr. Richard P. Reiter

Regional Administrator

Department of Environmental Quality
Southwest Regional Office

1000 S. E. Stephens Street
Roseburg, Oregon 97470

Dear Mr. Reiter:

Your letter of May 15, 1974 requests information concerning
California's approach to control of water pollution due to
gold mining.

California has not to date faced any significant water quality
degradation as a result of placer mining for gold. Our Central
Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, which has juris-—
diction over most of the areas of the state susceptible to
placer mining, reports that it has between twelve and fifteen
outstanding permits for discharges from placer mines but that
very few of these mines operate on a regular basis.

When a permit is issued for placer mining, it generally contains
two major provisions: (1) that the effluent from the washing
operation contain no more than .2 ml/liter of settleable solids
and (2) that the discharge not result in an increase of more
than 10 percent in the turbidity of the receiving waters.

California has experienced a recent upsurge in the amount of
gold minIng using suction dredees. HRegulation of suction
Cane. 1L TOME o e R ep T IR S o o G oo rot s
Game alth ater Quality Control Boards
Tave" concurrent jurisdiction to issue permits or take enforce-—
ment action. Under the program of the Department of Fish and

Game, approximately 3,600 permits for operation of suction
dredgm The Department's permit appli-
cation distingul dredges with intakes greater

than 12 inches in diameter and those with intakes less than
12 inches. The majority of the permits issued are for dredges

in the latter category. IThese smaller dredges result _in very
m_iggg_eﬁwmmm particularly ce most suction

dredging is done in fast-water areas where little silt can

@@

RECYCLED PAPER



Mr. Richard P. Reiter -2— JUL g 1974

These locations are listed on the permit
application rorm, a copy of which is enclosed.

Regional Water Qua 1ty
ontro oards also have power to seek judicial relief, including
an injunction and fines of up to $10,000 per day, against anyone
who discharges pollutants, including silt, in violation of
certain sections of the California Water Code. I have enclosed
a copy of pertinent parts of that code. Sections 13304 and
13385 should be of particular interest to you.

Should you have any further questions concerning California's
water quality control program, please let me know.

Sincerely,

Blll B. D

Executive Offlcer

Enclosures
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FHEPASE IN BURLICH T

5 .1::“. L RI:II’:”
APPLICATION FOR PERMIT TO OPZrPATE VACUUM OR SUCTION DRZDGE
I hereby make application for a (check onz) Standardi#® __ Speclali#n¥
vermit 1o use a vacuum or suction dredge for the czlspdar yeer of, >
or r the remaining portion of the year from the date of permit issuance.
TAME
ADDRESS
cITyY STATS z212,
Type of Operstion: (check cne) Mining Other

Explain "Other”, if checked

#¥Standerd Permit - A standerd ceradt is valid only for wuse of dradges with an inzake
liameter of 12 inckhag or less and in waters open to d;ﬁﬁ"ing. A sterdard vermit may be

B BN

issued by any one of the regional offices or by headquarters office

, Or any dredge
ecial permit
if' a specisl

#*Specdal Permit = Dredges with an intake larger than 12 inches in diameter
ocrerated in waters ctherwise closed to dredging, way be used 'only wit
issued by the regiconal ofllce of the region in which the water is located.
permit is desired, Till in the followlng:

Slze of dredge Waters and ocatlions wnere you desire %o dredze
(list rangs, township, section where touaible) ¢
T hereby certify that I have read the provisions of Sec n 5653 of tke California Fish and

ooy S

Came Code anpd Section ;28, Title 14, Califorania ndmlnlsurat1Vﬁ Code, and that I undersisnd
and agree o be bound by all the terms set forth in the permit issued pursuant to the above
ramed sections. :

lication Sigrnatare of Applicaat

e
0
(.3

Date of-

%f
’Cl

(See Reguiations on raverse)

DO NOT WRITE IN THE SPACE BELCW - FOR OFFICTAL USE ONLY
VALIDATION: _
Date Permit Number * Permit Valid During e

The applicant is hereby authorized to operate a vacuum or suction dredge with intake dia-
ieter of 12 iaches or less In waters of this state 1n accordance with the attached list

of oren and/or closed waters. Such list is a part of tRis permit,

Signed

Title

PG Q65 Rev. 11/AA



HEGLURCES AGERCY CF CALIFCRMIA

DEPARTMENT GF FISH AND GAMZ

LIST OF OPEN AND/CH CLOSED AREAS-FOR USE WITH 3TANDARD PEFMIT
Al‘PS UMLESS S0 SPECIFIED

(SPEGIAL PERFITS NOT VALID iV THES
A

Vi
IN THE SPEZCIAL PERM

3
.2

.

FOR THE CALENDAR YEAR 1573

CALIFOANIA 13 DIVIDED IHTO FIVE ZCHES WHICK ARE LISTED EELCY WITH THE DATES WHEN SUGTION AND VAGULM OREDSIRG 15 PLRSI
Iy EACH ZONE.

LONE A CLOSED WATERS ~- NO DREDGING PEFMITTED AT ANY TIME
ZOME B OPZY 70 DREDGING FACM JULY ] THAQUSH AUGUST 31.
e G CPEN 7O DRECAING FACM JULY 1 THROUGH SEPTEMUER 30.
IGHE D CPEN 7O DRECGING FRCHM MAY 15 THRCUGH SEPTEMBER 30,
IQME E OPEN TO DREDGING THRCUGHOUT THE YEAR,

COUNTY AREAS ARE iNCLUDED IN ONE CR FCRE OF THE ABOVE ZONES. IN ADDITICH TG THE ZCNE OR ZCNES LISTED CPPOSITE CCUNYIES
BELCYW, MOST COUNTIES A5 INOICATED 8Y AN ASTERISK (7°) MAVE SOME FUHTHER DETAILED RESTAICTICNS OR ADDITIGNAL OPEN VWATERS.

TH" £ "L'RT-IER ﬁ"STﬂ CTIQ.{S CR UlTh, AL UP"N M\Tfr’o A“‘E LISTEC ALPHABETICALLY CH THE FOLLOWING PAGES BY STREAM OR VA TER

If THE COUNTY IS NOT LIS730 BELOJ, IT IS IN ZCHE E.
ALPINE ALL WATERS ZGNE C.
AMADORY EAST CF HIGHWAY #49 IS8 ZCNE C, REMA INDER ZOME E,
BUTTE* ZONE C.
CALAVEAAS ¥ EAST OF HIGHJAY #49 1S ZCME C, REMAINOER ZOME E.
DEL CATE ZONE 0, EXCEPT KLAMATH RIVER WHIGH 1S 2CNE E.
EL GORADO® EAST CF HIGHWAY 749 IS ZONE G, REMAINDER ZONE E.
FRESHO 20ME E,
HIMROLOT* ZCNE 0.
IPERIAL ¥ IONE E.
Yo ZONE A. . i
KERN¥ ZONE E. S
LASSEN ZCNE D.
LOS ANGELES® ZONE E.
MADERA ™ 70NE E.
MAR | POSAH EAST OF HIGHWAY #49 IS ZONE G, REMAINDER ZONE E,
MERCEDH® ZCNE £,
#onoc ZGNE D.
MONO ZONE A,
HEVADA® EAST OF HIGHYAY #49 IS ZONE C, REMAINDER 7ONE E.
CRANGE® ZONE E. .
PLACE R EAST OF HIGHVAY #49 15 ZOME G, REMAINDER ZONE E.
PLUMASH Z0ME C,
RivERS DS ZONE E.
SACRAMENTO I0NE £,
SAN HERMARD INOF GHE E.
SAN JOAQUIN® ZONE £, .
SHASTA* ZCHE D.
SIERRA* Z0ME C,
S1SK1YOU Z0ME D.
STANISLAUS® ZO0ME E.
TEHAMAK ZCHE D, . T e
TRINITY® Z0NE' D,
TULAREH ZONE €.
TUOLUMNE* EAST CF HIGHWAY #49 IS ZONE G, REMAINDER ZONE E,
YA ¥ Z0ME E.

SEE FOLLOWING ALPHABETICAL LISTING OF STREAMS, LAKES OR RIVERS, g

(conTinues )



FAGE 2 »

NZ REGUIATIONS - AZDITIOMAL wATZRS G2 4

ALL WATERS 14 NATIONAL PARES AND HATIONAL MOMUMENTS ARt ZCNE A

AN RIVZR { SACRAMENTO COU“!TY) FROM A FOINT APPROXIVATELY 3 ™ILZ3 UFSTREXN FRAY THE WATT AVENLLE ZRIDGE U
5 OAF IS ZOME 8.

LFERICAN RIVER, NORTH FORK (EL DORADG AND PLACEA COUNTIZS ), FROM FULSOM RESERYCIA UPSTAZAY TO MOUTH CF HUMBUG LA-YUN
(5N AVIE 38) 1S ZoME £, .

AMERICAN HIVEIR, NORTH FORR GF THE HCATH FCRA (PLACER COLNT Al TS JLMNCTICN WITH ThE LCRTH FCR: CF THE AMERICAN FIVER

e
UPSTREAM TO THE RAWHIGE MINE FOOTBRIDGE {T15% R11E §33) I3
AYERICAN RIVER, MIODLE FURK (ZL CORADO ARO PLACER COLETIZ3). FROM TS JUNCTICY “ITH THE LCRTH FORY 5 THE AMERILAN RIVER
UPSTREAM TO THE CONFLUENGE WITH THE RUSICCH & I¥ER $5 Z0ut
AISRICAN RIVER, NOKTH FCRE OF THE MIODLE FCRX {PLACER CCLLTY). FROM ITS JUNCTIZH wiTH 752 MIBDLE FCAK OF THE AMERILAL
RIVER UPSTHEAM TO THE SRIDSE ON THE MIGHIGAN BLUFF (DEATU0D) LAST CHANCE TRAIL {715M RT2Z 532} IS ZICME E.

A-ERICAN RIYER, SGUTH FCRK(EL DORADO COUNTY). FROM FOLSOM RESERVOIZ UPSTREAM TO THE HISHAY 50 CRGISING AT RIVERTCH 1S
= E

& SGUTH FCRK OF Thi AMERICAN HIVE U”

AMERICAN RIVER, SOUTH FORK TRIBUTARIES (EL DORADO COUNTY}, ALL TRIZUTARIE ¥ R FH
?T FOR WeBER CREEK AEGVE HIGHwWAY 50 CROCSS

. E3 T
FOL3CM RESEAVOIR UPSTREAM TO GHYLL EAR ERIQEZ (T1iN R10Z 335) ARE Z1-E E, EXC
wHICH 15 ZGNe C. ' '

G
E

EEAR RIVER (WEVADA AXD PLACER COUNTIES ). FROM HIGHWAY 45 UPSTREAM T CUTCH FLAT POWERKOUSE (T16% A10E S27) 1S ZCHE €,

E. FRCHM COYERED

BuTTE €Eh (BUTTE CCUNTY)., FRCM SUTTER CCLNTY LINE UPSTREZAM T{J- .
Ct .;r_.i‘HLl‘

BH!UGE on HGKEY RUN GRADE (722N RZE §$25) UPSTRZIAM TO GEMTIAVILLE
PCWERHOUSE UPSTREAM TO THE INTAKE GF GENTERVILLE DITCH (723N R3E

GUN GRADE i3 ZOM
F

t
S5) 18 ZONE 3. FROM

(A4S S Ia ]

CALAVERAS RIVER AND TRIBUTAAIES (CALAVERAS COUNTY ). FROM HIGHWAY 43 UPSTREAM TO THE COLNTY ROAD CGNAIGTING THE TOWRS OF

MOUNTAIN HANGH AND WEST POINI ARE Z0NE E. .
CARSCN RIVER, EAST FCAK AND TRIBUTARIES (ALPINE COUNTY). FACh 178 CONFLUZNGE w1TH BAGLEY VALLEY CRESx (TON A21Z 527)
UPSTREAM 1S ZOHE A,

COLCRADO RIVER TRIBUTARIES { IMPERIAL, RIVERSIZE MO San ZERNAA0INO €O --‘EHES), ZLL S16E SLIUSHS ANL SR BUTARIES CF THE
CGLORADO RIVER ARE ZCHE A, MALIN CHANNEL 1S ZChE E. '

OGE ABOUT & MUILE ABOVE
D THE €Ok Ff.',;'*Ci WITH

S "l VER fSAf‘W’!E*IT" AMADCR AMD £L 0ORADO COUNTIZS), FROM TS W&
'PSTREAM TO THE LAWG”E HiGHWAY ERIDGE i3 ZCNE 8. <30 THE LATAGE
1TH AND MIDDLE FORK OF THE COSLMNeS RIVEIR 1S ZONE Z,

..4(_:

COtisUtses RIVER, NORTH FOH" (EL DCRAGG CCUATY). FRCM 1TS JUNCTION WiTH THE MIUDLE FORK OF THE COSL-NES RIVER UPSTREAM TO

THE ER1EGE GF Ih[ SCMERSET-PLEASANT VALLEY F."‘J 15 ZO0NE <,

CCSUMNES RIVER, MIDOLE FORK (
AL

L GGRADO COUNTYJ. FROM ITS JUNCTICN WITH THE NCRTH FCRK CF THE COSUMAES BIVER DLRFSTREMM TU
EARERS FCRO ON THE AUKLM-3CMERS

E
RSET RCAD 18 ICic E.
FACM 175 JUNCTICGN ITH THE-t11ZE2Lc FORE COF THE COSUMMES RIVER

COSUMNES RIVER, SCUTH FORK (AMADOR AND EL DCRADO COUNTIES)
UPSTREAM 70 THE COUNTY ROAD GRIDGE Al RIVER PINES 1S ZONE

BEEP CRELK AND TRIBUTARIES (SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY). FACM ThE MOUTH LPSTREA IS ZOHE A
DEER CREEK (MEVADA COUNTY). FRCM PONUEROSA wAY FELOW ROLGH AND READY FALLS (Tish R7Z S13) UPSTREAM TO HIGHWAY 49 1S ZONE C.

FEATHER RIVER {8UTTE CCUTY). FRCM ITS CONFLUENCE WITH =CNCUT CREEX {T174 R3IE §27) UPSTAZAM TG THE FEATHER RIVER
HATCHERY F1SH FARRIER DAM (T19N R4E S8) 1S ICTHE 8. {

FEATHER RIVER, NORTHFORK (BUTTE AND PLUMAS CGUNTIES). FACM OROVILLE RESERVOIR LPSTREAM TO ITS CCHFLUENCE WITH THE
EAST ERANCH OF THE NORTH FORK FEATEER RIVER 1S ZCHE E. ;

FEATHER RIVER, EAST BRANCH OF THE NORTH FORK {BUTTE COLNTY). FRCM THE JUNCTION WITH THE NCRTH FCRK CF THE FEATHER
RIVER UPSTREAM TO THE COMFLUEMCE OF INDIAN AND SPANISH CREEKS 15 ZONE E. )

FEATHER RIVER, WEST BRANCH OF THE WORTH FORK (BUTTE COUNTY). FROM C30VILLE RESEnVOIR UPSTREAM TG THE HEAD DAM OF THE
UPPER 1110GERE DITCH (TZ 3N R4E S30) 1S ZONE E.

FEATHER RIVER, MIDDLE FORK (Bl TTE £ND PLUMAS CCUNTIES), FROH CROVILLE HESERVOIR LPSTREAM TO 1TS CCHFLUENCE WITH MELSOM
CREEK (723N R10E S16) 1S ZOME A.

{(conTinueD)



STRER ALVER, 3CTH FORY {GJTTE AMG PLo, -5 COLMTIES). FACH CROVILLE RESEFVOIN Urou 2 TC LITTLE GRASS VALLEY Lin
PR RGE B41) 18 ZIGKE E, :

FLACHN GAZDr {(NEVADA COUMTY). FRON THE LOL;H UPSTREAN TG EUCHEYE FUAD (T18N R10E S$19) 1S ZONE E.
LY St CREEF {O<ANGE COMNTY). FRUM THE MOUTH UPSTREAM 1§ ZOUE A,
SO CPEES (NIWSDA CUUNTY). FRUM THE OUTH LPSTAEZAM 18 ZOMNE E. .
PFENJENEE C%Em (MEVADRA AND SIERRA COUNTIZS), FAGM INDEFEiDINCE LAKE upsrﬁEAﬁ 15 ZOhE A,
F1LAKA CRSEK ARD TRIBUTARIES (SIERRA COUMTY). FRCM THE MOUTH UPSTREAM IS ZONE E.
?AMEAHVQ1VER ARG TRISUTAAIES (TULARE COUNTY). FROM TESMIEUS 01 UPSTREAM IS ZGE C.
KERN RIVER AlJ TRIBUTARIES (KEAN AND TULARE CCUNTIES). FRUY {SABELLA DAM LPSTREAM IS ZONE C.
KINGS RIVER AW TRIAUTARIES (FRESNO CCUNTY). FHCM THE HIGHAAY‘IBU SRICGE AT CEKLTERVILLE LPSTREAM 1S ZOME C,

¢ KLAATH A1VER (DEL NORTE, HUMBOLDT AVD SISKIYOU COUNTIES). FACH THE MOUTH UPSTREAM TC THE JUNCTION OF THE SCOTT RIVER 1§
Zohe E,

LiTTLE RCCK CREEK AND TRIBUTARIES [Lu.S ANGELES COU NTY) FRCM THE SYCAMORE CAMP GROUMD iN ANGLES NATICHAL FCREST UPSTREAM

I3 ZCKE A,
MAGKLIN CHEEK (NEVADA CCUNTY). FRGY ITS CONFLUENGE WITH THE MIDOLE FORK YUES hiVER {T19H R12E S16) UPSTREAM 1S ZUNE A.
MERCED RIVER (MERCED CCUNTY), FHCM THE SANTA FErHAiLQAY ZRIOGE (BETWEEL BALLICG AND CREASY) UPSTREAM TO THE CHCGKER-HUFFIAL
MOLELLMME RIVER (AMADOR, CALAYERAS, AND SAK JCAQUIN COUNTIES). FROM LOCKEFORD UPSTREAM TO PARDEE DAM IS ZONE B.  FRCHM
| ©A4DZE DAM UPSTAEAM TO THE CONFLUENGE OF TLE NGATH AND MIDDLE FORKS 18 Z00E E,
Ul CREEK (BUTTE COUNTY). FRCM ITS JUNCTION WITR 816G CHICO GREEK UPSTREAM IS ZONE E.
FUCK GREEX (BUTTZ COUNTY). FAGM ITS JUNCTICH WITH BIG CHICO CREEK UPSTREAM TG THE BUTTE~TEMAMA CCUNTY LINE 1S ZONE E.

i ‘35[0‘1 RIVER {PLACER COUNTY). i-HCi": ITS JUNCTION WwiTH THE MIODLE FORK OF THE AMERICAN RIVER UPSTREAM TO THE GROREE TOM
PVIGE-AALSTCN HYDGE ROAD CROSSING {TnZM R12E S7) IS 2CHE E.

SASHAMENTO RIVER (TZ‘:HAV?A AND SHASTR CCEH”ES)- - FRCM THE SQUAW HILL BRIDGE (EETWEEN CORN11G £ 0 VL\'A) UPSTREAM TO KESWICK
AN 1S ZCUHE A, .

SACRAMENTO RIVER (BUTTE COLNTY). ZONE E.
“3li GASRIEL RIVER, EAST FORK AND TRISUTARIES (LOS ANGELES GOUNTY). FAM CATTLE CARYON UPSTREAM 1S ZGNE A.
CAL GABRIEL RIVER, WEST FORK AND TRIBUTARIES (LOS ANGELES CCUNTY). FROM RILCCH GUARD STATION UPSTREAM 1S ZONE A,
SAYN JCAGQUIN RiVER AND TRIBUTARIES (FRESNO AND MADERA CGUNTIES). FACM THE MORTH FORK-AUBERRY ROAD SRIDGE LPSTREAM IS 20NE C,
SANTA ANA RIVER AND TAIBUTARISS (SAk BERNARDINO COUNTY ). FRCM THE MOUTH OF BEAR CREEK UPSTAEAM 1S ZONE A, .
SANTIAGC CREEK {GRAMGE COUNTY)s WITHIN THE CLEVELAND NAT!ONAL FGREST 1S ZONE A,
QTCHMAN CREER (NEVADA CCUNTY). FROM THE MOUTH UPSTREAM IS ZCNE €, -
SHADY GREEK (HEVADA COLWTY). FRCM THE MOUTH UPSTREAM IS ZOME E.

SHIRTTAIL CREEK (PLACER COUNTY). FRCM ITS JUNCTION WITH THE MORTH FCRK OF THE AMERICAN RIVER LUPSTREAM YO THE MOUTH GF
REFUGE CANYCH (714N R10E S9) 15 ZONE E.

STANISLAUS RIVER (CALAVERAS, TUOLUMNE, SAN JOAGUIN AND STANISLALS COUKTIES). FRCM THE SALTA FE RAILWAY ERILGS UPSTREANM TC
SC0CWIN DAM 1S ZONE B.

STEEPHOLLOW CREEXK (NEVADA COUNTY). FROM THE MOUTH UPSTREAM TO CAMELS HUMP RCAD (T15W R10E §5) 1S ZONE E.
STRINITY RUVER (HuMBCLOT AMD TRINITY CCUNTIES). FRIM ITS SOMFLLINLE wiTH T
FGE NCRTH FTR¥ IS ICNE €,

LIFINE 2IVER (STAMISLALS COUNTY), FR0M THE WATERFORD BHIDGE UPSTRTAY T LA GRAXS GE 04 'S ICA B,

UL
LCAND CREEK (PLACER COUMTY), FROM MOSQUITO RICTE RGAD (T14k AN11E S30)upsTrzam 0 FACASON
i

= KLASADL Siverd UPSTREAM TC THE JUNCTIGH CF

-’:. S30UFETE MIND TAILINGE ZLHP
(Te4n A11E S35} 18 20HE E,
WEGER CREEK (EL DCRASC COLATY). FROM $12HwAY 50 CACSSING UPSTJZAM 1S 2CRE ©

Ve
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© L WOLE CREEF (WEVADA COUNTY). FROM THE TARR DITCH G VERS 10N (31 HEE 310) UPSTRZAM IS ICHE C. N

..... [
YURA AIVER (YOIBN COUNTY).  FRCM A PGIHT 4 MUILES EAST OF MARYSVILLE UPSTREAM TO EXGLEERIGHT DAM IS ZONE 6.

HOATH FORR (SIEHFEA AMD YUEA COUNTIES}. FR(M THE CQNFLUENCE OF THE MIDOLE FCHK OF YUEA RIVER UPSTAZA TC THE
TH FIDOLE CREEXK 13 ZONE E,

Yi{BA RIVER, MIDOLE FORX (I.-E"-.’AGA, SIERRA AND YUBA COUNTIES). FRUM THE CONFLUENCE CF THE NORTH FCRk CF YUBA RIVER LESFREAM
10 THEE JUNCTION WITH KANARA CRCzK IS ZCHE E. ¢

D YUBA COUNTIES). FROM ITS JUNGTICN WITH THE YUSBA RIVER UPSTREAM TO EDWARDS CROSSING
Ak C

{Ti7N Res u”’,-, AND ThE SOUTH FOAK OF THE YUBA RIYER FRUM ITS JUNCTIGN WITH POCEMANS CREER UPSTREAIM 70 THE ';{f.‘.l EAGLE

YHEA RIVER, SCUTH FORK(NEVADA A
P
MinE (T178 R11E 811) ARE ZOME E

_— = o ma

H__»'ﬂ_f‘fu“F CCDE. (A) iT IS UNLAWFUL TO CON DUGT ARY i) \i“' OPERATICNS IN THE THINITY AND RLAMaTR B1VER

15
15
[3TAICT CEvwech JULY 1ST AND MOVEMEER 30TH EXCEPT WHEN THE DEER1S, SUBSTANCES, TAILiNGS OR OFTHER EFFLLEMT
TIONS 20 NOT AND CANNCT PASS IMTO THE WATERS OF THAT DISTRICT,

{8) 17 1S UNLAWFUL BETWEEH JULY 1ST AND HCVEMBER 30TH TO PCLLUTE, MUDDY, CONTAMINATE, GR ROIL THE WATERS OF IHE
TRINITY AND KLAMATH RIVER FISH AHD GAME DISTRICT. 1T 1S UNLAWFUL BETWEEL IH(JQE DATES TO DEPOSIT I OR L;\uut, SLFTER. C.rt
PROCURE TO BE OZFUSITED 15, FEAMIT TO PASS INTQ, CH PLAGE WikERE iT CAn PASS 1%TC, SUCH WATERS, ALY DEcRIS Gadia
TAILINGS FROM HYDRAULIG, PLACER, MILLIHG, CR OTHER MINING OPERATICN AFFECTING THi CLARITY OF SLCH WATERS., THZ CLA{.!TT G
SUCH WATERS SHALL BE OEEMED AFFECTED WHIN SUCH WATEAS AT A POINT A DISTANCE GF OHE MILE BELCw THe COMFLUENGT GF THE
RLAMATH RIVER AND TrE SALMON HIVER OR AT A FOINT A DISTARCE OF ONE MILE DELCW THE CONFLUENCE OF THE SOUTH FOHA OF THE
TRIMITY RAVER AND THE TAIGITY RIVER, COnTAIN FIFTY (50) PARTS PER-MILLICN, BY WEIGHT, CF SUSPENDED MATTER, MOT !LHCLUDING
VEGETABLE MATTER IN SUSPEHSIGH AND SUSPENOED MATTER OCCURRING IN THE STREAM CR STREAMS DLE TO AN ACT OF (:OD,

{C) 17 1S UNLAWFUL, BETWEEN JULY 137 AND NOVEMGER 30TH TQ CARRY GN CR GCPERATE ANY HYDRAULLC MINE GF AKY KIND O,
ALONG, OR IN ANY WATERS FLOWING INTO THE TRINITY AND WKIAMATH RIVER DISTRICT. HOWEVER, KROTHING REREIN CONTAINED SHALL
PREVENT THE OPERATION OF A HYDRAULIC MINE WHERE THE TAILINGS, SUBSTANCE, OR DEGRIS, OR OTHER EFFLUENT THEREFACH DGES KOT
08 WILL AOT PASS IMTO THE WATERS CF THE TRINITY AHD KLAMATH RIVER FISH AHD GAME [H..\TFHCTJ BETWEEN SUCH GATES, ALkD ANY
PERSON, FIAM, OR CCRPOHEATION ENGAGED IMN HYDRAULIC MINING SHALL HAVE THE RIGHT LNTIL THE FIFTEENTR DAY CF .JLIl"’ 70 USE.
WATER FCAR THE PURPCSE CF CLEANING UP, )

[0) AMNY STHUCTURE UR CUNTRIVANCE WHICH CAUSES OR CONTRIBUTES, IN WHGLE CR IN FART, TU THE CCRDITION, THE CALSING OF
WHIGH 1S IH THIS SECTION PROHIBITED, 1S & PUSLIC NUISANCE, AND ANY PERSOM, FCRM, Uh CORPORATION MAINTAINING OR FPESTITTING
IT 1§ GUILTY OF MAINTALIHING A P!JdL!L. SULSANGE , AND 1T I3 THE QuTY OF THE DISTRILT ATTORNEY OF THE COUMYY WHIRE Tt
CONDITION CCCURS OH THL AGTS CREATING THE PUBLIC NUISANCE OCCUR, TO BaING ACTICH TO ABATE SUCH KUISAMGE,

HL

§E LTlm 14037, FISH ANO GAME CCOE, THE FOLLCWING CCNSTITHTES THE TRINITY AND ELAMATH RIVER FISH AND GAME DISTRILT .

THE RLamdTH AIYER AMD THE WATERS Ilﬂ z0F, FOLLOWING 173 MEANDERINGS FR(M THE MOUTH OF THE KLAMATH RIYER 1N OZIL HORTE
COUNTY TO TS CONFLUENCE WITH THE SALMON RI‘JER AND ALSO THE TRINITY RIVER AED THE WATERS THERECUF, FOLLOWING 178
PEANDERINGS FRCM ITS COHFLUENCE WiTH TRE KLAI IA}'H RIVER IN THE COLMTY GF HUMBOLOT TO ITS CONFLUENCE WITH THE SGUTH FORK
GF THE SAI1D TRIMITY RIVER,

AND GAME COOE. AMY PERSON WHO SUESTANTIALLY DIVEATS CR CBSTAUCTS THE nATuRAL FLOW OR SUBSTARTIALLY
p L%Awh L OR EANK OF ANY RIVER,, STREAM OR LAKE, OR USES ANY MATERIAL FRCM THE SIR 0§, SHALL NOTIFY
T OF SLCH OPERATICNS, EXCEPT WHEN THE CEPARTMENT HAS BESH MOTIFIED FLRSUANT TO SECTION 1801, THE DESARTHENT
WITHIN 30 DAYS OF RECEIPT OF SUCH NGTICE, OR WITHIN THE TIrME DETERMIKED BY MUTUAL WRITTEN AGREEMENT, SHALL, WHEN AN
EXISTING FISH OR GAME RESGURCE MAY B€ SUBSTANTIALLY ADVERSELY AFFECTED 8Y SUGH CPERATICNS, SUEMIT TO THE PERSCH ITS
DGPDFSALG AS TO MEASURES NECESSARY TO PROTECT FISH AMO WILOLIFE, THE DEPARTMENT SHALL NOTIFY THE AFFECTED PARTIES THAT

T SHALL MAKE CHSITE INVESTIGATION OF THE OPERATICN AND SHALL MAKE SUCH INVESTIGATICN BEFORE IT SHALL FROPOSE AWY MEASIRE
usc:sdAav TG PROTECT THE F1SH AND WILDLIFE, ;
THIH 14 DAYS OF RECEIPT OF THE DEPARTMERT'S PROPCSALS, THE AFFECTED. PEASOH SHALL NOTIFY THE DEPARTMENT 1Y WRITING
£8 TO THE ACGEPTABILITY GF THE PROPOSALS, EXCEPT THAT TH!S TIME MAY 66 EXTENDED BY MUTUAL AGREEMENT, |IF SUGCH PROPOSALS ARE
NOY ACCEPTASLE TO THE AFFECTED PERSCN, THEN THAT PESSON SHALL SO HOTIFY THE DEPARTMENT, WITHIN SEVEN DAYS A FANEL OF
ARBITRATORS SHALL BE ESTABLlShtD CC\?OSED OF CNE REPRESEMTATIVE CF THE DEPARTMENT, CME REPRESEETATIVE OF THE AFFECTLD
FERSCN, AND A THIRD PERSOK MUTUALLY AGREED UPGN, CR IF NO AGREEMENT CAN BE REACHED, THE THIRD PEASCHN SHALL BE APPOINTED
N THE MANNER PROVICED BY SECTION 1281,6 GF THE CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDUAE, THE THIRD PERSON SHALL ACT AS PANEL CHAIRMAN. THE
PAKEL SEALL HAVE POWER TO SETTLE DISAGREEMENTS AND MAKE BINDIMG GECISIGNS REGARDING FISH AND CGAME MODIFICATICHRS, SUCH
ASEITRATION SHALL 8E COMPLETED WITHIN 14 DAYS FRGM THE DAY THAT THE COMPOSITICN GF THE PAMEL 1S ESTAeLISHED, UNLESS THE :
TIFE 1S SXTENDED BY MUTUAL AGREEMENT. EXPENSES OF THE DEFARTMENT REPRESENTATIVE ARE TO BE BORNE BY THE DEPARTMENT, EXPENSES.
Gf TS REPRESENTATIVE OF THE PEASON WHO DIVERTS OR OBSTAUCTS THE KATUSAL FLCW OR CHANGES THE BED GF ANY RiVER, STREAM CR
LAKE, CR USES AMY MATERIAL FACM THE STAEAMBEDS SHALL BE BCRNE BY SUCH PERSUNMj3 EXPENSES OF THE CHAIRMAN ARE 70 8E PALD
ONE-HALF 8Y EACH ”‘HT(.

PEHSONS PRCPGSING CPERATIONS AFFECTED BY THIS SECTION SHALL NOT COMMEMCEZ (2,0H OPERATIONS UNTEL THE BEPARTHMZHT'S

FROPOSALS, OR THE CLCI IONS OF A PANEL OF ARBITRATORS, HAVE BEEN 1HCORPORATED INTO SUGH PROJEGCTS.
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hibitions (a) comply forthwith, (b) comply in accordance with a time
schedule set by the board, or (¢) in the event of a threatened violation,
take appropriate remedial or preventive action. In the event of an
existing or threatened violation of waste discharge requirements in the
operation of a community sewer system, cease and desist orders may
restrict or prohibit the volume, type, or concentration of waste that
might be added to such system by dischargers who did not discharge
into the system prior to the issuance of the cease and desist order.
Cease and desist orders may be issued directly by a board, after notice
and hearing, or in accordance with the procedure set forth in Section
13302.

(Amended by Stats, 1971, Ch. 1288.)

13301.1. The regional board shall render to persons against whom a
cease and desist order is issued pursuant to Section 13301 all possible
assistance in making available current information on successful and
economical water quality control programs, as such information is
developed by the state board pursuant to Section 13167, and informa-
tion and assistance in applying for federal and state funds necessary
to comply with the cease and desist order.

(Added by Stats. 1970, Ch. 1464.)

13302. (a) Hearings for consideration of issuance of a cease and

desist order may be conducted by hearing panels designated by

the regional board, each panel to consist of three or more members of
the board as it may specify. A member of the board may serve on
more than one panel,

(b) Due notice of the hearing shall be given to all affected persons.

After the hearing, the panel shall report its proposed decision and

order to the regional board and shall supply a copy to all parties who
appeared at the hearing and requested a copy. Members of the panel
are not disqualified from sitting as members of the board in deciding
the matter. The board, after making such independent review of
the record and taking such additional evidence as may be necessary,
may adopt, with or without revision, the proposed decision and order
of the panel.

13303. Cease and desist orders of the board shall beecome effective
and final upon issuance thereof. Copies shall be served forthwith by
personal service or by registered mail upon the person being charged
with the violation of the requirements and upon other affected persons
who appeared at the hearing and requested a copy. o

Amended by Stats. 1072 Ch. 8§13.)
13304, (a) Any person who discharges waste into the waters of
this state in violation of any waste dlschawe requirement or other
order issued by a regional board or the state board, or who intentionally
or negligently causes or permits any waste to be discharged or de-
posited where it is, or probably will be, discharged into the waters of
the state and creates, or threatens to create, a condition of pollution
or nuisance, shall upon order of the regional board clean up such
waste or abate the effects thereof or, in the case of threatened pollution
or nuisance, take other necessary remedial action. Upon failure of any
person to comply with such cleanup or abatement order, the Attorney
General, at the request of the board, shall petition the superior court
for that county for the issuance of an injunction requiring such person
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to comply therewith. In any such suit, the court shall have jurisdictionff \
o grant a prohibitory or mandatory- injunction, either preliminary or
pérmanent, as the facts may warrant.

(b) The regional board may expend available moneys to perform
! any cleanup, abatement, or remedial work required under the circum-
: stances set forth in subdivision (a) which in its judgment is required
by the magnitude of endeavor or urgency of prompt action needed to
prevent substantial pollution, nuisance, or injury to any waters of the
i state. Such action may be taken in default of, or in addition to, reme-
I : dial work by the waste discharger or other persons, and regardless of
whether injunctive relief is being sought. The regional board may per-
form the work itself, or by or in cooperation with any other govern-
mental agency, and may use rented tools or equipment, either with
operators furnished or unoperated. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of law, the regional board may enter into oral contracts for such
work, and the contracts, whether written or oral, may include provi-
sions for equipment rental and in addition the furnishing of labor and
materials necessary to accomplish the work. Such contracts shall be :
exempt from approval by the Department of General Servieces pursuant
to the provisions of Section 14780 of the Government Code.

(e) If such waste is cleaned up, the effects thereof abated, or, in the
case of threatened pollution or nuisance, other necessary remedial
{ aetion is taken by any governmental agenecy, the person or persons who
discharged the waste, within the meaning of subdivision (a), shall be
liable to that governmental agency to the extent of the reasonable costs
actually incurred in cleaning up such waste, abating the effects thereof,
or taking other remedial action. The amount of such ecosts shall be
recoverable in a civil action by, and paid to, such governmental agency
and the state board to the extent of the latter’s contribution to the §
cleanup costs from the State Water Pollution Cleanup and Abatement ﬁ
Account or other available funds. _ l

(Amended by Stats. 1971, Ch. 1288). i

(Note the new authority of regional boards in subsection (b) to ‘
expend available moneys to perform cleanup work when a cleanup
order has been issued under subsection (a), and prompt action is
needed to prevent substantial pollution or nuisance. Full authority to
take all necessary actions can be delegated to the executive officer (See-
tion 13223). ‘“Available moneys’’ ordinarily refers to moneys in the
State Water Pollution and Abatement Account (Section 13441). Funds
made available from an outside source, such as the Federal Govern- |
ment, could also constitute ‘‘available moneys’’. Note that authority |
to expend moneys for cleanup requires an exercise of judgment. For
accounting purposes it is desirable that the exercise of judgment be |
in writing. A letter to the state board should request needed funds Ji !
and give the reason in the context of the statute, such as the existence ;
¢ of an ”urgency of prompt action is needed to- prevent substantial
1 pollution”’. A previous phone call could ascertain whether necessary

funds are available.)

"E:mm) (a) Upon determining that a condition of pollution or
nuisance exists which has resulted from a nonoperating industrial or
business location within its region, a regional board may cause notice
of such condition to be posted upon the property in question. The
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waste discharge and are provided an opportunity for public hearing
1 3 nts
- 13385. Any person who discharges pollutants, except as permitted
by waste discharge requirements, or who violates any cease and desist
} order, prohibition, waste discharge requirement, effluent limitation,
i water guality related effluent limitation, national standard of perform-
ance, pretreatment or toxicity standard or who refuses to comply with
the requirements adopted pursuant to Section 13382 shall be subject to
a civil penalty not to exceed ten thousand dollars ($10,000) for each
day in which such discharge, violation, or refusal occurs. Funds col-
lected shall be paid to the State Water Pollution Cleanup and Abate-
ment Account.
e 8 e ey 7 _ ecional boar

or the state board, shall petition the superior court to impose, assess and
recover the sums provided in Seection 13385,

(b) Upon the violation of the terms of any cease and desist order,
prohibition, waste discharge requirement, effluent limitation, water
quality related effluent limitation, national standard of performance,
pretreatment or toxicity standard, the requirements of Section 13383,
or upon the failure of any discharger into a public treatment system
to comply with any cost or charge adopted by any public agency under
; Section 204(b) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as amended,
I the Attorney General, upon the request of the state board or regional

board shall petition the appropriate court for the issuance of ‘a pre-
liminary or permanent injunction, or both, as may be appropriate,
restraining such person or persons from continuing the violation. The
provisions of subdivisions (b) and (e) of Seetion 13331 shall be applica-
ble to proceedings under this subdivision.

(¢) With respeet to violation of waste discharge requirements or
cease and desist orders, remedies under Section 13385 are in lieu of
civil monetary remedies provided for in Section 13350.

13387. (a) Any person who willfully or negligently discharges pol-
lutants except as allowed by waste discharge requirements or who will-
fully or negligently violates any effluent standard, water quality
related effluent standard, national standard of performance, toxicity or
pretreatment standard, or who refuses to comply with the requirements
adopted pursuant to Section 13382, or who violates any cease and desist
order, prohibition, or waste discharge requirement shall be punished
by a fine of not more than twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000) nor
less than two thousand five hundred dollars ($2,500) for each day in
which such violation occurs, or by imprisonment for not more than one
year in the county jail, or by both. If the convietion is for a violation
committed after a first conviction of such person under this section,
punishment shall be by a fine of not more than fifty thousand dollars
($50,000) for each day in which such violation oceurs, or by imprison-
ment for not more than two years in the county jail, or both. Funds
collected shall be paid to the State Water Pollution Cleanup and Abate-
ment Account. ]

(b) Any person who knowingly makes any false statement, repre- |
sentation, record, report, plan or other document filed with a regional y
board or the state board, or who falsifies, tampers with, or knowingly |
renders inaccurate any monitoring device or method required under
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517.510 : FAINERAL RESOURCES

BRC f)_ﬂ; BPJER COORDINATION BOARD

.)17 ..n{f Xogne  River OCoordinaiion
'tmrd There i3 created a board to be known
as the Rogue River Coordination Board, re-
ferred to in ORS 517.520 to 517.550 as the
“poard.”

517.520 DMaintenance of fishing condi-
tions; wopemhon oi placer and fishing in-
terests, It is the intent of ORS 517.510 to
517.530 that, from the standpoint of tur-
bidity, fishing conditions in the Rogue River
and it3 tributaries shall be maintained in
Curry County comparable to such fishing
conditions in Josephine County, and to pro-
vide a medium through which the placer min-
ing interesis and fishing interests on the
Rogue River and its tributaries may cooper-
ate for the mutual benefit of both. The per-
sonrel of the board shall exercise the au-
thority conferred upon the board to that
end.

517.530 DMembers of board; assisiants;
expenses; quorum. The board shall consist
of three members to be appointed by the
Covernor. Oue member shall be a fisherman
or angler residing in Curry County, one
s miner residing in Josephine County and
one member at largs who shall be neither a
fisherman nor a miner and who shall act as
chairman of the board. The board shall select

one of itd members as secretary, who shall

have custody of the records. The board is
authorized to employ such clerks and assis-
tants as may be necessary and to fix their
compensation. Hach member of the board
snall be allowed and paid his necessary ex-
penses while engaged in the performance of
his duties. A majority of the board shall con-
stitute a quorum to transact business and
the act or decision of any two members of
the board shall be deemed the act or decision
of the hoard.

517.540 Jurisdietion of board; powers
and doties. The board shall have complete
jurisdiction over the placer mining operations
in the waters of and along the Rogue River
and each of its tributaries, In respect to the
excercise of such jurisdiction it shali:

(1) Make a survey of the placer mining
onerations in and along the waters of Rogue
River and its tributaries for the purpose of
ascertaining the effect thereof upon the an-
gling coaditions in such waters.

(2) Eatablish from the facts found by
_ the survey and study a system of rotating,

114

alternating or coordinating the operations of
the warious placer mining activities in and
along such waters to the end that suitable
and favorable conditions for angling and
game fishing in such waters, or any part
or parts thereof, may be brought about and
maintained during certain periods of time
by the control or prevention of turbidity
caused by placer mining operations in such
waters or part or parts thereof.

(3) Cause to he suspended the placer
mining operations being carried on by any
person or company in or along such waters
for any period or periods of time it shall deem
necessary to accomplish the purposes of the
system,

(4) Make such rules, regulations and
orders as it shall deem necessary to carry
out the purposes expressed in ORS 517.520.
Such rules, regulations and orders shall have
the force and effect of law.

517.550 Cooperation of poiice officers
with board. Every state police officer and
sheriff whose other duties require him to be
in the vicinity of the Rogue River or any of
its tributaries shall cooperate with and assist
the board in enforcing the provisions of ORS
517.540 and every rule, regulation or order
made pursuant thereto. ,

MINING WITH DREDGING MACHINT
517,610 [Repealed by 1953 c.lE_!B §2]
517.611 Definitions for ORI 517.611 %o
517.700. As used in ORS 517.611 to 517.500:
(1) “Division” means the Division of
State Lands.

(2) “Consulting committee” means the.

committee established by ORS 517.7G0.

{3) “Dredging operation” means any
dredge-mining operation, except industrial
mineral or sand and gravel production, con-
ducted in this state which substantially dis-
turbs more than 15 acres per year of the
topsoil or ground cover of the land on which
it is conducted, if the Iand so disturbed con-
stitutes the floor of a valley.

[1957 ¢.580 §1]

517.620 [Repealed by 1953 ¢.183 §2]

517.621 License required; applicaion;
fee; applicant’s gnarantes of faithfnl per-
formance, (1) No person shall conduct a
dredging operation without securing a li-
cense from the division as provided in ORS
-517.611 to 517.700. Applications for a li-

cense snall be verified, shall be in a form

N i
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This opinion is in response to a question presented by
the Honorable E. D. Potts, President of the Senate and confirms

an earlier oral opinion rendered to the Environmental Quality Com-

mission.
QUESTION PRESENTED
What are the respsctive powers of
g T the Rogue River Coordination Board and
Q;Q = . _ the Department of Environmental Quality
- - with respect to regulation and preven-

tion of turbidity resulting from placer
mining operations in the Rogue River Basin?

ANSWER GIVEN

The powers of each agency are com-
plementary, and placer mining operations
in the Rogue River Basin resulting in
turbidity must be conducted in accordance
with regulations of both agencies. If
such regulations are in conflict, the
stricter of the conflicting reguirements
is controlling. Placer miners must both
obtain water discharge permits and com-
ply with minimum water quality standards
as required by the Department o6f Environ-
mental Quality. .

DISCUSSION
" The authority of the Rogue River Coordination Board,
- created in 1939, is defined by ORS 517.510 %o 517.550. ORS

517.540 grants it " . . . complete jurisdiction over the placer

mining operations in the waters of and along the Rogue River

.
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‘each of its tributaries," the scope of the Board's activity is
nevertheless limited to controlling turbidity caused by placer
mining operations, to the extent that such turbidity causes con-

and game fishing than those in upstream Josephine County. -The

interest groups for the mutual benefit of both. ORS 517.520.

- the 1939 Act provided that the membership of the Board would

and each of its tributaries." On the other hand, the Department
of Environmental Quality, also created in 1939 as the State
Sanitary Authority, has broad powers granted by Chapter 426_
[1967] 6rcgon Laws 946, compiled in ORS Chapter 449, with re-
spect to quality of all of the Qaters-of the stafe. There thus
appears a possible conflict between the specific powers of the
Rogue River Coordination Board with respect to the Rogue River
and its tributaries, and the general powers of the'Department
of Environmental Quality. For example, méy placer mining activity
permitted by fhe Coordination Board continue, notwithstanding
failure to obgain a'waste discharge permit from the Department,
or may it be prohibited by the Coordination Boérd.notwithstanding,
issuance of and compliance with such a waste discharge permit?
Notwithstanding that-ORS 517.540 on its face grants
to fhe Coordination Board "complete jurisdictibn over placer

mining operations in the waters of and along the Rogue River in

ditions in downstream Curry County to be less favorable for angling
Board is simply called upon to balance the needs of two specific

This limitation and scope of the Board's function is

underscored by the peculiar composition of the Board. Although

conSist of the state engineer, the chairman of the department
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of geoiogy and mineral industries and the chairman of the state
game commission or their duly authorized representatives, a 1941
amendment eliminated the public officiais from the composition
of the Board. ORS 517.530 now provides:

] "The board shall consist of three
members to be appointed by the Governor.
One member shall be a fisherman or
angler residing in Curry County, one a
miner residing in Josephine County and
one member at large who shall be neither-
a fisherman nor a miner and who shall act
as chairman of the board."

ORS 517.540 sets forth the jurisdiction, powers and
duties of the Board:

"The board shall have complete juris-
diction over the placer mining operations
in the waters of and-along the Rogue River
and each of its tributaries. In respect to
the exercise of such jurisdiction it shall:

"(1) Make a survey of the placer min-
ing operations in and along the waters of
Rogue River and its tributaries for the pur-
pose of ascertaining the efifect thereof upon
the angling conditions in such waters.

"(2) Establish from the facts found by
the survey and study a system of rotating,
alternating or coordinating the operations
of the various placer mining activities in
and along such waters to the end that suit-
able and favorable conditions for angling
and game fishing in such waters, or any part
thereof, may be brought about and maintained
during certain periods of time by the control
or prevention of turbidity caused by placer

- 'mining operations in such waters or part or
- parts thereof." : o

On the other hand, the statement of legislative pur-

_bose pursuant to which the Department of Environmental Quality

'is.grahted its authority is markedly broader than the statement
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= _ of legislative intent related to the Rogue River Coordination

ORS 448.077:

"(1) Whereas the pollution of the
waters of this state constitutes a menace
to public health and welfare, creates pub-

"lic nuisances, is harmful to wildlife, fish

and aquatic life and impairs domestic,
agricultural, industrial, recreational and
other legitimate beneficial uses of water,

and whereas the problem of water pollution

in this state is closely related to the prob-
lem of water pollution in adjoining states,

it is hereby declared to be the public policy
of the state to conserve the waters of the
state and to protect, maintain and improve
the guality thereof for public water supplies,
for the propagation of wildlife, fish and
aquatic life and for domestic, agricultural,
industrial, municipal, recreational and other
legitimate beneficial uses; to provide that
no waste be discharged into any waters of

this state without first receiving the neces- . =
sary treatment or other corrective action to
protect the legitimate beneficial uses of such
waters; to provide for the prevention, abate-
ment and control of new existing water pollu-
tion; and to cooperate with other agencies of
the state, agencies of other states and the
Federal Government in carrying out these ob-
jectives. y

"(2) ORS 449.016 to 449.150, 449.205 to
449,250, 449.305 to 449.340, 449.390 to 449.400,
449,410 to 449.440, 449.505 to 449.565, 449.580,

. 449,760 to 449.830 and 449.850 to 449.920 shall

be liberally construed for the accomplishment
of these purposes.”

From the statements of legislative purpose with respect
: l

to each agency, it is apparent that the legislature envisioned

vastly different roles for the two agencies. The Board is to

assist in promoting cooperation between mining and fishing

interests, and to promulgate only those regulations necessary
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to maintain angling conditions on the downstream portion of
the Rogue River comparable to those upstream. In contrast,
the legislature has charged the Department with the duty to
Q;ﬁ&féguard the interests of the people of Oregon generally with
"“.feSPect to all waters of this state, and the protection of
all beneficial uses of the water, including many which the
Coordination Board is not charged with protecting.

In order to carry out its charge from the legislature,
the Department of Environmental Quality is granted overall juris-
diction of the waters of this state for the prevention and
control of pollution. Specific grants of auﬁhority are made,
and enforcement of general laws prohibiting water pollution

is also granted to the Department. ORS 449,079 provides:

(1) No person shall:

‘(a) Cause pollution of any waters of
the state or place or cause any wastes to
be placed in a location where such wastes
are likely to escape or be carried into the
waters. of the state by any means.

(b) Discharge any wastes into the
waters of the state if the discharge reduces
the quality of such waters below the water

guality standards established for such waters
by the Sanitary Authority.

(2) ©No person shall violate the condi-
tions of any waste discharge permit issued
under ORS 449.083. ,

(3) Violation of subsection (1) or (2)
of this section is a public nuisance.

The Department is authorized by ORS 449.080 to formu-

late regulations and to establish standards of water quality

‘and purity in various waters of this state. In establishing



such standards, the Department is directed to take into account

the standards of water guality and purity found in ORS 449.086.

ORS 449.086(3) provides for the issuance of waste dis-

gharge permits by the Department, which permits must specify.
their duration and the conditions for conformance with both
statutory and Departmental standards of wéter gquality and purity.
The overall jurisdiction of the Department of Environ-
mental Quality over the waters of the state for thé prevention
and control of pollution includes control of turbidity, which
is a form of éollution within the statutory definition in ORS
449.075(8). Both agencies, therefore, exercise jurisdiction
over the séme subject matter, unless either 1.) the special
legislation creating the Rogue River Coorainating Board and-
granting power over a particﬁlar form of pollution in a parti-
culap river basin stands as an exception to thé operation of

the later general act covering pollution throughout the state,

‘or 2.) the later act granting jurisdiction to the Department
" of Environmental Quality impliedly repealed the legislation

granting power to the Coordination Board. For the following

reasons, it is our opinion that both agencies do exercise Juris=

"~ . diction over the same subject matter, and that neither of the

" suggested alternatives is valid in this case.

  Generally, a special statute dealing with a particular
subject is controlling over statutes of general application,

standing as an exceptioh to the terms of the general act.

- Ricker v. Ricker, 201 Or. 416, 270 P.2d 150 .(1954); Anderson




.

v. Heltzel, 197 Or. 23, 251 P.2d 482 (1952).

* ., . . the general words with which
it [the special act] conflicts will be
restrained and modified accordingly, so
that the two are to be deemed to stand to-
gether, one as the general law of the land,
the other as the rule of the particular
case or an exception to the general rule."

" Appleton v. Oregon Iron & Steel Co., 229 Or.
8l, 86; 358 P.2d 260, 366 P.2d 174 {1961}

However, in this case specific statutory 1anguagé

negates the general rule, and the provisions of ORS Chapter 449

with respect to water pollution are controlling over any incon-

sistent prior legislation, whether general or special. ORS

449,070 provides:

"In so far as ORS 449.016 to 449.150
and 449.390 to 449.400 are inconsistent
with any other law, ORS 449.016 to 449.150
and 449.390 to 449.400 shall be controlling."

Does this legislation thus impliedly repeal the legis-

lation granting powers to the Rogue River Coordination Board?

-

If Chapter 449 is controlling, does it also supersede?

Repeals by implication are not favored in law, and,

"if possible, both Acts should be harmonized and construed to-

gethér. State ex rel. Flaxel v. Chandler, 180 Or. 28, 175 P.2d

. 448 (1946); City of Portland v. Bingham, 209 Or.-575, 307 P.2d

492 (1957). A specific statute will not be considered repealed

by a éubsequent statute general in its terms. Northern Wasco

-

Co. P.U.D. v. Wasco Co., 210 Or. 1, 305 P.2d 766 (1957).

Thus while the statutory provisions dealing with the
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'Rogue River coordinating Board do not stand as an exception to

the statutory powers of the Department of Environmental Quality,

they remain in effect if they can be harmonized and construed

- together with the later statutes, and unless they are incon-

sistent with them.

In our opinion the applicable statutes can be harmonized
and construed together, ahd are not inconsistent. Thé Rogue River
Coordination Board is charged with balancing the interests of two
particular groups,vi.e. placer miners and fishermen, providing for
cooperation betweeﬁ the two groups, and regulating placer mining

activity, so that stream conditions for fishing purposes only are

‘the same in Curry County as in Josephine County. Acting within

its broader powers and with a wider range of objectives, the De-

partment of Environmental Quality may not achieve the specific

-objectives of the Rogue River Coordination Board. To the extent

necessary to achieve those specific objectives, the Coordination

' Board méy enact appropriate regulations, and is not precluded from

imposing standards of turbidity which are more stringent than

- those imposed by the Department, if necessary for the protection

of downstream angling.

Nevertheless, it is apparent from ORS 449.070 that

Chapter 517 does not exempt placer minihg from the requirement

of obtaining a waste discharge permit, and compliance with minimum
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water quality standards -- for all purposes, not simply angling

purposes =-- as set by the Department of Environmental Quality.
Should the Department enact stricter water quality standards
than those of the Coordination Board, the standards imposed by

the Department are contrblling

4 OHLJQON

Attorney General

LJ:JWO:cm
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PEQ-26

DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

NORTHWEST REGION OFFICE

1010 N.E. COUCH STREET © PORTLAND, OREGON ® 97232 € (503) 238-8471

Tos Environmental Quality Commission

From: Director

SUBJECT: Agenda Item No. H, December 20, 1974 EQC Meeting

Public Hearing - Adoption of Permanent Rules Pertaining to "Interim

Policy for Approval of New Air Contaminant Sources in the Portland
Metropolitan Special Air Quality Maintenance Area"

Background

The urgent need for an "Interim Policy for Approving New Air Contaminant
Emission Sources in the Portland Metropolitan Area" was first brought to
the attention of the Enviromnmental Quality Commission at its September 20,
1974, meeting (Agenda Item F). At this meeting the EQC directed the staff
to draft this policy in Rule form and to include provisions for consider-
ations of tradeoffs in terms of air emissions. At the October 25, 1974,
meeting of the EQC the "Interim Policy . . ." in draft rule form was
presented (Agenda Item D) with the Director's recommendation to immediately
adopt the "Criteria for Approval of New Air Contaminant Sources in the
Portland Area Special Air Quality Maintenance Area" as a temporary rule.
It was the Director's further recommendation that necessary hearings be
authorized within the 120 day time limit of the temporary rule to
establish the Interim Policy as a permanent Rule of the Department until
such time as it can be replaced by adoption of a 10-year Air Quality
Maintenance Plan.

Testimony at the October 25 1974, EQC Meeting regarding adoption of the
"Interim Policy" as a rule was generally quite supportive. Representatives
of the Port of Portland, Associated Oregon Industries, Portland Chamber of
Commerce, Portland Steel Mills, Columbia Independent Refinery, Inc., and
North Portland CitizZens Committee supported adoption of the policy although
the North Portland Citizens Committee was not in favor of inclusion of
tradeoffs in the rule.

Significant issues raised in discussion of the Interim Policy included:
L. Desire for expeditious processing of pending permit applications.

2= Need to improve the air quality management data base.



3 Need for and general support of a clean fuels policy to improve
Portland Area air quality and make room for additional growth.

4. Apparent need to focus future control efforts on non-industrial
"area source" air emissions including automobiles, backyard and
field burning.

After some discussion the EQC adopted the Interim Policy with some minoxr
modifications as a Temporary Rule and authorized conducting necessary
hearings to adopt the Interim Policy as a permanent rule.

Public notice of this hearing along with copies of the adopted temporary
rule (see attachments A and B) were distributed on November 1, 1974. Since
publishing the hearing notice no written comments have been received to
date regarding adoption of the permanent rule.

Discussion

Since adoption of the Interim Policy as a temporary rule, three pending
air permit applications subject to the rule have been processed. These
facilities are listed below and account for approximately 25% of the

particulate and 15% of the SO, emission allocation allowed by the rule.

Source Allowed Emission Increase (tons/year)

Part. S02

Pacific Carbide-N. Portland
(Carbide Mfg. increase) 0 0

Cook Industries-Rivergate
(New grain elevator) 30 0

Portland Steel Mills-N. Portland
(New Scrap Steel Processing 86 205
facility)

Permits for three new small air contaminant sources which emit less
than 10 tons/year of air contaminants and thus are exempt from the
interim policy have been processed since adoption of the temporary
rule. Aggregate air emission increase from these facilities are

5 tons/year of particutate and 0 tons/year of SO, thus, confirming the
staff position at least at this time that exemption of small sources
from the policy would not seriously affect the policy.



Pending permit applications are being processed in the most expeditious
manner possible; notably, action on three oil refinery permits and a
companion clean fuels policy is proposed at a public hearing before the
EQC at the January 24, 1975, meeting. A status report on this matter
was presented to the EQC at the November 22, 1974, meeting (Agenda

Item E).

Other pending permit applications are being processed and the interim
policy rule appears to be providing the needed guidelines to both the
Department and permit applicants for expeditious processing.

The development of a 10-year air quality maintenance plan, the heart
of which is development of an airshed simulation model, is on schedule.

Improvement in the air quality data base, which is needed to insure
accuracy in the formation and administration of a 1l0-year air quality
maintenance plan, will require considerable monetary expenditure if
improvements are to be made in a relatively short time. The Department
has begun to identify the areas where improvements in this data base
are needed and a proposal is being formulated to identify these needed
improvements along with costs for presentation to the 1975 Oregon
Legislature with a request for special funding.

Conclusions

The temporary rule relating to "Interim Policy for Approval of New Air
Contaminant Emission Sources in the Portland Metropolitan Special Air
Quality Maintenance Area" has generally been accepted by the local
community and has provided needed guidelines to insure against over
allocating of the air resources in the critical Portland Metro Airshed.

Continuation of the rule pertaining to "Criteria for Approval of New
Air Contaminant Sources in the Portland Metropolitan Special Air

Quality Maintenance Area" beyond the 120 day time limit of the present
temporary rule is needed to provide reasonable criteria for evaluation
of pending and new air permit applications until a comprehensive 10-year
air quality maintenance plan is adopted (scheduled by July 1, 1975) and
to continue to protect against irreversible environmental damage to the
airshed.



Director's Recommendations

It is the Director's recommendation that the Commission adopt as a
permanent rule, the temporary rule which was previously adopted by the
Commission at its October 25, 1974, meeting and identified as "Criteria for
Approval of New Alir Contaminant Sources in the Portland Metropolitan
Special Air Quality Maintenance Area" (attachment B). It is further
recommended that this rule remain effective until adoption of a lO-year

air quality maintenance plan.

r‘n
/ C;ZJ&Ahﬁdrﬂh‘

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

Attachments:

A) Notice of Public Hearing
B) Criteria for Approval of New Air Contaminant Sources in the
Portland Metropolitan Special Air Quality Maintenance Area



Attachment "A"

DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

NORTHWEST REGION

1010 N.E. COUCH STREET ® PORTLAND, OREGON ¢ ¢7232 ® (503) 238-8471

TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR
NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
KESSLER R. CANNON for
Director INTERIM POLICY FOR APPROVING NEW OR EXPANDED AIR
E. J. WEATHERSBEE EMISSION SQURCES IN THE PORTLAND METROPOLITAN AREA

Region Administrator
The Envircomnmental Quality Commission at its Octocber 25, 1974 meeting
adopted as a temporary rule an interim policy for approval of new or
expanded air contaminant emission sources in the Portland Metropolitan
Special Air Quality Maintenance Area. The interim policy is to control
new or expanded air contaminant emission sources until such time as it
can be replaced by adoption of a ten-year Air Quality Maintenance Plan.

The interim peolicy is to provide criteria for the Department of
Environmental Quality to follow in reviewing and approving air contaminant
discharge permit applications for new or expanded air contaminant socurces,
including their proposed site locations and general designs, to assure
that air quality standards can be achieved and maintained without major
disruption to the orderly growth and development of the area.

The purpose of the public hearing is to establish a permanent interim
policy rule to supersede the adopted tempeorary .interim policy rule
which expires after 120 days. The hearing will be held before the
Environmental Quality Commission at the time and place listed below.

At 10:00 a.m. on December 20, 1974
Redwood Room

Swept Wing Restaurant

1212 S. E. Trice Reoad

Albany, Oregon 97321

Any interested person desiring to submit written testimony concerning )
the issues of fact, law or policy related to.these matters may do so by
forwarding them within forty (40) days from the date of this notice to
the Department of Environmental Quality, Northwest Region, 1010 N. E. Couch st.,
Portland, Oregon 97232, or may be heard orally at the publlc hearing on
the date and at the time given above.

Copies of the adopted temporary interim policy rule are available
upon request from the Northwest Region office of the Department of
Environmental Quality.

s Al /7?‘/

QECQ "/ Date

Contains
Recycled
Materials

l(gf 74;%4924L/ii\__—~—————4

fforthwest Region Administrator

News Item Only

DEQ-26



Attachment "B"
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
AMENDMENT TO CHAPTER 340, OREGON ADMINISTRATIVE RULES

adopted as temporary rule by
Environmental Quality Commission
on Qctober 25, 1974

DIVISION 3
AIR POLLUTION CONTROI. STANDARDS FOR AIR PURITY AND QUALITY
Subdivision 2

Criteria for Approval of New Air Contaminant Sources in the
Portland Metropolitan Special Air Quality Maintenance Area

32-005 PURPOSE. The purpose of this subdivision is to provide criteria
for the Department to follow in.reviewing and approving air contaminant dis-
charge permit applications for new or expanded air contaminant sources,
including their proposed site locations and general designs, in the Portland
Metropolitan Special Air Quality Maintenance Area; to assure that air quality
standards can be achieved and maintained without major disruption to the orderly

growth and developmenf of the area.

32-010 DEFINITIONS. (1) "“Air contaminant" means a dust, fume, gas, mist,
odor, smoke, vapor, pollen, soot, carbon, acid or pafticulate matter or any

combination thereof.

(2) "Implementation rlan"” means the State of Oregon Clean Air Act
Implementation Plan described in section 20-047 of this chapter, together with

any amendments thereto.

(3) "New or expanded air contaminant source" means.an air contamination
source, as defined in ORS_468,275, whose_cbnstrucﬁion, installation, establish-
ment, development, modification or enlargement is aﬁfhorized by the Department
after October 25, 1974. |

(4) "Portland Metropolitan Special Air Quality Malntenance Area"’ means
P

that portion of the State of Oregon within the boundaries designated by the
Columbia Region Association of Governments as the 1970 Transportation Study
Area, as shown on figure 1 attached (generally, the area bounded by the Columbia
River to the north; communities of Troutdale, Pleasant Valley and Gladstone to
the east; Oregon City to the south and Hillsboro to the west). Legal definition

of the maintenance area is on file with the Department.



2.

(5) "Yearly projected average controllable growth" means 215 tons/year
of particulate emissions and 715 tons/year of sulfur dioxide from new or

expanded air contaminant point sources as follows:
(a) commercial and industrial fuel combustion sources,
(b} process loss sources,
(¢) solid waste incinerators,
(d) wigwam waste burners, and

(e) power plants.

32-015 SPECIAL AIR QUALITY MAINTENANCE AREA. The Portland Metropolitan
Special Air Quality Maintenance Area is hereby established as a special air

quality maintenance area to which the rules provided in this subdivision shall

apply.

32-020 CRITERIA. 'In reviewing applications for air contaminant discharge
permits for new or expanded air contaminant sources in the Portland Metro-
politan Special Air Quality Maintenance Area, the Department shall consider the
potential effect upon air quality of increases in particulate and sulfur
dioxide emissions from such new or expanded air contaminant sources and shall

approve such permit applications only to the extent that:

(1) Ambient air gquality standards will not be exceeded at air sampling
stations and adjacent areas between sampling stations for particulates and
sulfur dioxide projected by the Department's March 1974, report on Designation
of Air Quality Maintenance Areas to be in compliance with such standards. A
copy of the Department's March 1974, report on Designation'of Air Quality

Maintenance Areas is on file in the Department's Portland office.

(2) Increases in particulate and sulfur dioxide emissions will not exceed
two years of projected average controllable growth (equivalent to 430 Fons/year

of particulate and 1430 tons/year of sulfur dioxide).

(3) ©No single new or expanded air contaminant source shall emit particu-
lates or sulfur dioxide in excess of 25 percent of the total allowable
emissions (noted in Criteria 1 and 2 above). The exact proportion may be

determined by the Commission.



The particulate and sulfur dioxide emissions allowable under Criteria (1),

(2) and (3) above shall be based on net emission increases after taking into
account any offsetting emission reductions which may occur within the

Portland Metropolitan Special Air Quality Maintenance Area, or portion thereof,
which can be a) assured of implementation and b) are attributable to the source

gseeking the permit.

32-025 EXCEPTIONS.. New or expanded air contaminant sources projected
to emit less than ten (10) tons per year of partichlate.or sulfur dioxide shall

be excepted from this rule.



FIGUR 1
PORTLAND METROPOLITAN SPECIAL AIR QUALITY AREA
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229-5696

To: Environmental Quality Commission
From: Director
SUBJECT: Agenda Item No. I, December 20, 1974, EQC Meeting

Brown's Island Sanitary Landfill, Marion County - Status Report

The Brown's Island Sanitary Landfill is located in the NE
1/4 Section 31 and the NW 1/4 Section 32 of Township 7 South, Range
3 West, W.M. on Brown's Island in Marion County (see attached map
fig. 1}.

This landfill is the major solid waste disposal site in the
Chemeketa 5-county region, serving socme 117,000 pecople who generate
approximately 240 tons of solid wastes for disposal each day.

The actual site is owned and operated respectively, by two
different private individuals; however, the wastes disposed therein
are collected under franchises issued by the City of Salem and
Marion and Polk counties and the landfill is operated under a solid
waste disposal site permit issued by the DEQ and a conditional
land use permit issued by Marion County. The Chemeketa Regional
Solid Waste Management Plan has designated the Brown's Island site
as a major solid waste regional landfill for a 5 to 10 year period.

The site lies in the floodplain of the Willamette River, between
the o0ld Willamette River channel and the present river channel.
The o0ld channel is usually dry, but during annual high flood flows
it becomes an important flood flow channel.

The original access road, Homestead Road South (Brown's Island
Road) has two low sections at approximately elevation 128 {USGS
datum) which are inundated at river stages in excess of 19 feet
(Salem gage) and thereby rendered non-usable for varying periods
almost every year. During these periods of nonaccess to Brown's
Island, in past years, the solid wastes have been hauled to Marion
County's Macleay site for disposal. The Macleay site is now essentially
filled to capacity, has serious leachate and other environmental
problems and is not an adequate back-up site.



In order to make the Brown's Island Sanitary Landfill available
for use year-round, Marion County, in 1973, constructed an allweather
access road to the island. The new road is an extension of Roberts!
Road and crosses the old river channel with a rock and earth f£fill
to an elevation of approximately 140 (USGS datum) so as not to
be overtopped by floods that would ordinarily be expected to occur
not more than once in 10 years. The Department, by its letter of
June 19, 1973, supported Marion County's request to FHA for funding
construction of an all-weather access road to Brown's Island; however,
the design criteria and construction plans were not submitted to
or reviewed or approved by the Department. Detailed plans for
County roads are normally not reviewed by the Department.

In January 1973, extreme high flood flows of the Willamette
River (attenuated by dams to an effective 24year flcod according
to the U. S. Corps of Engineers) washed out the new allweather
access road and two sections of the landfill dikes. Substantial
solid wastes were washed downstream and if the road had not washed
out, thereby relieving the pressures on the landfill, undoubtedly
a2 much greater porticn of the landfill would have been washed away.
In spite of objections by the Department, Marion County has rebuilt
the washed out section of the allweather access road thereby again
placing the landfill in jeopardy of being eroded or washed out
by floods that might be expected to occur with a frequency as often
as once in five years and which, in fact, could occur any given
year.

The Brown's Island landfill has been operated under a series
of short term permits issued by the Department since State jurisdiction
of -solid waste disposal was transferred from the State Health Divisicn
to the Department by the 1971 Oregon Legislature. Short term permits
were used as a mechanism to require and obtain needed improvements
in the construction and operation of the landfill. Also, since
the landfill was located in the Willamette River floodplain, the
Department restricted operation to the 30-acre area then under
lease unless and until it could be shown by a comprehensive engineering
study and flood flow analysis that further exXpansion into the floodplain
could be safely done.

The construction of the all-weather access road and the subsequent
wash out and temporary closure of the Brown's Island landfill in
January, 1974, increased the urgency for a detailed flocd flow
study to determine what needed to be done to protect the landfill
from further washout and to determine the extent and the conditions
under which the landfill might be expanded.



3.

On May 3, 1974, Department staff and a representative of the U. §. Corps of
Engineers made a field inspection and evaluation of the landfill,
and Marion County, City of Salem, Sanitary Services Co., Inc.,
and Chemeketa Region were advised by our letter of May 9, 1974,
and at a meeting held on May 22, 1974, of actions and conditions
necessary to ceontinue use of the Brown's Island Landfill. These
included:

1. Cutback the upstream dike of the landfill to ease interference with
Willamette River flow.

2. Repair exterior dikes to withstand 100 year flood flows.

3. No further expansion of the landfill toward the main river channel
unless it could be shown by a hydraulic study that further expansion
could be safely accomplished.

4. Removal or modification of the all-weather access road sc as not
to further jeopardize the landfill.

It was also suggested that the landfill might be expanded
immediately without further study into the high ground area to
the east and downstream of the landfill if proper authorizations
from BOR and Marion County could be cobtained. This area could
be used because it is located immediately downstream from the
present landfill and would cause no further restriction of flood
flows. The area is also at a high enough elevation that it can
be worked during high river flow periods of the year. BOR approval
is necessary because these 21 acres were purchased for the Willamette
Greenway with BOR funds. A conditional use permit from Marion
County and a new or modified solid waste disposal permit from the
Department would alsc be necessary before this area could be used.

Subsequently, Chemeketa and Marion County financed preparation
of a detailed flood flow analysis by Mr. John McDonald of Clark
and Groff, Consulting Engineers. The analysis indicates that the
Brown's Island landfill could be safely expanded further into the
Willamette River floodplain provided the new all-weather access
road is removed or modified so as not to substantially restrict
flood flows in the old channel.

The Department is generally inclined to agree, on the basis
of the Clark and Groff study and a preliminary evaluation of the
study results by the U. S. Soil Conservation Service, that the
Brown's Island landfill probably could be expanded further into
the floodplain to some yet undetermined limit if (1) the road is
removed or substantially modified and (2} the exterior dikes of
the landfill are properly designed and constructed to assuredly
withstand maximum expected flood flows. Location of landfills
in flood plains is not generally recommended; however, the Chemeketa
regional solid waste planning group and its consultants were unable
to locate a better site in almost 3 years of intense planning activity.

J



In order not to risk having the landfill washed out again
this winter, a request was made to Marion County by letter dated
October 2, 1974, "...that this road be removed or modified by no
later than December 1, 1974, such that it will not interfere with
flood flows in the Willamette River in a manner to jeopardize the
integrity of the landfill." So far, Marion County Has not agreed
to remove or modify the new road. Mr. McDonald has advised Marion
County that in his opinion the new road could be used until such
time a S-year flood is forecasted and then a section of the road
"...MUST be weakened so that it is carried away before the landfill
is eroded."

The Department is not satisfied that the "flood forecast,
road weakening" procedure suggested by Mr. McDonald, could be carried
out in a manner to afford adequate assurances against wash-out
of the landfill. &lso, if the road is left to wash out at the
whim of Mother Nature, the area could be suddenly faced with a
solid waste disposal crisis, The Department is of the opinion
the road should be removed or modified on a planned basis with
alternative disposal plans made to assure continuocus and adequate
solid waste disposal for the area.

A possible solution to the Brown's Island access problem might
be to raise the old road 3 to 5 feet to an elevation of 131 or
133 feet (USGS datum). It appears that this could be done without
seriously restricting flood flow passage at the higher river stages.
A rough analysis of river stage data by the Department indicates
that raising the old road from its present elevation of 128 to
elevation 131, would have made it usable for all but 13 days during
the high flow period of 1973-74 and if raised to elevation 133, this
road would have been passable all but 6 days during 1973-1974.
Most years the o0ld road would appear to be operable year-round
if elevated 3 to 5 feet in its lowest sections. Lowering the
new road from its present elevation of approximately 140 to elevations
131 or 133 might produce somewhat gimilar results; however raising
the o0ld road would appear to cause less flood flow pressures on
the landfill than would be the case if the new road were to be
left in place at a lowered elevation. Both of these possibilities
appear worthy of further study:; however, neither should be done
without a thorough engineering analysis of the potential benefits
and hazards. Alternative disposal procedures would have to be
developed for the short periods when Brown's Island might not be
accessible with such a modified road system. Of course, Brown's
Island cculd be made safely accessible during any river flow conditions
by construction of a properly designed bridge; however, this is
believed to be prohibitively expensive, at least on a short term
basis.



The Department has been notified by the site operator, Sanitary
Services Co., Inc., that the present operating area will be filled to
capacity by February 1, 1975. The operator also indicated that it would
take between 30 and 45 days to prepare the Greenway land for receipt
of solid waste., Since the Greenway land has not yet been acquired,
possible short term alternatives were explored and a letter outlining
pessible alternatives was directed to Marion County on December 6, 1974.
Interim hauling to the Coffin Butte Landfill in Benton County or to
Rossman's Landfill in Clackamas County are possible short-term alternatives,
subject to local approval. Construction of another 1ift at Browm's
Island is not considered a practical alternative because:

a) Cover material would have to be imported.

b) Mounding of the solid wastes would be unsightly.

c) Mounding would tend to produce more leachate discharge.
Conclusions

1. The Brown's Island Sanitary Landfill is the major solid waste
disposal site in Marion County and serves the entire City of
Salem and portions of Marion and Polk Counties.

2. The present landfill area will be filled by February 1, 1975, and
the only usable area available for short-term expansion of the
landfill is the 2l-acre parcel to the east of the present landfill
which was purchased with BOR money for the Willamette Greenway.

3. Use of the 2] acres of Willamette Greenway lands requires the
acquisition and trade of equivalent lands acceptable to BOR, a
conditional use permit from Marion County and a modified solid
waste disposal permit from DEQ.

4. In order for the Z2l-acre parcel to be made ready for use by
February 1, 1974, when the present landfill will be full,
preparation of the site should start no later than January 1,
1974. Every effort should be made to acquire and make this
area available for use by February l; however, contingency
plans should be made now for alternative disposal sites in the
event this schedule cannot be met.

5. The new all-weather access road places the landfill in jeopardy
of being seriously damaged or washed away by once in 5 years
expectancy, or greater, flood flows. The new road should
immediately be removed or modified such that flood flows in the
©ld channel will not be substantially restricted.



An immediate analysis should be made to determine if the o0ld road,
or perhaps the new rcad, could be modified so as to greatly improve
reliability of access to Brown's Island during high-water periods
and still not restrict flood flows to the point of jeopardizing

the landfill.

Marion County or the Chemeketa group should act immediately and
positively to assure that the area's solid wastes will be disposed
of in an acceptable manner on a continuous basis.

Proposed Action

Based on information on hand to date, the Department proposes as follows:

L

2}

3)

4)

5)

The Department proceed to issue a renewal permit to Sanitary Service
Co.,Inc., allowing continued disposal of solid waste within the
present confines of the Brown's Island Sanitary Landfill until
February 1, 1975. Additional time will be incorporated to allow
completion of specified site closure procedures including the
provision of adequate exterior dike protection. (The extent of

dike protection needed will be dependent upon the final disposition
of the new road.)

The Department proceed te issue, subject to BOR and local land-use
approval, a solid waste disposal permit to either Sanitary Services
Co., Inc., or to Marion County to allow immediate expansion of the
Brown's Island landfill into the 2l-acre area to the east.

Such action will require submission of an application to expand the
landfill together with detailed site preparation and operational plans.

Marion County be encouraged to either remove or modify the new road
in order to remove the serious threat of washout of the landfill by
anticipated high river flows.

The old access road be raised to provide essentially year-round access
to Brown's Island, except during unusually high water periods, provided
a more detailed study verifies that this can be accomplished without
jeopardizing the landfill.

Chemeketa make immediate alternative plans for disposal of solid
wastes for both the immediate future, in the event the Greenway
lands may not be available by the time the present landfill is
full, and for the longer-term future periods when Brown's Island
may not be accessible due to exceptionally high waters.

Qe

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

Attachments

Figure 1
Letters (4)
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June 19, 1973

Mr. Pat McCarthy, Chairman
Marion County Board of Commissioners
Courthouse :

Salem, Oregon 97301
: Re: S5 .W. - Marion County

rown's Island Dis ite
Dear Commissioner McCarthy:

This is in reply to your letter of May 29, 1973, regarding the
Farmer's Home Administration construction grant to Marion County,
and requesting assurance that the Brown's Island Landfill is acceptable
as a regional disposal site for at least ten years.

The present Brown's Island solid waste disposal permit, issued
by the Department of Environmental Quality under which the landfill
is being operated, covers only 30 acres of the approximately 90
acres potentially available for filling. Hr. William Schlitt, operator
of the Brown's Island Landfill has been advised by the Department that
before consideration can be given to expansion of the site beyond the
area approved under the present permit, a full engineering evaluation -
of the disgposal site riust be completed which includes data and
operational plans as necessary to assure that the landfill will not
be adversely affected by at least 100 year frequency flood waters.

The present landfill area is estimated to have a remaining life
of 3 to 5 years depending upon how well the site is operated and based
upon the present rate of fill. At this time, assurance of landfilling
at Brown's Island can be given for only up to five (5) years, con-
tingent upon the conditions of a valid permit issued by the DEQ,
operation in accordance with the permit and operation at maximum
compaction densities and efficiencies. The occurrance of any un-
foreseen environmental hazards during this time would of course have

to be dealt with in an appropriate manner.

Assurance beyond five years cannot be considered until engineer—
ing studies have been conducted which demonstrate feasibility of
filling additional areas without hazard of potential washout by flood

waters.



Mr. Pat McCarthy, Chairman
June 19, 1973 . i
Page 2

The Department’considers construction of an all-weather access
road to the Brown's Island Site to be an implemenftation project .of -
high priority. The present rate of filling and anticipated short
remaining life of the Macleay Landfill Site make it imperative that
vear-round access be developed for the Brown's Island Site as soon
as. possible. Actions of the County Solid Waste Advisory Committee
and the Chemeketa Region Board of Directors also indicate support
of the Brown's Island access road project. The Department's full
" support is given to use of the FHA Funds for this purpose. '

If you have any questions concerning this matter, or if we can-
be of further assistance, please let us know.

Sincerely,

DIARMUID F. O'SCANNLAIN
Director

E. J. Weathersbee
Deputy Director
EAS :mm ]

cc: Ken Keudell, FHA Portland

cc: J., J. Armstrong -

cc: Clifford Jones

cc: Alan Hershey :

cc: J. A, Anderson V//

c¢: Salem District Office



KESSLER R. CANNON

May 9, 1974

Mr. John A. Anderson, Chairman

Joint County-City Solid Waste Committee
Marion County Department of Public Works
County Courthouse

Salem, Oregon 97301

Re: SW -~ Brown's Island Sanitary
Landfill, Marion County

Dear Mf, Anderson:

This is in reply to your letter of April 29, 1974, requesting
a Department evaluation of Brown's Island Sanitary Landfill.

The . U. S. Arny Corps of Engineers, in a letter dated March 25,

" 1974, has indicated that there are severe problems with the location of

the landfill and the newly constructed access road. They indicated
that expansion of the landfill further into the floodplain, as proposed,:
would restrict approximately 90% of the floodway and cause velocities
appreoaching nine (9) feet per second past the landfill. The Corps feels
that at these velocities 1t would not be economically feasible to
protect the dikes from erosion. The existing new service road and
existing landfill already restrict approximately 70% of the flood

plain until the road is either overtopped or washed out. As you know,
last January the pressures and velocities resulting from this
constriction caused the landfill dikes to be washed out in two places
resulting in substantial solid waste loss downstream. The landfill
damage and waste loss would have undoubtedly been much greater 1f the
road hadn't washed out, thereby providing relief.

On May 3, 1974, Department staff along with a representative
of the Corps of Engineers conducted an inspection of the existing
landfill. The following actions and conditions are considered
necessary to protect the landfill and to serve as a bhasis for determining
future operation:
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Mr, John Anderson
Page 2
May 9, 1974

l. The Westward or upstream point of the present diked area must
ba cut off and a new dike constructed starting from the southwest
corner and extended in a straight line to intersect with the
Noxrth dike at an angle {inside the diked area) of approximately
150 degrees. This would require pulling back some of the garbage
that has already been spread out toward the northwest corner of
the present diked area.

2. All exterior dikes must be repaired and constructed such that they
can assuredly withstand 100 yearxr flood pressures and velocities.
This will require a detailed floodflow analysils to determine actual
deslgn velocities, with and without the road, and with present
and possible future landfill configurations.

3. It appears that the landfill cannot be safely expanded in a manner
that would further restrict the floodplain and unless a detajled
and thorough hydraulic study is conducted and unless such study
shows that it could be safely done, it would be the intent of this
Department not to allow expansion of the landfill beyond the present
diked area (aftexr the northwest corner has been cut back as
discussed in item 1.). ‘

4, The new all-weather access rcad should be removed or re-constructed _
to allow essentially unrestricted flow of floodwaters unless it can be
shown by hydraulic study that the landfill can be protected against
washout without removing the restricting influence of the road.

The above items will be specifically dealt with in the renewal
permit for Brown's Island landfill scheduled to be issued prior to
July 1, 1974.

It is possible that some expansion of the landfill to the east or
southeast might be allowed in accordance with a specifically agreed plan
provided the necessary authorizations could be obtained for such use of
these lands. Howevor, such areas would provide only an interim, short-texm
program at bast and a search for alternative disposal areas must be
implemented bLmmediately.

If it could be shown by a full engineering evaluation that the
landfill and expanded areas could be protected undexr 100 year flood
conditions and not cause damage to adjacent areas, the Departmant
would be receptive to expansion and use of the site as a reglonal
i1andfill. However, preliminary evaluation by the Corps of Engineers
and the Department indicate that this will not prove practicable.



Mr. John Anderson
Page 3

May 9, 1974

We would like to meet with your committee-and discuss this matter
in further detaill at your earliest convenience.-

Very truly yours,

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

RLB:1b E. J. Weathersbee, Adminjistrater
Northwest Region Office

-Berelaa b

cc: Solid Waste Management Division, DEQ
cc: Chemeketa Region '

cc: Marion County Board of Commissioners
cc: Marion County Health Department
‘¢e: City of Salem

cc: Sanitary Service Company, Inc.

cc: Salem District Office, DEQ



Qctober 2,'1974

Marion County Board of Commissioners
Marion County Courthouse
Salem, Oregon 97301

Re:r SW - Brown's Island Sanitary
Landfill, Access Road
Maricn County

Gentlemen:

The DEQ 1s in recelpt of a flood-flow atudy concerning the
Willamette River in the vicinity of Brown's Island prepared for
the Chemeketa Reglon by Clark & Groff Engineers, Inc. The report
was prepared at the request of the Department to help determine
the acceptability and advisability of the continued use of Brown's
‘Island as a sanitary landfill disposal site.

On September 19, 1974, a meeting was held between Frank Richendorf
of the Scil Conservation Service, Jerry Conners of Chemeketa, John McDonald
of Clark and Groff Engineering, Inc., and Rugs Fetrow, Bob Brown and me
representing the Department. At that meeting it was determined, based on
the Clark & Groff analysis and report and upon our understanding of
Mr. Richendorf's evaluation and interpretation of the data in the Clark
& Groff report, that it would be neceasary to remcve the all-weather
access road to Brown's Island in order to protect the present refuse
filled area from potential wash-out by normal high river flows. It is
therefore, requested that this road ke removed or modified by no later .
than December 1, 1974, such that it will not interfere with flood water
flows in the Willamette River in a manner to Jjeopardize the integrity of
the landfill. '

It 1s further reQuesfed that you notify this Department at the earliest
pessible time, but no later than November 1, 1974, of the County'sa :
intended action regarding the all-weather access road.

It was alsc determined that further northward expansion into the flood-
plain should not be allowed until such time additional information, as
-outlined in the Department's letter of September 6, 1974, is provided,
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Marion County
Page 2
October 2, 1974

at which time a mors complete judgement regarding this aspect of the
overall Brown's Island matter could be made. It is our understanding
that John McDonald will submit a proposal to Marion County for
providing the additicnal information.

since it appears that an all-weather road to Brown's Island will
not be available, it bacomes imperative that an alternate disposal
site which will permit adequate disposal of solid wastes during high-~
water periods each vear when Brown"s Island would be inaccessible,
must be identified and agreed upon within a very short time. We
would be glad to meet with representatives of the County to find a
: solution to this urgent pxoblem.

If you have any questions or wish to discuss any of the above in
further detall, pleass .contact me or Mr. Robert Brown of this office
at 238-8471, or the Salem District Office at 278-8240.

Very txuly yours,

KESSLER R. CANNON
Diractor ‘

RLB:1lb " E. J. Weatharsbeae
Administrator
Northwest Region

Encl.

cc: Chemeketa

cc: City of Salem

¢c: Salem Distyict Office

ccr  Solid Waste Management Division

cc: Frank Reckendorf
cgt John Mchonald



December 6, 1974

Mr. Harry Carson, Chalrman

Marion County Board of Commissioners
Marion County Courthouse

Salem, Oregon 97301

Re:1 SW ~ Brown's Island Sanitary Landfill
Marion County

Dear Mr. Caxson:

On Decembar 2, 1974, a meeting between Bill Schlitt and this
Department was held to discuss the Brown's Island Sanitary Landfill
gtatus. During this meeting, Mr. Schlitt informed us that tlie prasent
landfill would be full by February 1, 1975,

In regard to expansion into the 21 acre parcel to the east, Mr.
8chlitt indicated that it would take between 30 and 45 days for its
proper construction and preparation for disposing of garbagea. Since
the Bureau of Qutdoor Recreation land to the east has not been acquired,
possible short term alternatives were explored. One alternative
discussed was the placement of an additional lift. Mr. Schlitt, as well
as the Department, feels that this approach is unacceptable due to the
following:

1. The cost of hauling cover and berm construction material to
the site would be extremely high and perhaps prohibitive.

2.  Adding additional height to fha'preéent landfill would probably

be unacceptable to home owners north of the Willamette River as
well as to the landfill property owner.

3. . An additional lift would inorease the possibility of heavy
leachate production and discharge to the river.

4. Finishad landfill contours should be maintained at elvations

compatible with surrounding lands.

The only other alternativea to the immediate disposal problem
would appaar to be to transfer the wastes to other egstablished
acceptable landfills, Accordingly, it is requested that Marion County



Mr. Harxy Carson
Page 2
Decembexr &, 1974

immediately make initial contacts with operators of Rosamans Landfill
in Clackamas County and Coffin Butte Landfill in Benton County, and
the respective county governments to determine their positions on
poesible interim transfer of solid waste from the Salem area in the
event that the BCOR land has not be acquired, locally approved, and
the eilte prepared for use by February 1, 1975,

Recognizing that both alternatives would be costly and only
interim in nature, at best, the urgency for obtaining the BOR land,
cbtaining conditional use approval and preparing the site for use
is obvious. In hopas of expediting the solid waste disposal permit for
the new land, the enclosed forms and site preparation and operational.
plans for the BOR land should be returned as soon as possible. The
appropriate permit will be issued subject to the acquisition of the land.

In order to keep this Department apprised of on-going work, an
immediate status report on the following would bea appreciated:

1. Status of acquisition of BOR land to the east.

-2 _Btafun of Conditional Use Permit for the use of BOR land
' for a landfill.

3. The date that the engineering plans and appropriate solid
" waste disposal permit forms will be submitted to the Department.

4. The status of the sngineering flood flow analysis.

In response to Mr. McKinney's letter dated NMovember 15, 1974, we
offer the following information:

1. The guestions of the use of the gravel plts around the Salen area
for solid waste disposal will be presented to the State Englneer's
Office for comment in tha near future, It should be noted that
this proposal has been rejected by that office under the previous
State Engineer, Mr. Stanley.

2. In regard to the Department’s ceontact with the Corps of Engineers
and commentg received regarding the River and Harbor Act of
3 March, 1899, Mr. L. J. Btein, Chief of the Enginearing Division,
should be contacted,

In summary, the present Brown's XIgland landfill will be filled by
February 1, 1975, site preparations of the adjacent BOR land should be
started by not later than January 1 if this site 18 to be available for
use by February; since it is likely that the BOR land may not be acquired
and ready for use by February 1, it is imperative that alternative :
interim plans be made to assure a means of dispoaing of golid waste
from the City of Salem and adjacent arecas,



Mr. Barry Carson.
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We are most eager to agsist you in any way possible to resolve
this urgent problem.

If there are any questions regarding the above matters, please
feel free to contact this office.

Very truly yours,

KESSLER R. CANNON

Director
RHF1lb E. J. Weathersbee
Administrator '
Enclosuxes Northwest Region

cc: Mayor Lindsey, Clty of Salem

gos Bill Schlitt, Sanitary Bervice Co., Inc,
cc: Russell H, Petrow, Salem District Engineer
oc: E. A. Schmidt, Solid Waste Divieion, DEQ
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ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Teiephone (503) 229-5696

To Environmental Quality Commission
From Director
Subject: Agenda Item No. J, December 20, 1974 EQC Meeting

Teledyne Wah Chang, Albany - Status Report

Background

Teledyne Wah Chang operates a refractory and reactive metals plant
at Millersburg near Albany. Operations consist of extraction and reduction
of ores to produce zirconium, hafnium, tantalum, columbium and other
reactive and refractory metals. Their primary product is zirconium which
is used as cladding for nuclear fuel elements. This plant is one of two
on the North American hemisphere and produces 85% of the nation's production
of zirconium.

The principal pollutants in the waste water discharges from Wah
Chang are ammonia, MIBK (Methylisobutyl ketone), thiocyanate and total
solids.

The waste waters are partially treated-and discharged to Truax
Creek, thence to Murder Creek, and via a slough to the Wiliamette River.
The wastes are sufficiently strong and toxic that Truax and Murder Creeks
and the slough are rendered aimost sterile and devoid of aquatic life and
unfit for beneficial use except as an outfall ditch for Wah Chang wastes.
In addition, a significant oxygen demand is ultimately exerted on the
Willamette River as a result of the organic and NH4 + components of the
liquid waste stream.

This plant was put under a State waste water discharge permit in
August 1968 which called for substantial, incremental reduction in ammonia
and other toxic and organic components of its waste water even though the
methodology for effecting the required. waste component reductions had not
yet been developed. The incentive which assured that a strong, sustained
waste water contro]l effort would be made was the requirement that pro-
duction should not increase unless and until waste discharge Tlimits were
met.



Over the years, Wah Chang has sustained substantial "in-house" and
consulting service effort to reduce its waste component discharges, has
spent substantial monies for development and installation of control
facilities and has had some successes in reducing ammonia, MIBK and
thiocyanate discharges. Up to about two years ago it appeared that sTow
but steady progress was being made toward making their wastes non-toxic
and in reducing the oxygen demand on the river. This was done primarily
by converting substantial waste ammonia to salable fertilizer. Currently
a large part of the recovered ammonia is being returned to in-plant
production proccesses.

During the past two years Wah Chang's attempts to further reduce its
waste discharges through recovery of additional materials for sale or
recycle have had serious setbacks. These failures, coupled with un-
authorized increases in production, have resulted in waste discharges
substantially and consistently in excess of its waste discharge permit
Timits. It was recently Tearned that Wah Chang has steadily increased
its production of zirconium metal over the past few years in violation of
its existing State Waste Discharge Permit. Their records indicate
that in 1973 production was about 37% higher than in 1972. The 1974
levels will be about 60% higher than 1972. Projections for 1975 show an
increase over 1972 of greater than 90%.

By letter dated May 29, 1973, attached to their State permit renewal
application, Wah Chang requested permission to increase production.
Their stated justification for such increase was that it would be nec-
essary in order to afford the costs of continued waste water control
research and development. Their letter also stated that, "This, of
course, is contingent upon our.ability to reduce proportionate amounts of
ammonia, thiocyanate, and chloride in our effluent." Again, in a letter
dated May 14, 1974, Wah Chang repeated that it would be necessary for
them to increase plant capacity in order to make the required environmental
improvements economically feasible. On April 29, 1974, the Department
forwarded a preliminary draft of a permit to Wah Chang for comment.
Comments and counter proposals returned by the company on July 29, 1974
also included reference to this need to expand.

The company made no mention in their communications that they were,
and had been, expanding production without approval. The details of
their already completed production expansions were not fully divulged
until a meeting with the Department's staff on October 24, 1974.

Issuance of an NPDES permit (to also serve as renewal of their State
permit) has been delayed due to failure of Wah Chang and the DEQ staff to
agree on effluent Timits that would be both environmentally acceptable
and practicably achievable. Under DEQ regulations, their permit which
was issued Auqust 3, 1972, with an expiration date of July 1, 1973,
remains in full force and effect until it is either revoked or replaced
by a new permit.



Departmental regulation QAR Chapter 340, Section 41-022 (1) spe-
cifically prohibits any increase in production until waste waters
currently produced are adequately treated and approved facilities to
adequately treat projected increased wastes have been provided. Thus,
.Condition 5 of their still effective 1972 Waste Discharge Permit pro-
hibits an expansion of production facilities or increase in production
until satisfactory control. over total plant wastes has been achieved so
that plant effluent is non-toxic.

Wah Chang presently is requesting increases in the Department's
proposed NPDES permit Timits to accommodate increases in production
already made, to allow further increases in production which they claim
are necessary to meet requirements of their customers, and to produce
profits needed to develop and install additional waste control facilities.
The company's proposal for increased limits would put their pollutant
discharges back approximately to the point where they were in 1970. At
the same time they, and we, have no assurances that the limits and
schedules they propose will be met, only that they will do the best they
can.

There are two main reasons why the DEQ staff has. failed to keep
abreast of happenings at Wah Chang over the past two years. First, the
NPDES program necessitated a reissuing of every waste discharge permit
in the State by December 1974. To accomplish this, key personnel had to
be taken from routine field inspection-followup duties and assigned to
the time-consuming tasks of generating and moving paper in accordance
with NPDES procedures. As a result, followup on problems has suffered.
The Department reorganization in 1973 caused the second major setback.
The reorganization shifted staff and reassigned responsibility in a
manner such that historically knowledgeable staff members were no longer
available and new, inexperienced staff had to begin the long task of
learning about each and every waste source in their area. Unfortunately,
Wah Chang's problem was one to worsen for lack of agency attention. The
Department is approximately two years behind schedule on most field
related water quality control functions, and further lagging can be
expected until first round permit issuance is complete and staff members
can be properly trained.

While this may be a partial explanation for the Department's delay
in dealing with Wah Chang's problems, it does not explain the company's
proceeding to increase production without a permit.

Recent investigations by the staff indicate that the waste is still
toxic and the total impact on public waters is greater than it was two
and three years ago. In situ biocassays performed in Truax Creek below
the plant discharges in November, 1974, showed 100 percent mortality of
all test specimens within 18 minutes. Species tested were juvenile
bluegills, large-mouth black bass, suckers, and sculpins. Resident
populations of bluegills and large-mouth black bass were found plentiful
in the Truax Creek pond area immediately upstream from the plant. Aside
from existing toxic conditions, the creek and lakes downstream from Wah
Chang's effluent discharge point are rank with chemical waste odors and
chemical sludges.



Summary and Conclusions

The Department has been working with Teledyne Wah Chang for many
years in an attempt to achieve a level of waste control and treatment
that would make effluents acceptable for discharge into public waters.
Concentrated efforts, numerous in-plant changes, and process improvements
by Wah Chang personnel have achieved some beneficial results but have
neither satisfactorily reduced waste damages in the neighboring environ-
ment nor met limits prescribed in DEQ Waste Discharge Permits. In spite
of these shortcomings and contrary to permit restrictions, Wah Chang has
proceeded to expand production which resulted. in proportionally increased
strong waste discharges to the public waters. The wastes continue to be
highly toxic in local waterways and exert a substantial dissolved oxygen
demand on the mainstem Willamette River. Further production expansions
are now being proposed.

Planned Department Action

The Departmental staff proposes to proceed with issuance of an NPDES
permit to Wah Chang which will include the .following:

1. A program and time schedule for reducing the ammonium
levels and other waste components to non-toxic levels.

2. A requirement to immediately achieve interim effluent
limits substantially equivalent to those established
in Condition 4 (2000#/day NH, +, etc.) of their Waste
Discharge Permit issued On.Aﬁgust 3, 1972, even if it
necessitates limiting production. Once a production
level has been demonstrated at which compliance with
those 1imits can be continuously achieved, no increase
in production will be permitted until the Department has
approved the permittee's program for achieving, as soon
as possible but not later than July 1, 1977, the final
environmentally acceptable limits established in the
NPDES permit.

3. A program and time schedule for eliminating sludge
deposits in the Truax Creek .- Murder Creek complex
that result from Wah Chang operation.

As soon as the proposed NPDES permit is drafted, the Department will
schedule a public hearing. This hearing is expected to be in late January
or early February, 1975.

The Department has also initiated a special effort to gather data to

document permit compliance or non-compliance by Wah Chang, and would
intend to issue Civil Penalties or take other appropriate enforcement

action for each permit violation. n
QQ-A_‘._"‘\\

" KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

HLS:ak

December 4, 1974
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KESSLER R. CANNON
Diractor Public Hearing to Consider the Adoption of
Proposed Rules Pertaining to Surety Bonds
for Sewerage Facilities .

BACKGROUND

ORS 454.425 requires every person, except a public
officer acting in his official capacity or any political
subdivision, proposing to construct facilities for the
collection, treatment or disposal of sewage to file with
DEQ a surety bond of a sum required by the Commission,
not to exceed $25,000. Any subsurface sewage disposal
system for a residential structure serving not more than
four families is exempt from this requirement. The
Commission, by rule, may exempt other classes of dwellings
or municipalities.

The Department may permit the substitution of other
security for the bond, in such form and amount as the
Commission considers satisfactory.

The purpose of the bond or other security is to
assure that construction will be carried out in accordance
with plans approved by DEQ and that following construction
the facilities will be properly operated and maintained.

CAY
&Y
Contains

Recycled
Materials



CONCLUSIONS

To implement the requirements of ORS 454.425 the
attached proposed rules have been drafted. They prescribe
the requirements and procedures for the filing, maintenance
and termination of surety bonds or other approved equivalent
security, and the type and amount of security to be filed.
Copies of a proposed surety bond form and of proposed
forms for assignment of insured certificate of deposit
as other security are also attached but are not part of
the proposed rules.

It is proposed that these rules be codified as Sub-
division 5, Division 1, Chapter 340, Oregon Administrative
Rules, and that following public hearing they be adopted
by the Commission.

Section 15-015 defines those sewerage facilities which
are exempt from the requirement of filing a surety bond
oxr other approved equivalent security.

Section 15-020 outlines the type of security that can
be accepted by the Department.

Section 15~025 specifies the dollar amount of bond
or other security required to be filed.

Sections 15-030 and 15-035 pertain to the transfer
of facilities and to the maintenance and termination of
security, respectively.

Notice of today's public hearing was published in the
Secretary of State's bulletin on November 15, 1974 and
copies of the notice were mailed to interested persons on
October 29, 1974. Copies of the proposed rules were also
made available to all persons requesting them.

RECOMMENDATION

It is the Director's recommendation that public
testimony be received in this matter at this time, that
with full consideration being given to all such testimony
" thus received the proposed rules be adopted as permanent
rules, and that they be filed promptly with the Secretary
of State to become effective 10 days after publication by

that office.

KESSLER R. CANNON

KHS:vt Director

12/2/74

Attachments: Proposed Additions to Oregon Administrative Rules
Chapter 340 '
Proposed Surety Bond Form
Proposed Forms for Assignment of Insured Certificate
of Deposit '



Proposed Additions to

Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 340

DIVISION 1
RULES OF GENERAL APPLICABILITY AND ORGANIZATION
Subdivision b

SURETY BONDS OR QTHER SECURITY FOR CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
OF SEWAGE COLLECTION, TREATMENT OR DISPQOSAL FACILITIES

15-005 STATEMENT OF PURPOSE. These rules, adopted pursuant to QRS 454,425,
prescribe the requirements and procedures for the filing, maintenance and |
termination of surety bonds or other approved equivalent security for the
construction, operation and maintenance of sewage collection, treatment or
disposal facilities. _

15-010 DEFINITIONS. As used in these rules, unless the context requires
otherwise: _ '

(1) "Commission" means the Environmental Quality Commission.

- (2) "Construct" or "Construction" includes installation, repair and
-major modification or addition. '

(3) "Department" means the Department of Environmental Quality.

(4) "NPDES waste discharge permit" means a waste discharge permit
issued in accordance with requirements and procedures of the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System authorized by the Federal Water
PolTution Control Act Amendmehts of 1972 (Public Law 92-500) and of
OAR Chapter 340, Sections 45-005 through 45-065. _

(5) "Person" means any person as defined in ORS 174.100 but does
not include, unless the context specifies otherwise, any public officer
acting in his official capacity or any political subdivision, as defined
in ORS 237.410.

(6) "Subsurface sewage disposal system" has the same meaning as
in ORS 454.605(13). '
15-015 SURETY BOND REQUIRED. (1) Every person proposing to construct
facilities for the collection, treatment or disposal of sewage shall file
with the Department a surety bond, or other approved equivalent security,
of a sum determined under Sectjon 15-025 of these rules.
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(2) The following shall be exempt from the provision of subsection (1) of
this section:

(a) Subsurface sewage disposal systems designed to serve not more
than four families or to have not more than 1200 gallons per day
of sewage flow.

(b) Any sewage collection, treatment or disposal facility owned and
operated by a state or federal agency, city, county, county service
district, sanitary authority, sanitary district, or other public
body, including, but not Timited to, a school district or port
district.

(c) Any industrial plant having an NPDES waste discharge permit and
its own sewage collection, treatment or disposal facilities, if
the Tatter serve only plant employees and not permanent residences.

15-020 TYPE OF SECURITY. The type of security to be furnished pursuant
to ORS 454,425 may be:

(1) Perpetual surety bond executed in favor of the State of Oregon

on a form approved by the Attorney General and provided by the Department,
such bond to be issued by a Surety Company Ticensed by the Insurance
Commissioner of Oregon,

{2) Insured savings account assigned to the Departmeht with interest

earned3by such account made payable to the assignor, or

(3) Other security in such form and amount as specifically approved by

the Commission, '

15-025 AMOUNT OF BOND OR QTHER SECURITY. The amount .of the surety bond
or other approved eguivalent security filed with the Department shall be
equal to $1.00 per gallon per day of installed sewage treatment or disposal
capacity with the minimum sum not to be less than $2,000, or shali be of
some -other sum specifically approved by the Commission, except that in no
case shall the maximum sum exceed $25,000. ‘

15-030 TRANSFER OF FACILITIES. The ownership of the sewage disposal
facilities shall not be transferred without the prior written approval of
the Department and the surety bond or other approved equivalent security
filed pursuant to ORS 454.425 shall remain in full force and effect not-.
withstanding any subsequent ownership transfer without such prior written

~approval.
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15-035 MAINTENANCE AND TERMINATION OF SECURITY. The surety bond or other
approved equivalent security filed pursuant to ORS 454.425 shall remain

in force and effect until such time as a state or federal agency, city,
county, county service district, sanitary authority, sanitary district,

~ or other public body acquires ownership or assumes full liability and re-
sponsibility for operation and maintenance of the sewage disposal facilities
with the prior written approval of the Department pursuant to section
15-030.
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RoNAD ';;'f:‘"‘“s . Relating to Veneer and Plywood Manufacturing Operations
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Director .
‘ The rule amendment under consideration is a proposed emission
limitation relative to veneer dryer emissions and is attached as Appendix A.

- During the manufacture of plywood, the veneer passes through a dryer
in which the moisture content is reduced from the range of 30-200% to
about 3%. During this process, the steam driven off carries with #t small
quantities of organic volatiles present in the wood.

An investigation made in 1970 by Washington State University found
that emissions from veneer dryers in the Pacific Northwest and in the South
consist of small quantities of solid particulate matter (generally under
0,002 grains per standard cubic foot) and hydrocarbons.

Veneer dryer emissions, consisting of the particulates, volatilized
and condensed hydrocarbon compounds, are capable of forming a character-
istic blue haze upon emission to the atmosphere,

When the initial Board Product Industries Rules were adopted (March 5,
1971), no emission limit was set for veneer dryers pending completion
of a series of studies of emissions and control methods for this source
by the American Plywood Association,. Instead a section requiring a
public hearing was adopted as follows: (Also see Appendix B)

"25-315 VENEER AND PLYWOOD MANUFACTURING OPERATION,
(1) Veneer Dryers-Public Hearing for Emission Standard. By no

Y later than July 1, 1971, the Director of the Department shall schedule
%CQ a public hearing for the purpose of determining the feasibility of adopting
Contains an emission standard for particulate and gaseous emissions from veneer

Recycled dryers, setting forth allowable emission levels and dates for compliance.”

Materials
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Washington State University published findings of the previously referred
to study in a report, "Investigation of Emissions from Plywood Veneer Dryers",
dated March 1971 (Contract supported by the Plywood Research Foundation and
the EPA), While significant information was received, much served to verify
that emissions varied with wood species, type of dryer, and drying cycle including
speed, moisture content, temperature, etc. The report provided the following
summary: "Eight Pacific Northwest and five southern plywood veneer dryers
were tested for emission rates and process variables. Gas- and steam-heated,
longitudinal and jet dryers were studied drying ten wood species types. Wood
particles in concentrations of less than 0,002 gr/std dry ft3 were the only
significant particulate found at stack temperatures., The visible blue-haze plume
consists of hydrocarbon materials that condense after the plume cools below stack
temperature, The blue-haze plumes averaged about 20% in equivalent opacity.
Douglas fir and ponderosa pine produced the most visible plume, Some dryers
have visible water plumes, Total hydrocarbon emissions from the stacks
averaged 5.7 Ibs /10,000 £t2 of 3/8" plywood produced, of which 3. 6 Ibs
represented the condensable fraction, The other fraction is termed volatile
hydrocarbons." The conclusions of that report are attached as Appendix E,

The report discussed above was not received by control agencies
untll May 13, 1971. The American Plywood Association (APA) was then
engaged in an evaluation of several additional dryers, examining the effect
of changing dryer operating conditions upon the emission of contaminants,
The Department had also arranged with the APA to conduct independent
emission tests along side the WSU group at installations in Eugene and
Lebanon, . This information was transmiited to the Environmental Quality
Commission at the June 4, 1971 meeting with a request for authorization
for a public hearing in December of 1971, which was approved.

It is considered sufficiently relative to the matter before the Commission
today to report that discrepancies in source sampling of hydrocarbon emissions
and the analytical methods and procedures which were under review by WSU
and DEQ were technical in nature and were resolved by diligent and cooperative
work, '

In late 1971 a proposed rule for veneer dryer emissions was incorpor-
ated with other amendments and new rules prepared for Oregon's Clean Air
Act Implementation Plan, Public hearings were held in Portland, Medford
and Eugene, The proposed rule contained a visible emission limitation
(opacity) and a particulate grain loading emigsion limitation of 0,05 grains
per standard cubic foot., The maximum allowable concentration of particulate
matter (0.05 ¢r/scf) was deleted, primarily as a result of a large amount
of new data submitted by the American Plywood Association on January 10,
1972. The new test results essentially confirmed the industry hearing
testimony to the effect that the 0.05 gr/scf limit would have been considerably
more stringent than the opacity limitation on visible emissions.
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The Environmental Quality Commission and the Director, at the
request of members of the plywood industry, granted an additional nine
months to complete investigations into control hardware. As a condition,
the American Plywood Assoclation 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, composed of individuals from various plywood manufacturing
companies and equipment representatives who were involved in research
and development programs on veneer dryers.

The continued investigation by the Department made clear the extreme
difficulty of effectively controlling veneer dryers with only a visible emission
limitation. The multiplicity of emigsion points in close proximity to one
another frequently resulted in interference to a degree that no valid
individual readings wae possible, Further the staff concluded that the
visible haze which hangs over plants and areas was related to the tfotal
mass emission of the particulates (hydrocarbons) from the plant and that
limitations in terms of mass measurements had to be established. A
number of other significant items were developed at that time: 1) there
is little uniformity in the operation of veneer dryers; 2) there was still
a limited amount of hard data relating to veneer dryer emissions to
various operating parameters; 3) there was not agreement within industry
that a quantitative emission regulation was warranted.

The Department during this period investigated several means of
quantitatively relating veneer dryer emissions including 1) process weight
Iimitation, 2) grain loading, and 3) mass emission versus production.
Each of the control systems were considered to have advantages and
disadvantages.

The report to the Environmental Quality Commission at its October 4,
1972 meeting requesting authorization for a public hearing for a proposed
rule amendment which i.ncluded a quantitative mass emission limitation
had these conclusions: ;

"It is the conclusion of the Department that a quantitative mass
emission limitation should be considered at this time. This
conclusion is not shared by the industry.

The presently recommended emission limitation of 0,5%#/1000 ft2
total veneer (3/8" basis) is the level which, on the basis of limited
data, will assure the relief of the current visible emission problem,
and is achievable with currently available control equipment.



The limitations imposed by insufficient data makes it desirable
that a definite date for further review should be included in

this regulation, There are several members of the industry
currently embarked on emission control programs. The review
date is to coincide with these control programs and further
amendments of the regulation will be predicated on the results of
these installations, Shéuld these control installations demonsgtrate
an adequate control of visible emiksions and indicate a higher or
lower mass emission limitation, the presently recommended 0.5
pounds per 1000 square feet (3/8 inch basis) would be adjusted.
All adjustments will be made on the basis of operating test data."

A final report from the Plywood Research Foundation dated
October 12, 1972 was received and is attached in Appendix F. The
report, in addition to stating the cost of testing veneer dryers could be
prohibitive depending upon dryer configuration and frequency of testing
required, suggested there was inadequate data to set an emission limit,
it was estimated that source testing could cost $1200 to $1600 per
‘emission point per test which could approach $2 million for the Oregon
segment of the plywood industry. Industry also requested a review
date for emission limits if limits were set at that time., A dual standard
for new and old equipment did not appear justified. The report also
reviewed the status of control equipment trials.

The initially proposed rule presented at the October 4, 1972 meeting
for the January 26, 1973 public hearing was revised to reflect results of
conferences and further evaluation by the Department. Basically it
removed the mass emission limitation and it recognized the difficulty
in reading opacity from individual stacks and new language was added
addressing visible air contaminants and the area blue haze problem by
the following: '

", ...n0 person shall operate any veneer drier, or driers, such
that visible air contaminants, including condensible hydrocarbons,
are emitted in such quantities so as to create any characteristic
blue haze'" which is observable at any point beyond the exterior
wall of the building housing the veneer drier or driers, or at any
point further than 50 feet in any direction from the veneer drier,
whichever is greater."

At the public hearing on January 26, 1973 much of the testimony
was in contrast to the precepts and conclusions drawn from the industry
evaluations and conferences with control agency staffs over the prior
year. The Department reviewed the testimony and obtained an Attorney
General's Opinion relative to the enforceability of 'the characteristic blue



haze" section. The Industry Committee basically agreed with only
setting an opacity limitation on veneer dryer emissions, however
suggested that the section (1)(a) relative to '"characteristic blue haze"
should be labelled a policy section. The complete testimony is attached
as Appendix G, _ '

The Department report to the Environmental Quality Commission
for the April 2, 1973 meeting had these conclusions:

"1. The proposed veneer drier regulation is an enforceable regulation
- and will require a substantial reduction in the visible emissions
from veneer driers. '

-2, The proposed regulation may make it impractical to attempt to
achieve compliance with low energy scrubber systems and will
have an impact on and require control of veneer drier leakage
that occurs at many installations,

3. The enforcement of the "limitations on visible emissions™ are
concluded to be a sufficient control requirement and neither
- process weight nor grain loading requirements need be applicable
at this time,

4, Several word changes were recommended and are incofpomted
in the attached draft regulation dated March 16, 1973.

5. The emission measurements required in the regulation will
result in data which will provide a basis for emission inventory
purposes and decisions regarding the emission control accomplished. "

" The Commission adopted the proposed rule as amended on April 2, 1973
(a copy is contained in Appendix D).

The rule as adopted contained in subsection (a) a restriction on
visible emissions such that the 'blue haze" was not observable beyond
the exterior wall of the building housing the dryer or at any point greater
than 50 feet; subsection (b) contained an opacity limitation; subsection (c)
required submission of a compliance schedule or notice of participation
in an approved study; and in addition to other requirements relative to
fugitive emissions, etc. required a public hearing be held not later than
January 1, 1975 to review current technology and the adequacy of these
regulations and the necessity and practicability of adopting a mass '
emission limitation.



Discussion:

The public hearing today has been called to fulfill the hearing
requirement in the adopted rule, The proposed rule as amended,
and being considered here today, would require: 1) applying highest
and best practicable treatment as does the current rule in Section
25-310(4); 2) establishing as an objective instead of a regulation the
limitation on the distance from the dryer or beyond buildings that the
characteristic '"blue haze'" may persist, proposed in Section 25-315(1)(a);
3) establishing an opacity limitation of 10% from any one stack, proposed
Section 25-315(1)(a), which is considered more restrictive than the
-current rule; 4) those persons operating veneer dryer(s) to be in compliance
with the rule or under a compliance schedule approved by the Department
by March 1, 1975, proposed section 25-315(1)(c); 5) operation at all times
such that emissions of air contaminants are kept at the lowest practicable
levels, proposed section 25-315(1)(d); 6) prohibiting any practice of will-
fully concealing’ emissions by such means as dilution, proposed section
25-315(1)(e); 7) control of fugitive emissions, proposed section 25-315(1)(D);
and 8) more restrictive emission limitations for problem areas upon a
finding by the Commission that such was necessary, proposed section
25- 315(1)(g)

: Since late 1969, the Department has met with industrial committees
and through consultation and the regulatory process, industry and others
have developed control technology to control the visible emissions from
veneer dryers, Unfortunately at this point in time, not all of the developed
and evaluated control systems have been installed on operating plants,

Thus, performance capabilities over long periods of time have not been
established. In fact, a few control systems have been operated only as
pilot plant installations. Appendix H confains a staff evaluation of all

the control instaHlation technology reviewed or observed by the Department.
Of those systems for which emission test data are available, including

the Georgia Pacific System, Buchholz Foam System, Baker Filter, Dupont
Catalytic Afterburner, Energex Burner, Leckenby and Moore Lo-Em System,
opacities of less than 10% are achievable and the reported grain loading

are frequently at 0,05 grains per standard cubic foot (gr/scf) and some

are reported as less than 0.03 gr/scf. Essentially all are at less than
0.08 gr/scf., It is concluded from data available that a mass emission
limitation is not necessary at this time, alleviating a significant cost

for source testing to defermine compliance. General particulate emission
limitations are 0.1 gr/scf for "new" sources, and 0.2 gr/scf for "existing"
sources, OAR 340, Section 21-030, However, the proposed 10% opacity is
expected to be more restrictive than either 0.1 or 0.2 gr/scf. It should

be noted that under OAR 340, Section 20-035, the Department can require
source testing to determine type, quality and quantity of emissions.
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" The currently proposed rule revision is the result of a number of
meetings with a representative industrial committee reaponsible in part
for reporting to the Department control progress and test data. The
committee position is that available highest and best practicable control
technology if installed cannot comply with the essentially zero visibles
50 feet beyond the dryer stacks or buildings contained in the existing rule.
They claim there is insufficient evidence to assure that a wisp or plume
of '"blue haze" might not occasionally he observed beyond the current
regulatory limits and place them in technical violation of the current
rule.

The Depariment concludes that the proposed rule changes, which
makes an objective out of the distance 'blue haze'" may persist and
adds a 10% maximum allowable opacity, have the following merits., They
remove an argument that current control technology is not available on
a reasonable basis to meet the rule. Control systems, presently available,
can reduce visible emissions from less than 10% to zero opacity. These
same systems will be installed under the highest and best practicable rule
section providing a high degree of control. Each such proposal is subject
to review and approval by the Department,

_The industrial committee initially proposed an opacity limitation of
20% as set forth in their letter and attachment of September 16, 1974,
attached as Appendix I. In that letter it was stated that cost of control
per dryer will range from $60,000 to as high as $175,000 per unit,
exclusive of costs for control of fugitive emissions.

According to Department records, 93 mills in Oregon will be
subject to the rule and those mills have a total of 253 dryers. The
Department agrees with the industry statement that the proposed rule
will have its greatest impact on older smaller mills, In view of
current economic conditions submitted schedules will be approved on
a case-by-case basis. '

Testimony relative to the proposed rule received by December 9th
includes a letter from the Lane Regional Air Pollution Authority
gsupporting the proposed rule change, and a letter from the North
Santlam Plywood Company at Mill City objecting to the proposal as
too costly, causing curtailment of production and posgsibly forcing
closure of the average mill, Both letters are also attached in
Appendix J,



Conclusions:

The Department concludes that:

1.

2.

Control technology is available to reduce visible emissions
from veneer dryers to the proposed rule requirements,

The proposed rule change is not projected to result in any
significant change in applied control technology so as to
comply with the proposed rule as compared to the current
Tule, '

The 10% opacity limitation will result in grain loadings below

0.1 grain per scf, and based upon current information a mass

emigsion limitation is not considered necessary.

The adoption of the prdﬁosed rule will allow the Department
to receive and approve schedules of compliance in an orderly
manner, : :

Director's Recommendation:

It i1s the recommendation of the Director that public tfestimony be
heard concerning the proposed amendments to Veneer and Plywood
Manufacturing Operations and appropriate action be taken on the regula-
tion affer giving congideration to the testimony received.

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

FAS:h 12/19/74
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PROPOSED RULES RELATING TO

VENEER AND PLYWOOD MANUFACTURING OPERATIONS

OAR 340, Section 25-315, Subsection (1)(2) through (h) are repealed and the
following Subsections (1){(a) through (1)(g) are adopted in lien thereof, and Subsection
(2){c) is repealed,

25-315 VENEER AND PLYWOOD MANUFACTURING OPERATIONS

(1) Veneer Driers

(a) Consistent with Secﬁon 25-310(1) through (4),' it is the objecti\}e of

(b)

(),

tlﬁ.s section to control air contamiﬁant emissions, including but not
1 : -
limited to condensible hydrocarbons such that visible emissions from

each veneer drier are limited to a level which does not cause a

characteristic "blue _haz_e" fo be observable at any point beyond the

exterior wall of the building housing the veneer drier or at any

point further than 50 feet in any direction from the veneer drier,
whichever is greater.

No person shall operate any veneer drier such,thé.t vigible air
contaminani:s emitted therefrom exceed 10% opacity, opacity as
defined by Section 21-005(4), from any one stack. "Where the
presence of uncombined water is f:he 6n1y reason for the failure to
meet this requirement, said requirement shall not apply.

After March 1, 1975 no person shall operate a veneer drier which _
is not in compliance_with the emission limitations of -l;his rule or
is not subject to a compliance schedule approved by the Department
which is inéorporated into an enforceable air contaminant discharge

permit,



(d)

()

(f)

®)

Each veneer drier shall be maintained and operated at all times

such that air contarhinant generating processes and all contaminant
control equipment shall be at full efficiency and effectiveness so

thal; the eimissions of air contaminanis are kept at the lowest
practicable levels.

No person shall ﬁllfully cause or permit the ingtallation or use of
any fneans, such as dilution, which, without resulting in a reduction
in the total amount of 2ir contaminants emitted, conceals an emisgion
which would otherwise violate this Rule.

Where effective measures are not taken to minimize fugitive emissions,
as defined by Section 21-050, OAR, Chapter 340, the Department
may require that the equipment or structures in whicil prbcessing,
handling and storage are done be tightly closed, modified or oper;rl:ed'
in éuch- a way that air contaminants are minimized, controlled, or
removed before discharge to the open air, !

The Department may ;equire more restrictive emisgion limits than
provided in Section 25;315(1)(b) for an individual plant upon a finding
by the Commission that the individual plant is located or is proposed
to be located in a special problem area. The more restrictive
emission -limits for special problem areas may be established on

the basis of allowable emissions expressed in opacity, pounds per
hour, or total maximum daily emissions to the atmosphere, or a

combination thereof.



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

CH. 340

Board Products Industries
(Veneer, Plywood,
Particleboard, Hardboard)

[ED. NOTE: Unless otherwise specified,
sections 25-305 through 25-325 of this
chapter of the
Rules Compilation were adopted by the
Department of Environmental Quality
March 5, 1971 and filed with the Secre-~
tary of State March 31, 1971 as Admin-
istrative Order DEQ 26].

. rl

25-305 DEFINITIONS, (1}‘'Department’’
means Department of Environmental Qual-
ity.

(2} ““Emission’”’ means a release into
the outdoor- atmosPhere of air contam1-
nants.

(3) ‘‘Hardboard’’ means a flat panel
made from wood that has been reduced to
basic wood fibers and bonded by adhesive
properties under pressure,

(4) "‘Operations’’ includes plant, millor
facility,

(5) ”Partlcleboard means mat formed
flat panels consisting of wood particles
bonded together with synthetic resin or
other suitable binder, .

(6) "“Person’’ means the same as ORS
449.760 (1),

(7) ““Plywood’’ means a flat panel built
generally of an odd nurnber of thin sheets
of veneers of wood in which the grain di-
rection of each ply or layer is at right
angles to the one adJacent to it,

(8) ““Tempering oven’’ means any fa-
cility used to bake hardboard following an
oil treatment process.

{9) "“Veneer’’ means a single flat panel
of wood not exceeding 1/4inchinthickness
formed by slicing or peeling from a log.

25-310 GENERAL PROVISIONS, (l)
These regulations establish minimum per-
formance and emission standards for ve-
neer, plywood, particleboard and hard-
board manufacturing operations.

(2) Emission limitations established
.herein are in addition {0, and not in lieu ¢f,
‘general emission standards for visible
emissions, fuel burning equipment, and
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refuse burning equipment,

{(3) Emission limitations established -
herein and stated in terms of pounds per
1000 square feet of production shall be
computed on an hourly basis using the
maximum B8 hour production capacity of
the plant.

(4) Upon adoption of these regulatmns
each affected veneer, plywood, partides.
board, and hardboard plant shall proceed
with a progressive and tirely program of
air pollution control, applying the highest
and best practicable treatment and control
currently available, Each plant shallatthe
request of the Department submit periodic
reports in such form and frequency asdi-
rected to demonstrate the progress being
made toward full compliance with these
regulations.

25-315 VENEER AND PLYWOOD
MANUFACTURING OPERATIONS. {l)
Veneer Driers.

As soon as practlcable, but no latey
ecember 31, 1974, no person shail
‘any veneer drier, or driers, dch
‘that vijible air contaminants, inclyd mg
condensihble hydrocarbons, are emifted in
such quan{ities so as to create arng char -
acteristic \blue haze’’ whichiso Z:;rvable
at any point Yeyond the exterioZ/Zzall of the
building housi¥ug the veneerdriérordrier:
~or at any poinl\further than 50 feet in an+
"direction fromtke veneerdrier, whichevr

(b) As soon as
than December 3],
0perate any veneer

acticAble, but no later
, no person shalj
ier, such that visible
ed thereirom at any
time exceeds 20% ofacKy, opacity as de-
fined by section '1 005Y4), from any one
stack or an: arithmetic Naverage of 10%
| opacity from all stacks WQf that veneer
I'drier. Where ‘he presence

{e) A?soon as practicable, but
than Juy 1, 1973, every person o

ment’ of Environmental Quality:

(A) Written information, reports,
analysm which demonstrates complia
with the emission limitations contained in
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subsections (1) (a) and (1) {(b), of thid
dection, or
{B) A specific written compliance schefl-

& for complying with the emission 1i

1) (b), of this section, or

“"ritten notice that the persbn is

plying withthe
hined in sub-

section 21-030, \(pertainjhg to particulate
emission limitat\ons).

(e} Any veneer \drier
which is completed
effective date of t
of initial operation
emission limitatio
sections (1) {a} and

he construction of
subsequent to the
fule, shall from time
comply with the
& contained in sub-
(1) (b) of this section.

(1) (b} of thig section.
(g} Unlessfotherwise agrged to by the
Department fin writing, any person oper-
ating one ¢r more veneer driers in com-
pliance wifh subsection (1) (a} and (1) (b}
shall testfat least one (1} repXesentative
veneer drier in such manner @as speci-
fied by fthe Department in its jublished
standar testmethod as 1tmaybe gmended

Department within 90 days of\ the
iest to occur of the following:
A) The d at e compliance with Yhe
ission limitations contained in sub-
ctions (1) (a) and (1} {b) of this sectic
reported to the Department, or

(

as de\fmed by ORS 449.760 (6),

\J]
S

(B) The date the “‘air cleaning dev1cp}

i{s«xgned
ssion
ctions (1}
is put into

to achieve compliance with the
limitations™gontained in sub
(a) and (1) (b)Nof this sectj
operation, or

{(C) The date agree
ment and establis
schedule, ' \a

{h) A publi¢ hearing shall be held by
the Departprent no later than™anuary 1,
1975, to p€view current technology.and the

y of these regulations \d the

ssity and practicability of adopting.a
ass emisgsion limitation.
(2) Other Emission Sources.
(a) No person shall cause to be emitted
particulate matter from veneer and ply-
wood mill sources, including but not limi-
ted to, sanding machines, saws, presses,
barkers, hogs, chippers and other ma-
terial size reduction equipment, process
or space ventilation systermns, and truck
loading and unloading facilities in excess
of a total from all sources withinthe plant

to by the Depart-
in the comphance

 site of one (1.0) pound per 1000 square feet

2
Y

25¢

of plywood or veneer production on a 3/8
inch basis of finished product equivalent.
(b) Excepted from subsection (a) are

3 (f) No person sHall\ attempt to comply veneer dryers, fuel burning equipment and
= with the emission limit@tions of subsection refuse burning equipment.
3 (1) {a) or (1) (b} gf this gection by diluting - {e) Compliance Schedule. No later t
3 b4 g

the emissions frgmthe dXying process with Septeniber 5, 1971, every person operafing
A ymgp
'u outside air orjfother gises. Emissions a plywoo veneer manufact hg plant
7 which are so diluted sha\l be deemed to§d shall submit t e Departm of Environ-
,'" be. in violati of subsection (1) (a) and__g_l_ mental Quahty a schedule for

Y ticable
com
ber 31, 1973.

{3) Open Burning. Upon the effective
date of these regulations, no person shall
cause or permit the open burning of wood
residues or other refuse in- conjunction
with the operation of any veneer or ply-
wood manufacturing mill and such acts
are hereby prohibited,

Hist: Amended 2-15-72 by DEQ 37
Amended 5- 5-72 by DEQ 43 (T)
Amended 9-20-72 by DEQ 48
Amended 4- 9.73 by DEQ 52
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

" RELATIVE TO PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO RULES RELATING TO VENEER
AND PLYWOOD MANUFACTURING OPERATIONS

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that a Public Hearing will be held for the purpose
of considering a,.menclments pertaining to rules relating to Veneer and Plywood
Manufacturing Operations, Pursuant to OAR Chapter 340., Section 25-315 (1) (h) a
public hearing shall be held by 't:he Department no Iater than Januwary 1, 1975, to
review current technology and the adequacy of OAR 340, Sections 25-305 to 25-315..
The hearing is scheduled for that purpose and to consider proposed amendments
to The Cie:—tn Aif Act Implementation Plan for Oregon, The public hearing will
be held before the Environmental Quality Commission:

At 2:30 p..m. on December 20, 1974
Redwood Room
Swepiwing Motel
Albany, Oregon

Any person desiring fo submit tes'timony related to this matter may do so by
forwarding testimony within 30 days from the date of this notice to the Office of
Department of Enﬁroninenlﬁl Qualityl, ‘Air Quality Control Division, 1234 S. W,
Morrison, Portlaﬁd, Oregon 97205, or .may be heard orally at the public hearing
on the date and at fhe time and place mentioned above.

Copies of the proposed .rule amendment are available upon request from the

Department of Environmental Quality, Portland,

Dated this 31st day of October, 1974.

/ v
‘f’/3 //\ (,,':3‘.‘: e

L

I Sy TN e

KESSLER R, CANNON
Director
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

CH. 340
Board Products Industries refuse burning equipment,
(Veneer, Plywood, (3) Emission limitations established

Particleboard, Hardboard) -
! A

[ED. NOTE: Unless otherwise specified,

sections 25-305 through 25-325 of this .

chapter of the Oregon Administrative
Rules Compilation were adopted by the
Department of Environmental Quality
March 5, 1971 and filed with the Secre-
-tary of State- March 31, 1971 as Adminis-
trative Order DEQ 26.]

25-305 DEFINITIONS. (1) “‘Department’’
means Department of Environmental Qual-
ity.

(2) * ‘Emission’’ means a release into
the outdoor atmosphere of air contami-
nants. -

{3) ““Hardboard’’ means a flat panel
made from wood that has been reduced to
basic wood fibers and bonded by adhesive
propert1es under pressure. .

{4) ‘‘Operations’’ includes plant
or fac111ty. :

{5) *“‘Particleboard’’ means mat formed
flat panels consisting of wood particles
bonded together with synthetic resin or
other su:.table binder,

(6) “Person’’ means the same as OR.S
449.760(1).

(M “Plywood" means a flat panel built
generally of an odd number of thin sheets
of veneers of wood in which the grain di-
rection of each ply or layer is at right an-
gles to the one ad_]acent to it. '

(8) ““Tempering oven’’ means anyfacil-
ity used to bake hardboard following an oil
treatment process.

(9} ‘“Veneer” means a single flat panel
of wood not exceeding1/4inchinthickness,
formed by slicing or peeling from a log.

mill

25-310 GENERAL PROVISIONS, (1)
These regulations establishminimum per-

formance and emission standards for ve-
" neer, plywood, particleboard and hard-
board manufacturing operations.

{(2) Emission limitations established
herein are in addition to, and not in lieu

of, general emission standards for visible

emissions, fuel burning equipment, and

5-15-71

herein and stated in terms of pounds per
1000 square feet of production shall be
computed on an hourly basisusingthe max-
imum 8 hour production capacity of the
plant,

(4) Upon adoption of these regulations,
each affected veneer, plywood, particle-

‘board, and hardboard plant shall proceed

with a progressive and timely program of
air pollution control, applying the highest
and best practicable treatment and control
currently available. Eachplant shall at the
request of the Department submit periodic
reports in such form and frequency asdi- -
rected to demonstrate the progress being .
made toward full compha.nce W1th these

" regulations.

25-315 VENEER AND PLYWOOD MAN-
UFACTURING OPERATIONS. (1) Veneer
Dryers-Public Hearing for Emission Stan-
dard. By no later than July 1, 1971, the Di~
rector of the Department shall schedule a
public hearing for the purpose of determin-
ing the feasibility of adopting an emission
standard for particulate and paseous emis=-
sions from veneerdryers, setting forthal-
lowable emlssmn levels and dates for com-
pliance.

{2) Other Emission Sources.

(2) No person shall cause to be enutted
particulate matter from venee r and ply-
wood mill sources,including but not limit-
ed to, sanding machines, saws, presses,
barkers, hogs, chippers and other material
size reduction equipment, process or
space ventilation systems, and truckload-
ing and unloading facilities in excess of a
total from all sources within the plant site

.of one (1.0) pound per 1000 square feet of

plywood or veneer productionona3/8inch
basis of finished product equivalent.

(b) Excepted from subsection(a)are ve-
neer dryers, fuel burning equipment and
refuse burning equipment,

(c} Compliance Schedule. No laterthan
September 5, 1971, every personoperating

.a plywood or veneer manufacturing plant

shall submit tothe Department of Environ-
mental Quality a proposed schedule for -
compliance with this section. The schedule
shall provide for compliance with the ap-

. 25d
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plicable provisions atthe earliest practi-

cable date, but in no case shall final com- .

pliance be achievedby later than December
31, 1973.

{3) Open Burning. Uponthe effective date
of these regulations, no person shall cause
or permit the open burning of wood resi-

"dues or other refuse in conjunction withthe
operation of any veneer or plywood manu-
facturing mill and such acts are hereby
prohibited,

25-320 PARTICLEBOARD MANUFAC-
TURING OPERATIONS, . (1} Truck Dump
and Storage Areas,.

{a) Every person operating or 1ntend1ng
to operate a particleboard manufacturing
plant shall cause all truck dump and stor-
age areas holding or intended to hold raw
materials to be enclosed to prevent wind-
blown particle emissions fromthese areas
from being deposited uponproperty notune
-der the ownership of said person,

(b) The temporary storage of raw ma-
terials outside the regularlyused areasof
the plant site is prohibited unless the per-
son who desires to temporarily store such
raw materials first notifies the Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality and re-
ceives written approval for said storage.

(A) When authorized by the Department
of Environmental Quality, temporary stor=
age areas shall beoperatedtoprevent
windblown particulate emissions frombe-~
ing deposited upon property not under the
ownership of the person stonng the raw
materials,

(B) Any temporary storage areas au-
thorized by the Department shall not be
operated in excess of six (6) months from
the date they are first authorized.

(c) Any person who proposes to control
windblown particulate emissions irom
truck dump storage areas otherthanbyen-
closure shall apply tothe Department for
authorization to utilize alternative con-
trols. The application shall be submitted
pursuant to Section 20-020 to 20-030, Ch.
340, OAR, and shall describe in detail the
plan proposed to control windblown partic~
ulate emissions and 1nd1cate on aplotplan

2.5e

the nearest location of property not under
ownership of the applicant.

(2) Other Emission Sources.

{(2) No person shall cause to be emitted
particulate matter from particleboard
plant sources including, but not limited to,
hogs, chippers and other material size re-
duction equipment, process or space ven-
tilation systerns, particle dryers, classi-~
fiers, presses, sanding machines and ma-
terials handling systeimns, in excess of a
total from all sources within the plant site
of three (3.0} pounds per 1000 square feet

of particleboard produced on a.3/4 inch
basis of finished product equivalent.
{b) Excepted from subsection (a) are

‘truck dump and storage areas, fuel burn-

ing equiprent 'and refuse burning equ1p-‘

ment,

{3) Comphance Schedule, Not later than
September 5, 1971, every personoperating
a particleboard manufacturing plant shall
submit to the Department of Environmen-
tal Quality a proposed schedule for com-
plying withSections (1) and (2) of this reg-
ulation. The schedule shall provide for
compliance with the applicable provisions
at the earliest practicable date, but in no
case shall final compliance be achieved by
later than December 31, 1973,

(4) Open Burning. Upon the effective date
of these regulations, nopersonshall cause
or permit the open burning of wood resi-
dues or other refuse in conjunction with
the operation of any particleboard manu-
facturing plant and such acts are hereby
proh:.bﬂ:ed

25-325HARDBOARD MANUFACTURING
OPERATIONS, (1) T ruckDump and Storage
Areas.

(a) Every person operating or intending
to operate a hardboard manufacturing plant
shall cause all truck dump and storage
areas holding or intended to hold rawma-~
terials to be enclosedto prevent windblown
particle ernissions from these areasirom
being deposited upon property not wunder
the ownership of said person.

(b) The temporary storage ot raw ma-
terials outside the regularly usedareasof

5-15-71
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the plant site is prohibited unlessthe per-
son who desires to temporarily store such
raw materials first notifies the Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality and re-
ceives written approval.

(A} When authorized by the Department
of Environmental Quality, temporary stor-
age areas shall be operated to prevent
windblown particulate emissions frombe-
ing deposited upon property not under the
ownership of the person stormg the raw
materials.

(B} Any temporary storage areas au-
thorized by the Department shall not be
operated in excess of six (6) mbnths from
the date they are first authorized.

{c) Alternative Means of Control. Any
person who desires to control windblown
particulate emissions from truckdump and
storage areas other than by enclosure
shall first apply to the Departmentior au~
thorization to utilize alternative controls.
The application shall be submitted pur-
suant to Section 20-020 to 20-030, Ch. 340,
OAR, and shall describe in detail the plan
proposed to control windblown particulate
emissions and indicate on a plot plan the
nearest location of property not under own-
ership of the applicant.

(2) Other Emission Sources.

(a) No person shall cause to be emitted
particulate matter from hardboard plant
gources including, but not limited to hogs,
chippers and other material size reduction

equipment, process or space ventilation

systems, particle dryers, classifiers,
presses, sanding machines, and materials
handling systems, in excessofatotalfrom
all sources within the plant site of one (1.0)
pound pe r 1000 square feet of hardboard
produced on a 1/8 inch basis of finished
product equivalent,

(b) Excepted from subsection (a) are
truck dump and storage areas, fuel burn-
ing equipment and refuse burning equip-
ment,

(3) Emissions from Hardboard Temper-
ing Ovens,

5.15-71

' {a) No person shall operate any hard-
board tempering oven unless all gases and
vapors emitted from said ovenaretreated
in a fume incinerator capable of raising the
temperature of said gases and vaporstoat
least 1500° F for 0.3 seconds or longer.

(b) Spec:!.flc operatingtemperatures low-
er than 1500°F may be approved by the De-
partment upon application, provided that
information is supplied to show thatoper-
ation at said temperatures provides suffi-
cient treatment to prevent odors from
being perceived on property not under the
ownership of the person operating the
hardboard plant.

(c) In no case shall fume incinerators
installed pursuant to this section be oper-
ated at temperatures less than 1000° F

(d) Any person who proposes to control
emissions from hardboard tempering
ovens by means other than fume inciner-
ation shall apply to the Department for au-
thorization to utilize alternative controls,
The application shall be submitted pur-
suant to Section 20-020 to 20-030, Chapter
340 OAR, and shall describe in detail the
plan proposed to control odorous emis=-
sions and indicate on a plot plan the loca~
tion of the nearestpropertynotunder own-
ership of the applicant.

(4) Compliance Schedule. No later .than
September 5, 1971, every person operating
a hardboard manufacturing plant shall sub-
mit to the Department of Environmental
Quality a proposed schedule for complying
with Sections {1}, (2), and (3) of this regu-
lation, The schedule shall provide for com-~
pliance with the applicable provisions at
the earliest practicable date, but inno case
shall final compliance be achieved by later
than December 31, 1973,

{5) Open Burning. Uponthe effective date
of these regulations, noperson shall cause
or permit the open burning of wood resi-

.dues or other refusein conjunctionwiththe

operation of any hardboard manufacturing
plant and such acts are hereby prohib-
ited,

25f
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

CH, 340

Board Products Industries
(Veneer, Plywood,
Particleboard, Hardboard)

[ED, NOTE: Unless otherwise specified,
sections 25-305 through 25-325 of this
chapter of the Oregon Administrative
Rules Compilation were adopted by the
Department of Environmental Quality
March 5, 1971 and filed with the Secre-~
tary of State Mazrch 31, 1971 as Admin-
istrative Order DEQ 26].

25-305 DEFINITIONS(1) ‘Department”’
means Department of Env1 ronmental Qual-
ity.

(2) ““Emission’’ means a release into
the outdoor atmosphere of air contami-
nants.

(3) ‘‘Hardboard"”’
made from wood that has been reduced to
basic wood fibers and bonded by adhesive
propert1es under pressure.

(4) ‘“‘Operations '
facility,

(5) ““Particleboard’’ means matformed
flat panels consisting of wood particles
bonded together with synthetic resin or
other suitable binder.

{6) ““Person’’ means the same as ORS
449,760 (1).

(7) “Plywood’’ means a flat panel built
generally of an odd number of thin sheets
of veneers of wood in which the grain di-
rection of each ply or layer is at right
angles to the one adJacent to it,

(8) ““Tempering oven’’ means any fa-
cility used to bake hardboard following an
oil treatment process.

(9) ““Veneer’’ means a single flat panel
of wood not exceeding 1/4inchinthickness
formed by slicing or peeling from a log.

25-310 GENERAL PROVISIONS, (1)
These regulations establishminimum per-
formance and emission standards for ve-~
neer, plywood, particleboard and hard-
board manufacturing operations.

{2) Emission limitations established
' herein are in addition to, and not inlieu of,
general emission standards for visible
emissions, fuel burning equipment, and

4-1-72

means a flat panel -

includes plant, millor

25d

refuse burning equipment. _

{3) Emission limitations established -
herein and stated in terms of pounds per
1000 square feet of production shall be
computed on an hourly basis using the
maxirmum 38 hour product1on capac1ty' of .
the plant,

(4) Upon adoptmn of these regulations,
each affected veneer,plywood, particle~
board, and hardboard plant shall proceed
with a progressive and timely program of
air pollution control, applying the highest
and best practicable treatment and control
currently available. Each plant shall atthe
request of the Department submit periodic
reports in such form and frequency asdi-
rected to demonstrate the progress being
made toward full compliance with these
regulations. :

25-315 VENEER AND PLYWOOD MAN-
UFACTURING OPERATIONS, {l) Veneer
Driers.

(a) No person shall cause to be emitted
from any veneer drier, visible air con-
taminants of an opacity equaltoor greater
than 20% for a period or periods aggre-
gating more than 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 requirement shall not apply.

(b) No person shall cause to be ‘emitted
from any veneer drier constructed or in-
stalled after March 1, 1972, visible air
contaminants of an opacity exceeding 10%
for a period or periods aggregating more
than 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 requirement
shall not apply.

(c} No person shall attempt to comply
with the requirements of (1) {(a) or (1) (b)
of this subsection by dilution with cutside
air or by otherwise increasing the exhaust
gas volume above that generally occurring
under normal operating conditions.

(d) No later than September 30, 1972,
every person operating a veneer drier
shall submit to the Department of En-
vironmental Quality, a specific proposal
for complying with this subsection, and
by no later than March 30, 1973, a spe-
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cific 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 diffi-
culty and complexity of compliance, and
shall employ the highest and best prac-
ticable treatment and control, In no case
‘shall final compliance be achieved by
later than December 31, 1974,

{2) Other Emission Sources.

(a) No person shall cause to be emitted
particulate matter from veneer and ply-
wood mill sources, including but not limi-
ted to, sanding machines, saws, presses,
barkers, hogs, chippers and other ma-
terial size reduction equipment, process
or space ventilation systems, and truck
loading and unloading facilities in excess
of a total from all sources withinthe plant
site of one (1.0) pound per 1000 square feet
of plywood or veneer production on a 3/8
inch basis of finished product equivalent.

{b) Excepted from subsection (a) aré
veneer dryers, fuel burning equipment and
refuse burning equipment,

(c) Compliance Schedule. No later than
September 5, 1971, every personoperating

a plywood or veneer manufacturing plant

shall submit to the Department of Environ-
mental Quality a proposed schedule for
compliance with this section. The schedule
shall provide for compliance with the ap-
plicable provisions at the earliest prac-
ticable date, but in neo case shall final
compliance be achieved by later than De-
cember 31, 1973, '

(3) Open Burning. Upon the effective
date of these regulations, no person shall
cause or permit the open burning of wood
residues or other refuse in conjunction
with the operation of any veneer or ply-
wood manufacturing mill and such acts
are hereby prohibited,

Hist: Amended 2-15-72 by DEQ 37

25-320 PARTICLEBOARD MANUFAC-
TURING OPERATIONS. (1} Truck Dump
and Storage Areas,

(a) Every person operating or intending
to operate a particleboard manufacturing
plant shall cause all truck dump and stor-
age areas holding or intended to hold raw

25e

materials to be enclosed to prevent wind-
blown particle emissionsfromthese areas
from being deposited uponpropertynotun-

- der the ownership of said person,

(b) The temporary storage of raw ma-
terials outside the regularly used areasof
the plant site is prohibited unlessthe per-
son who desires to temporarily store such
raw materials first notifies the Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality and re-
ceives written approval for said storage.

(A) When authorized by the Department
of Environmental Quality, temporary stor-
age areas shall be operated to prevent
windblown particulate emissions frombe-
ing deposited upon property not under the
ownership of the person storing the raw
materials.

(B) Any temporary storage areas au-
thorized by the Department shall not be
operated in excess of six (6) months
from the date they are first authorized.

(c) Any person who proposes to control
windblown particulate emissions from
truck dump and storage areasotherthan
by enclosure shall apply to the Depart-
ment for authorization to utilize alterna-
tive controls. The application shall be sub-
mitted pursuant to Section 20-020 to 20-
030, Ch. 340, OAR, and shall describe in
detail the plan proposed to control wind-
blown particulate emissions and indicate
on a plot plan the nearest location of
property not under ownership of the ap-
plicant. :

(2) Other Emission Sources.

(2) No person shall cause to be emitted
particulate matter from particleboard
plant sources including, but not limited
to, hogs, chippers and other material size
reduction equipment, process or space
ventilation systems, particledryers, clas-
sifiers, presses, sanding machines and
materials handling systems, in excess of
a total from all sources within the plant
site of three (3,0) pdunds per 1000 square
feet of particleboard produced on a 3/4
inch basis of finished product equivalent.

(b) Excepted from subsection (a) are
truck dump and storage areas, fuel burn-
ing equipment and refuse burning equip=-
ment,

(3) Compliance Schedule. Not later than
September 5, 1971, every personoperating
a particleboard manufacturing plant shall

4-1-72
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submit to the Depar{:ment of Environmen-
tal Quality a proposed schedule for com-

— plying with Sections(1) and (2) of this reg-

ulation., The schedule shall provide for
compliance with the applicable provisions
at the earliest practicable date, but in no
case shall final compliance be achieved by
later than December 31, 1973.

(4) Open Burning. Upon the effective
date of these regulations, no pérson shall
cause or permit the open burning of wood
residues or other refuse in conjunction
with the operation of any particleboard
manufacturing plant and such a¢ts are
hereby prohibited.

25-325 HARDBOARD MANUFACTUR-
ING OPERATIONS. (1) Truck Dump and
Storage Areas.

(a) Every person operating orintending
to operate a hardboard manufacturing
plant shall cause all truck dump and stor-
age areas holding or intended to hold raw
materials to be enclosed to prevent wind-
blown particle emissionsiromthese areas
frombeing deposited upon property notun-
der the ownership of said person,

(b) The temporary storage of raw ma-
terials outside the regularly used areas of
the plant site is prohibited unlessthe per-
son who desires to temporarily store such
raw materials first notifies the Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality and re-
ceives written approval.

(A) When authorized by the Department
of Environmental Quality, temporary stor-
age areas shall be operated to prevent
windblown particulate emissions frombe-
ing deposited upon property not under the
ownership of the person storing the raw
materials.

(B) Any temporary storage areas au-
thorized by the Department shall not be
operated in excess of six (6) months from
the date they are first authorized.

(c) Alternative Means of Control. Any
person who desires to control windblown
particulate emissions from truck dump
and storage areas other than by enclosure
shall first apply to the Department for
authorization to utilize alternative con-
trols. The application shall be submitted
pursuant to Section 20-020 to 20-030, Ch.
340, OAR , and shall describe in detail the

4=-1-72

plan proposed to control windblown par-
ticulate emissions and indicate on a plot :
plan the nearest location of property not
under ownership of the applicant.

(2) Other Emission Sources.

{a} No person shall cause to be em1tted
particulate matter from hardboard plant
sources including, but not limited to hogs, -
chippers and other material size reduc-
tion equipment, process or space venti-
lation systems, particle dryers, classifi-
ers, presses, sanding machines, and ma-
terials handling systems, in excess of a
total from all sources within the plant-
site of one (1.0) pound per 1000 square
feet of hardboard produced on a 1/8 inch
basis of finished product equivalent,

(b) Excepted from subsection (a) are
truck dump and storage areas, fuel burn-
ing equipment and refuse burning equip=-
ment,

(3). Emissions from Hardboard Tem-
pering Ovens.

(a) No person shall operate any hard-
board tempering oven unless all gases

. and vapors emitted from said oven are

treated in a fume incinerator capable of

raising the temperature of said gases and .

vapors to at least 1500°F for 0.3 seconds
or longer.

(b) Specific operating temperatures low=
er than 1500°F may be approved by the De-
partment upon application, provided that
information is supplied to show that op-
eration of said temperatures provides
sufficient treatment to prevent odors from
being perceived on property not under the
ownership of the person operatlng the
hardboard plant.

{c}) In no case shall fume incinerators
installed pursuant to this section be op-
erated at temperatures less than 1000°F.

(d) Any person who proposes to con-
trol emissions from hardboard temper-

'ing ovens by means other than fume in-

cineration shall apply to the Department
for authorization to utilize alternative
controls. The application shall be sub-
mitted pursuant to Section 20-020 to 20-
030, Chapter 340 OAR, and shali describe
in detail the plan proposed to control
odorous emissions and indicate on a plot
plan the location of the nearest property:
not under ownership of the applicant.

(4) Compliance Schedule. No later than
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September 5, 1971, every personocperating
a hardboard manufacturing plant shall sub-
mit to the Department of Environmental
Quality a proposed schedule for complying

withSections (1), (2}, and (3) ofthis regula~

tion. The schedule shall provide for com-
pliance with the applicable provisions at
the earliest practicable date, butinno case

25g

shall final compliance be achieved by later
than December 31, 1973,

(5) Open Burning. Upon the effective date
of these regulations, no person shall cause

- or permit the open burning of wood resi-

dues or other refuse in conjunction with the
operation of any hardboard manufacturing
plant and such acts are hereby prohibited.
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DEPAKTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

CH, 340

Board Products Industries
{(Veneer, Plywood,
Particleboard, Hardboard)

[ED. NOTE: Unless otherwise specified,
sections 25-305 through 25-325 of this
chapter of the Oregon Administrative
Rules Compilation were adopted by the
Department of Environmental Quality
March 5, 1971 and filed with the Secre-
tary of State March 31, 1971 as Admin.
istrative Order DEQ 26],

25-305 DEFINITIONS, (1)'Department”’
means Department of Environmental Qual-
ity.

(2) ““Emission’’ means a release into
the outdoor atmosphere of air contami-
nants.

(3) ‘“Hardboard’’ means a flat panel
made from wood that has been reduced to
basic wood fibers and bonded by adhesive
properties under pressure.

(4) “‘Operations’’ includes plant, millor
facility.

(5) “‘Particleboard’’ means mat formed
flat panels consisting of wood particles
bonded together with synthetic resin or
other suitable binder.

(6) ‘‘Person’’ means the same as ORS
449,760 (1).

(7) '‘Plywood’’ means a flat panel built
generally of an odd number of thin sheets
of veneers of wood in which the grain di-
rection of each ply or layer is at right
angles to the one ad_]acent to it.

(8) ““Tempering oven’’ means any fa-
cility used to bake hardboard following an
oil treatment process.

(9) ‘“Veneer'' means a single flat panel
of wood not exceeding 1/4inchinthickness
formed by slicing or peeling from a log.

25-310 GENERAL PROVISIONS, (1)
These regulations establish minimum per-
formance and emission standards for ve-
neer, plywood, particleboard and hard-
board manufacturing operations.

- {2) Emission limitations established
“herein are in addition to, and not in lieu of,
general emission standards for visible
emissions, fuel burning equipment, and
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refuse burning equipment,

(3) Emission limitations established
herein and stated in terms of pounds per
1000 square feet of production shall be
computed on an hourly basis using the
maximurn 8 hour production capacity of
the plant.

{4) Upon ad0pt10n of these regulations,
each affected veneer, plywood, partides
board, and hardboard plant shall proceed
with a progressive and timely program of
air pollution control, applying the highest
and best practicable treatment and control
currently available. Each plant shallatthe
request of the Department submit periodic
reports in such form and frequency asdi-
rected to demonstrate the progress being
made toward full compliance with thebe
regulations,

25-315 VENEER AND PLYWOOD
MANUFACTURING OPERATIONS, (1)
Veneer Driers,

(a) As soon as practicable, but no later
than December 31, 1974, no person shall
operate any veneer drier, or driers, such
that visible air contaminants, including
condensible hydrocarbons, are emitted in
such quant1t1es so as to create any char -
acteristic ‘‘blue haze'’ whichis observable
at any point beyond the exterior wall of the
building housing the veneerdrier ordrier:
or at any point further than 50 feet in an;
direction fromthe veneerdrier, whichev~-
is greater,

(b) As soon as practicable, but no later
than December 31, 1974, no person shall
operate any veneer drier, suchthat visible
air contaminants emittedtherefrom at any
time exceeds 20% opacity, opacity as de-
fined by section 21-005 (4), from any one
stack or an arithmetic average of 10%
opacity from all stacks of that veneer
drier. Where the presence of uncombined
water is the only reason for failure of an
emission to meet these requirements,
said requirements shall not apply.

(c) As socon as practicable, but not iatexr
than July 1, 1973, every person operating
a veneer drier shall submit tothe Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality:

(A) Written information, reports, or
analysis which demonstrates compliance
with the emission limitations contained in
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subsections (1) (a) and (1) {(b), of
section, or

(B) A specific written compliance sched-
ule for complying with the emission lim-
itations contained in subsections (1) (a}
and (1) (b), of this section, or

(C) "“7ritten notice that the person is
participating in a study approved by the
Department as sufficient to identify the
emissions from said veneer drier or
gimilar veneer drier. and to design an
*air cleaning device’’, as defined by ORS
449,760(6), which willachieve compliance
by said veneer drier or similar veneer
drier with the emissgion limitations con-
tained in subsections (1) (a) and (1) (b) of
this section.

(d) Any veneer drier complymg withthe
emission limitations contained in sub-
sections (1) (a) and (1).(b) of this section
shail be exempt from compliance with
section 21-030, {pertaining to particulate
emission limitations).

(e} Any veneer drier, the construction of
which is completed subsequent to the
effective date of this rule, shallfromtime
of initial operation comply with the
emission limitations contained in sub-
gections (1) (a) and (1) {(b) of this section.

(f) No person shall attempt to comply
with the emissionlimitations of subsection
(1} {a}) or (1) (b) of this section by diluting
the emissions fromthe drying process with
outside air or other gases. Emissions
which are s¢ diluted shall be deemed to
be in viclation of subsection (1) (a) and

{t) (b) of this section.

' (g} Unless otherwise agreed to by the
Department in writing, any person oper-
ating one or more veneer driers in com-
pliance with subsection (1) (a) and (1) (b)
shall test at least one (1) representative
veneer drier in such manner as speci-
fied by the Department in its published
standard test method, as it may be amended
from time to time, copies of which are on
file and available at the main office of the
Department. A written report of the re-
sults of the test or tests shallbe filed with
the Department within 90 days of the
earliest to occur of the following:

(A) The d at e compliance with the
emission limitations contained in sub-
sections {1) (a} and (1) (b) of this section
is reported to the Department, or

this

(B) The date the ‘‘air cleaning device’’,

as defined by ORS 449.760 (6), designed
to achieve compliance with the emission
limitations contained in subsections (1)
(a) and (1) {b) of this section is put into
operation, or

(C) The date agreed to by the Depart~
ment and established in the comphance
schedule.

(h) A public hearing shall be held by
the Department no later than January 1,
1975, to review current technology and the
adequacy of these regulations and the
necessity and practicability of adopting a
masg emission limitation.

{2) Other Emission Sources,

(a) No person shall cause to be emitted
particulate matter from veneer and ply-
wood mill sources, including but not limi-
ted to, sanding machines, saws, presses,
barkers, hogs, chippers and other ma-
terial size reduction equipment, process
or space ventilation systems, and truck
loading and unloading facilities in excess
of a total from all sources withinthe plant
site of one (1.0} pound per 1000 square feet
of plywood or veneer production on a 3/8
inch basis of finished product equivalent.

(b) Excepted from subsection (a) are
veneer dryers, fuel burning equipment and
refuse burning equipment.

(c) Compliance Schedule. No later than
September 5, 1971, every person operating
a plywood or veneer manufacturing plant
ghall submit tothe Department of Environ-
mental Quality a proposed schedule for -
compliance with this section. The schedule
shall provide for compliance with the ap-
plicable provisions at the earliest prac-
ticable date, but in no case shall final
compliance be achieved by later than De-

~cember 31, 1973.

(3) Open Burning., Upon the effective
date of these regulations, no person shall
cause or permit the open burning of wood
residues or other refuse in conjunction
with the operation of any veneer or ply-
wood manufacturing mill and such acts
are hereby prohibited,

Hist: Amended 2-15-72 by DEQ 37
Amended 5- 5-72 by DEQ 43 (T)
Amended 9-20-72 by DEQ 48
Amended 4- 9-73by DEQ 52
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25-320 PARTICLEBOARD MANUFAC-
TURING OPERATIONS, (1) Truck Dump
and Storage Areas,

{a) Every person operating or intending
to operate a particleboard manufacturing
plant skhall cause all truck dump and stor-
age areas holding or intended to hold raw
materials to be enclosed to prevent wind-
blown particle emissions fromthese areas
from being deposited upon property not un-
der the ownership of said person.

(b) The temporary storage of raw ma-
terials outside the regularly used areas of
the plant site is prohibited unlessthe per-
son who desires to temporarily store such
raw materials first notifies the Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality and re-
ceives written approval for said storage.

{A} When authorized by the Department
of Environmental Quality, temporary stor-
age areas shall be operated to prevent
windblown particulate emissions frombe-
ing deposited upon property not under the
ownership of the person stormg the raw
materials.

(B) Any temporary storage dreas au-
thorized by the Department shall not be
operated in excess of six (6} months
from the date they are first authorized.

{c) Any person who proposesto control
windblown particulate emissions from
truck dump and storage areas other than
by enclosure shall apply to the Depart~
ment for authorization to utilize alterna-

tive controls. The application shallbe sub-

mitted pursuant to Section 20-020 to 20.
030, Ch, 340, OAR, and shall describe in
detail the plan proposed to control wind-
blown particulate ermissions and indicate
on a plot plan the nearest location of
property not under ownership of the ap-
plicant.

{2} Other Emission Sources,

{(a} No person shall cause to be emitted
particulate matter from particleboard
plant sources including, but not limited
to, hogs, chippers and other material size
reduction equipment, process or space
ventilation systems, particledryers, clas~
sifiers, presses, sanding machines and
materials handling systems, in exceas of
a total from all sources within the plant
. site of three {3.0) pounds per 1000 square

feet of particleboard produced on a 3/4
inch basis of finished product equivalent,
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(b) Excepted from subsection (a) are
truck dump and storage areas, fuel burn-
ing equipment and refuse burning equip-
ment. ,

(3) Compliance Schedule. Not later than
September 5, 1971, every person operating
a particleboard manufacturing plant shall
submit to the Department of Environmen-
tal Quality a proposed schedule for com-
plying with Sections (1) and (2} of this reg-
ulation. 1he schedule shall provide for
compliance with the applicable provisions
at the earliest practicable date, but in no
case shall final compliance be achieved by
later than December 31, 1973,

- (4) Open Burning. Upon the effective
date of these regulations, no person shall
cause or permit the open burning of wood
residues or other refuse in conjunction
with the operation of any particleboard
manufacturing plant and such acts are
hereby prohibited,

25-325 HARDBOARD MANUFACTUR-
ING OPERATIONS. (1) Truck Dump and
Storage Areas.,

(a) Every person operating or intending
to operate a hardboard manufacturin;
plant shall cause all truck dump and sto.-
age areas holding or intended to hold raw
materials to be enclosed toprevent wind-
blown particle emissions fromthese area.
from being deposited upon propertynot un-
der the ownership of said person.

(b) The temporary storage of raw ma-
terials outside the regularly used areas of
the plant site is prohibited unlessthe per-
son who desireés to temporarily store such
raw materials first notifies the Depart-
ment of Environmental Quality and re-
ceives written approval.

(A) When authorized by the Department
of Environmental Quality, temporary stor-
age areas shall be operated to prevent
windblown particulate emissions frombe-
ing deposited upon property not under the
ownership of the person storing the raw
materials,

(B) Any temporary storage areas au-
thorized by the Department shall not be
operated in excess of six {6) months from
the date they are first authorized.

(¢) Alternative Means of Control. Any
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person who desires to cohtrol windblown
particulate emissions from truck dump
and storage areas other than byenclosure
shall first apply to the Department for
authorizatior to utilize alternative con-
trols. The application shall be submitted
pursuant to Section 20-020 to 20-030, Ch.
340, OAR , and shall describe indetail the
plan proposed to control windblown par-
ticulate emissions and indicate on a plot
plan the nearest location of property not
under ownership of the applicant.

(2) Other Emission Sources.

(a) No person shall cause to be emitted
particulate matter from hardboard plant
" sources including, but not limited to hogs,
chippers and other material size reduc~
tion equipment, process or space venti-
lation systems, particle dryers, classifi~
ers, presses, sanding machines, and ma-~
terials handling systems, in exceas of a
total from all sources within the plant
site of one (1.0) pound per 1000 aquare
feet of hardboard produced on a 1/8 inch
basis of finished product equivalent,

(b) Excepted from subsection (a) are
truck dump and storage areas, fuel burn-
ing equipment and refuse burning equip=-
ment,

(3) Emissions from Hardboard Tem-
pering Ovens,

(a) No person shall operate any hard-
board tempering oven unless all gases
and vapors emitted from said oven are
treated in a fume incinerator capable of
raising the temperature of said gases and
vapors to at least 1500 F for 0.3 seconds
or longer, .

(b) Specific operating temperatures low~
er than 1500 F may be approved by the De-

25g

partment upon application, provided that
information is supplied to show that op-
eration of said temperatures provides
sufficient treatment to prevent odors from
being perceived on property not under the
ownership | of the person operating the
hardboard plant.

(c) In no case shall fume incinerators
installed pursuant to this section be op-
erated at temperatures less than 1000 F.

(d) Any person who proposes to con-
trol emissions from hardboard temper-
ing ovens by means other than fume in-
cineratioh shall apply to the Department
for authorization to utilize alternative
controls. The application shall be sub-
mitted pursuant to Section 20-020 to 20-
030, Chapteér 340 OAR, and shall describe
in detail the plan proposed to control
odorous emissions and indicate on a plot
plan the location of the nearest property
not under ownership of the applicant.

(4) Compliance Schedule., No later than
September 5, 1971, every personoperating
a hardboard manufacturing plant shall sub-
mit to the Department of Environmental
Quality a proposed schedule for complying
withSections (1), {2), and (3) ofthis regula-
tion, The schedule shall provide for com-~
pliance with the applicable provisions at
the earliest practicable date, butinno case
shall final compliance be achieved by later
than December 31, 1973,

(5) Open Burning, Upon the effective
date of these regulations, no person shall
cause or permit the open burning of wood
residues or other refuse in conjunction
with the operation of any hardboard man-
ufacturing plant and such acts are hereby
prohibited.
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CONCLUSIONS .

Eight dryers in Pacific Northwest mills and five dryers in southern
mills were studied. Steam- and gas-heated Tongitudinal and jet dryers
were studied drying ten different species types.

The nature of veneer dryer emfissions varied between species types,
heat source, and dryer type. A number of basic similarities exist, how-
ever, At stack temperatures the only particulate emission consists of

~ wood particles in concentrations less than 0.002 gr/standard dry cubic

feet of stack gas. Outside the stack, however, at cooler than stack
temperature, hydrocarbons and water typically condense to form blue
haze and/or a water plume or both. Plume opacities of the blue-haze
emission ranged from 0% to 100% but averaged 20%. Other volatile hydro-
carbons do not condense. '

The average total hydrocarbon emission from ali dryers tested was

5.7 1bs/10000 ft2 of 3/8" plywood produced. The average condensable

hydrocarbon enission was 3.6, same basis. ‘

There were large differences in the operation of veneer dryers.
These differences, coup]ed-with the condition of the cryers, combined to
give varying results for opacity readings of the stacks, water vapor

emitted from the stack, and the total hydrocarbon emitted from the stack.

1T, for example, a stack was operated with its dampers open, the volume
flow of gases out the stack was very high, plume opacity was very low,
and the volatile and condensable concentration figures seemed generally
to be at the lower values. If, however, the dryer was operated with the

‘dampers closed, production was gencrally higher, air volume was lower,
plume opacity was higher, volatile and condensable hydrocarbon concen-

trations were higher, and total hydrocarbons on a 10,000 ft? (of 3/8"
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plywood) production basis were also Tower. An important factor, there-
fore, in veneer dryer operation is the damper setting.

Routine GC analyses of the volatile hydrocarbons in the stack gas at
the thirteen dryers studied showed that « pinene was the major monoterpene
emitted except for ponderosa pine where a® carene was the major component.
Alpha and B pinene are recognized to be potentially reactive hydrocarbons.
Studies to determine the relative reactivities of o and 8 binene, ethylene,
isobutene, and 1-butene are in progress. o

During the drying of Douglas fir, a pinene accounted for 75 to 90% of
the monoterpene emission; for southernpine, 55 to 65%; and for ponderosa
pine, 40 to 50%. The data also showed that the monoterpene composition
of the stack gas was characteristic of the wood speciesrbeing dried. How-
ever, the concentrations were not as characteristic as the composition.
During the drying of Douglas fir, southern pine, and ponderosa pine, the
concentrations were quite variable; whereas the concentrations measured
during the drying of western hemlock, Tarch, and white fir were at the
lower limits of sensitivity of the GC used. | | _

The condensed hydrocarbon fraction has been preliminarily studied. A
tentative identification of the bulk of the condensate as a mixture of
abietic-pimaric acids has been made. The data also indicate the presence
of sesquiterpenes, fatty acids, resin esters, and resin alcohols. Analyses
to more precisely identify the components in the condensate would require
an effort equal to a separate research project and as such is outside the

scope of the present project.
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Plywood Research Foundation

1119 A Street ‘
Tacoma, Washington 98401/206-272-2283

October 12, 1972

FINAL REPORT TO OREGON DEQ ON VENEER DRYER EMISSION CONTROL PROGRESS

BACKGROUND

During January 1972, hearings were held by the Environmental Quality Commission
of the Oregon Department of Environmental Quality to consider an emission stand-
ard for veneger dryers. During and after that hearing, the DEQ indicated interest
in periodic reports on activity within the plywood industry relative to the con-
trol of veneer dryers. Since that time, two quarterly reports have been prepared
covering intermediate progress made and a series of three joint industry-DEQ
meetings have been held, at the invitation of DEQ, to discuss the progress made
in dryer emission control and its relation to future control regulations. This
report is the final in the series and will summarize the ground covered in the

~three meetings -as well a5 update information eon emission control equipment that

has been tried, is in operation or is planned for future-trial or installation.

. Minutes of the three meetings are appended. .

JOINT TINDUSTRY-DEQ MEETINGS

Meetings were held at the DEQ offices at 1234 S.W. Morrison - Terminal Sales

" Building, Portland, Oregon at 10:00 a.m. on August 3, August 24 and September 14,

1972.  During the first meeting, the current status of control equipment trials
was presented by industry representatives. This will be covered later in the re-

port when the status of control equipment is discussed.

The subject of testing of veneer dryers was discussed and it was printed out that,
if the recommendations of the S-8 Source Test Committee for testing of veneer
dryers were followed, the cost of testing dryers could be prohibitive depending
on the dryer configuration and frequency of testing required. Tt was estimated
that testing would cost from $1,200 to $1,600 per emission point per test. It
was reported that this cost could approach 2 million dollars annually for the
Oregon segment of the plywood industry. It was pointed out that this cost to the
industry would be unproductive and would not result in any improvement in air

quality. DEQ representatives indicated it was not the wish of DEQ that industry

spend large amounts of money on testing. Although the permit program which has
been introduced for registration of sources of air pollutants will involve some
testing, DEQ representatives indicated that permits may run for up to five years
and that the testing would only be required if there was an obvious visible prob-
lem or when changes were made in the emission source.



-2«

When questioned regarding the industry coverage of possible means of controlling
the emissions from veneer dryers, DEQ representatives stated that there appeared
to be no possibilities that remain to be investigated. In other words, those
areas that should be looked at ejither have been, or are being, studied now.

There was some discussion of employing a process weight standard to limit total
weight of particulate matter emitted. One manufacturer was in favor of this ap-
proach on the basis that it does give some latitude in selecting which emission
sources in a plant to control. However,.other manufacturers expressed the view
that not enough data are available to make any decision on a total emission re-
quirement at this time. ) :

The subject of sampling and testing of the emissions was discussed at each of

the meetings. The establishment of a standard procedure was also discussed and

it was pointed out that the S-8 Committee of PNWIS APCA was in the process of de-
veloping such a test procedure which would be recommended to all Pacific Northwest
air pollution control authorities. At the second meeting, Mr. Phillips of DEQ
discussed the subject in depth and stated that they would -prepare a standard met-
hod for review prior to the next meeting. The procbdufe was distributed at the )
third meeting and was found to vary somewhat from the method under study by the
5-8 Committee. There was considerable concern voiced by industry that the test
procedure adopted by the various local and state air pollution control agencies
should be the same. Otherwise, comparison of test results could be confusing.

The subject of an emission weight limit was discussed at the second and third
meetings. The position of DEQ was that 3 measurable number is needed to apply to
veneer dryer control for the times when opacities cannot be read due to darkness
or weather conditions. 'At the third meeting, a proposed standard was distributed
which set forth limitations of 0.5 1b./1,000 sq. ft. 3/8" production for existing
~dryers and 0,3 1b./1,000 sq. ft. 3/8" for new dryers. . There was consideratle dis-
cussion with questions raised by industry representatives as to the validity of
the dual standard for new and existing dryers as well as the fact that the 0.5 1b.
figure is based on measurements of uncontrolled dryers while the stancard is to
apply to controlled dryers, other than incinerator controlled, to determine com-
.pliance. It was suggested that since the standard would, if adopted, apply to
controlled dryers, of which there are none at the present time, there is really
no urgency in incorporating a mass emission limitation in the standard as the
opacity limitation is in the current standard.

It was pointed out that a provision for a review date which had been discussed
previously was not included in the standard which was distributed September 14.
Mr. Phillips indicated  that it was the feeling of the DEQ that if a review of data
were indicated for any reason, the Department would call for the review,

Near the close of the third meeting, Mr. Patterson summarized the following points
which had been presented by Industry representatives to date:

1. Not enough reliable data has been collected to set a standard.

2. Industry would like a review date for the emission limits if a
standard is proposed at this time.

3. The dual weight standard for new and old equipment does not appear
Justified.

A more detailed account of the information covered at the three meetings can be
had by referring to the complete minutes which are attached.



STATUS OF CONTROL EQUIPMENT TRIALS

At the first of the three meetings, each participant whose company had been in-
volved in testing of veneer dryer emission control equipment gave a brief report
on the current status and progress. Their reports follow with added information
included where updating is appropriate. '

Glen King and Dave Rice of Carolina-Pacific reported on the Mill Conversion Con-
tractors, Inc. burner now in operation at their Grants Pass mill as reportéd in
the August 3 minutes. This burner is a suspension burner that can be fired with
- wood ‘waste which has been dried and finely ground. At the current time, the burner
is being fired on sanderdust but additional storage capacity is being constructed
to allow mixing and storing of ground plywood trim with the sanderdust td intrease
the firing capacity of the burner. Mr. Case of Mill Conversion reports a gas
saving at Carolina-Pacific amounting to $5,500 per month as a result of the use.
of the burner on one dryer. He also reported that the burner has the capacity and
flexibility in ducting to fire six zones of drying space whether it be all in one
dryer or separated into two or three dryers. .
John Vranizan of Moore Oregon reported on the burner they have constructed at
Lane Plywood. This burner is currently being fired with sanderdust and is being
utilized to heat the green zone of the dryer. 1In the current application, it is
not being used to incinerate the dryer emissions directly from the stack however,
since a portion of the circulating air within the dryer is ducted from the dryer
to the burner and blended with 2400°F. gases in the burner and then ducted back
to the dryer to supply heat, a portion of the organics in the dryer are burned,
The result is that the exhaust stack from the green zone of the dryer, although
not treated directly, dees not emit a visible plume.
Wally Cory reported on the experiences with the first of the sanderdust fired
burners which was installed at their Albany plant by Wasteco of Portland. This
burner is incinerating all of the emissions from one of two dryers in the mill
and burning all of the mill's sanderdust, Heat is ducted back to the dryer from
the burner to supply a portion of the heat to the dryer. It has been reported
_ that during short test periods, the usage of natural gas has been reduced by as
much as 357%. ‘However, on a monthly basis, apparent gas savings have been negli-
gible due to inadequate supplies of sanderdust.

In all three cases of the wood waste fired incinerators, sanderdust has been used
as the fuel. 1In the case of the Mill Conversion unit, equipment is being instal-
led to enable other wood waste to be used as supplementary fuel. The concept of
the suspension burner is not limited te burning sanderdust although sanderdust

is the only fuel available in a plywood plant without additional treatment. Any
type of wood waste can be burned in a suspension burner provided it is first dried
and ground. This additional treatment would add considerably to the cost of the
installation and the need to dry the fuel prior to burning would reduce the amount
of heat available for incineration and veneer drying. '

As an example of the cost involved in the use of a suspension burner system de-
signed to dry, grind and burn general plywood mill wood waste, Bill Swindells of
Willamette Industries, reported quotes from two manufacturers in the range of
$600,000 and up to treat emissions from two veneer drvers. That is more than the
initial cost of the dryers. Willamctte Industries has also conducted studies to
maximize dryer efficiency and minimize stack exhaust volumes as well as make neces-
sary-repairs on the dryers in preparation for design work for construction of
control equipment, regardless of the type of control equipment which will ulti-
mately be used.

~
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Willamette Industries has indicated recently that they will be trying a medium
energy scrubber manufactured by American Air Filter Co. This scrubber will be a
pilot model that will treat 4,000 CFM and will be supplied with the exhaust from
one dryer stack. The order has been placed with completion of construction and
installation anticipated by the end of November. Testing and evaluation will
follow with preliminary results expected by years end. ‘

Harry Bartels of U.S. Plywood reported on the status of the Wheelabrator high
velocity filter at their Willamina plant and the proposed Leckenby scrubber at
their Seaftle plant. The Wheelabrator unit at Willamina will treat the emissions
from one dryer. Due to delays in shipment from the manufacturer, startup has been
* delayed. It is now anticipated that the unit will be operational by the second

or third week in October. -

The Leckenby scrubber is of the low energy type. A small 500 CFM unit has been
tried at the Seattle plant with promising results. Based on these results, an
order has been placed with Leckenby for construction of a scrubber that will treat
the emissions from a single stack. It is anticipated that fabrication of the
scrubber will be completed by November 1 with the unit to be set in place on the
roof of the mill on November 5 with completion of the installation taking about
two weeks for the unit to be operational by November 17. A period of intensive
evaluation and testing will follow the installation of these two units.

In addition to the testing of the Leckenby and Wheelabrator pilot plant units,
U.S. Plywood has also evaluated the Electroprecipitrol made by the Electronatom
Corp., a wet electrostatic precipitator, and an air cooled condenser which was
constructed and tested by a University of Washington student working toward his
Master's Degree.

Dave Junge of Weyerhaeuser Co. reported on the work they had done on in-line jet’
dryers toward control of emission opacity by changing operating conditions; mainly
lowering drying temperatures. After several months of testing and evaluation,
they reached the following conclusions:

l. Lower opacity readings were achieved with reduced drying temperatures,
However, even under extreme temperature reduction conditions, they were
unable to consistently meet an opacity limitation of 20%. The control
of the blue haze through temperature reduction would be possible if
the 11m1tat1on was greater than 20%.

2. Dryer temperature reduction will mean a substantial productivity loss,
depending on the magnitude of the temperature drop employed. TFor a
specific situation at Coos Bay, an average temperature reduction through
the dryer of 27 to 29°F. showed a productivity loss of 10 to 12%. These
amounts will vary, depending on specific dryers and drying conditions.

3. Control of drying conditions to achieve increased moisture content of
5% or more at normal temperature settings had little impact on blue
haze control.

During the past six months, Georgia-Pacific has been operating and evaluating a
wet scrubber at their Eugene plant on a pilot scale. The results of testing of
this pilot model have been promising enough that they are currently constructing
a larger unit that will treat the exhaust from one stack. It is estimated that
the construction of this larger unit will be completed by about the middle of
November. Assuming that construction is completed on schedule, testing and eval-
uvation will follow and will be completed by the end of the year.
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Simpson Timber Company reports-no changes in the schedule for completion of their
system for ducting the exhaust from their two dryers at Albany to their boiler

and injecting the exhaust gases as overfire air. They report that the engineering
is nearly completed and they anticipate completlon of construction by or shortly
after the first of the year

Another system is being offered for the control of veneer dryer emissions and
heating of veneer dryers although it has not actually been tried on a veneer dryver.
This system is available from Automated Combustion Division of Michel Lumber Co.

At this time, a mill in Southern Oregon is negotiating with Automated Combustion
for installation of a un1t to eliminate the dryer em1551ons and supply heat for
their veneer drying.

The Automated Combustion burner is of the wood-gas penerator type. This type of
burner has the advantage over suspension burners in that it does not require anv
fuel pre-treatment, Any wood waste fuel that can be fed through a 12 inch auger
can be burned. All combustion controls are automatic. The wood-gas generator
concept can be applied to the heating of veneer dryers, firing boilers, etc.

In the application .to veneer dryer, the exhaust from the dryers would be ducted

to the burner and injected as primary or secondary combustion air. A portion cof
the hot gases from the burnmer would, in turn, be ducted back to the dryers to sup-
Ply the heat required. Any plywood mill wood waste can be used for fuel without
drying or grinding. It is only necessary that the wood waste be hogged to the
point that it can be fed through the auger,

The burner has been demonstrated in static firing using a wide variety of fuels
from hydraulic barker residue to sanderdust. Emission testing was conducted on

a number of different fuels and the oniv combustable that did not meet all exisc~
ing air pollution control standards was rubber tires. All wood waste products )
were well within the emission limitations.

Mt. Jefferson Plywood has constructed a condeﬁsing éystem for the control of veneer
dryer emissions. The system consists of ducting which connects the two stacks
together and carries the dryer exhaust to ground level where it is introduced into

- condensing chambers. Cooling can be accomplished either by air or water or both.

The system employs a fan to insure that there is no back pressure against the dryer.
It is estimated, on the basis of visual observaticns, that the system, in its pre-
sent configuration, has a removal efficiency of about 50%., Mt. Jefferson plans
modification and continued evaluation of the system over the remainder of the year.

In addition to the air pellution control equipment mentioned above as having been
tried or planned, equipment manufacturers are working on new concepts in the control
of vencer dryers. The proprietary nature of this work precludes mention of the
equipment and concepts at this time.
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INDUSTRY COMMITTEE STATEMENT ON VENEER DRYER STANDARDS
ENVERONMENTAL QUALLTY COMMLSSION HEARING 7
Jdnuary 26, 1973

My name is Vincent J. Tretter, Jr. and I am Senior Environmental
Engineer with Georgia-Pacific Qorporatioh. 1 am here today representing
the Industry Committee on Veneér Dryers. The plywood industry recognizes
that the visible blue haze coming from plywood veneer dryers is a problem
and has sponsored é study conducted by Washingtqn State University to
define the problem. When thé'WashingtoQ State Study was completed,
industry embarked on a crash program to develop equipment to control
veneey dryer-emissions; Industry's progress has been reported on a
"guarterly basis to the Oregon Depértment of Environmental Quality by the
American Plywood Associati;n. Several types of control equipment have

been tested and we now feel that control of the blue haze emissions can

be accomplished.

Industry is in agreement with thé approach of setting only
opacity limitations on.veneer dfye; emissioﬁs becéuse of the lack of
' correlation'between opacity and any mass emission rate. The problem
associated with veneer dryer emission is one of visibility reduction
aﬁd it is logical to have a standard that reflects the amount of visibility
reducfion. Stack opacities have been used extensively for control of other.

types of emissions and the technique of reading opacities is well defined.



We offer the following two suggestions for changes in the pro-

posed regulations:

SECTION (1)(a)

Section (1)(a) may be subject to different interpretations
and introduces terminology that may result in enforcement difficuities;
The term ﬂcondensibie hydroc%rbons or characteristic 'blue haze'" has
no precise definition and could be subject to a number of interpretations.
We_believe-that if Section (1)(b)} of the regula;ion is met, Section (1)(a)
will also be met. We therefore suggest that section (a) be included at |
the beginning of the regulation and be labeled as a policy statement,
using the following wording: "It is the policy of the commission that
no later than December 31, 1974, no person shall operate any veneer
dryer or veneer dryers sﬁch that visible. air contaminants including
condensible hydrocarbons or the charactgristic blue haze are emitted in
such quantities that ;reate any 'blue haze' to be observed in the area
surrounding a veneer dryer. A public hearing shall be held 5y the
Department no later than January 1, 1975 to review current technology
and to determine if these regulations are adequate to meét this policy."

The regulations would then start out with the present Section (1)(b).

SECTION (1}(b)
We suggest insertion of the word "arithmetic'" before "average"

in the first sentence to prevent misinterpretation. The regulation would
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then read" "As soon as practicable, but no later than December 31, 1974,
no.person shall operate any veneer dryer such that visible air contaminants
emitted therefrom at any time exceed 207% opacity as defined by Section

21-005(4) from any one stack or an arithmetic average of 10% opacity as

so defined from all stacks of that veneer dryer."
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VENEER DRYER EMISSIONS CONTROL SYSTEMS

Veneer dryer emission control systems fall into two general categories
plus additional approaches.

A. Adtabatic scrubbers
B. 'Incineration
C. Others - condensation, filtration, low temperature veneer drying
Adiabatic scrubbing
A. Adiabatic sérubbing depends upon:
1. Condensing thé veneer dryer emissions adiabatically, i.e., the
heat removed in condensing the organics is absorbed in vaporizing

water,

2. Collecting the condensed vapors by intimate contact with the
scrubbing medium; and

3. Separatioh or removal of the condensed phase

B. The 1nt1mate contact step is crucial to removing the condensed drops
from the air stream, as most of them are small (<1.Qu) and thus they
are Insensitive to inertial effects. Intimate contact is based on
the parameters of time, turbulence and the influence of a contact
agent, such as packing in a packed scrubbing tower. Two novel ap-
proaches to the contact problem are: 1) the foam in the Buchholz
scrubbing system and the sand bed in the Becker Sand Filter.

C. Adiabatic scrdbbing systems

System - Remarks + Performance
Air Guard 1,2, 4 Unit at Cloverdale, California had

blue tafl (no zero blue haze, but could
meet 10% opacity)

Becker Sand Filter 3 Pilot plant unit achieved zero blue
haze on yellow pine for 1 hr. run
Buchholz | ' 1,2, 4 Pilot plant observed to be 10% opacity
Emissions Reactor 1,2, 4 Has not been observed in normal
Control Corp. ' operation

Georgia-Pacific _
w/o demister 1, 2, 4 Large steam plume, visible emissions
evaluation difficult, estimated to
be about 10% opacity

w/ demister 3 | Pilot Plant Brink Unit was observed
at zero blue haze

Leckenby 1, 2, 4 Data from Leckenby indicate their
unit can operate consistently

* See footnotes on next page. 10% opacity



Veneer Dryer Emissions Control Systems
Page 2
1. Size and/or design varies
Operating above pilot scale
Not operating above pilot scale

. Readily available for full scale installation

B Y FURR (X1

3. Incineration

A. Complete incineration is a practical approach éspecially if thére s
a heat source, i.e., furnace, boiler or WWB, located near the veneer
dryer. : i

B. Partial incineration - part of the air c¢irculated in the veneer dryer
is passed through a high temperature chamber where the organic components
are oxidized to CO, & H,0. This heated air is then blended with cooler
air being recirculgted go the veneer dryer. By combusting a fraction
of the organic vapor it is hoped that the discharge from the veneer
dryer can meet the veneer dryer regulations.

C. Incineration systems: '
System - Compan ' Performance
Incineration in H.F. Boiler Simpson Timber, Albany Meets H.F. Boiler Regs.

Weyerhaeuser, Cottage No blue haze
Grove ~ Startup 1/75

Incineration in WWB Drain Plywood - Should be completed by
‘ S ' 1/75
Incineration in N.G./R.0. = Willamette Industries Scheduled for startup
Boiler ' 1/75
Partial Incineration (Energex) Lane Plywood Installed on Green End -
Little blue haze - no
_ opacity
Catalytic Afterburner Y. S. Plywood Opacity data not avail-

able



Veneer Dryer Emissions Control Systems
Page 3 ,
4. Other approaches
A. Air/Air condensation - Weyerhaeuser Company

At Snoqualmie Falls little or no blue haze was observed on pilot
scale. Condenser at Springfield to start up 12/12/74,

B. Low temperature drying - Unique, attempts to prevent the formation
and emission of the organics, rather than removing them from
gas stream. In operation at Roseburg Lumber, Dillard. Can meet
the 10% opacity regulation.

€. Johns-Manville - HEAF Filter - can meet 10% opacity, but there is a
solid waste disposal probiem.

D. AAF Kinpactor - was demonstrated to operate at 5 to 10% opacity.



TABLE II

Summary of Veneer Dryer Cmission Control Methods (L, 2, 3

Pressure Drop Particulate Concentrzticn hveracge
‘ryer ! Flow Rate Across System Gr/sCr Efficiency COpacity %
Tvoo Contrel Equipment SCTM In. Wator Gauge in Cut 2, In Qut
itocam | American Adr Filter Kinpactor 3,800 33.5 .065 .013 37 40 6
itcam | American Air Filter Kinpactor .
and glass fiber demistor 3,000 27 .142 .049 63 23 5
taam Bakar Filter 333 25-40 138 .02 35 50 F0
“oan Buchholz Foam System 405 2-3 .086 L0Lo* 88 Brown Plume ’
scam |'Dupont Catalytic Afterburner 133 2 .086 .014 (3817F) 84 t3/74]
AR 140 . 099 L0067 (499“F) 93
- 136 .134 .0087 (601 F) 93
i3 Energex Burner 8,130 .0848 12% CO, =0 7/73
G G=-P Scrubber . 11,000 [5] 137 .036 74 55 5-2017/73
uG , Johns=Manville Heath MEMAFE 265 17-28 0.144 .018 . B7 50 g [Early 74)
. 272 17-29 0.078% .0019 o8 20 -5 :
: 250 17=-29 £.077%9 .0017 95 - 2G <5
b
Steam Leckenby 3,000 [51] .070 . 055" 21 «10
.080 0551 31 <10
.054 .034-~ 37 <10
, 137 .0692 48 <10 .
He ¥oore Lo-Em 3,413 L0046 . .09443 (60] 5~25 {7/73
‘ _ 3,200 .093 L0703 25 2/73
-Seversky Electrostatic Precip. 700 1.3 .004 ' = Q
: 1,300 3.5 .007 20
Steam-L Weyco Ceondenser Pilct <5 51 Red Plume [2/74]
3team [’ Wheelabrator 13,000 1s .048 .035 26 22 10/72
14.8 - .016 Run #1 7
. o 14.6 .015 Run % _ 20
el Wasteco Incinerator 7,760 .108 @ 12% CO, 9/71
steam | Hogfuel Boiler Incineration 73,100 ".115 @ 1)% COp* 0. {2/73
Steam | -Temperature Reduction ‘ ) 20-40
5teanm | Temperature Reduction -, 004-.009 ' (1975]
* gk Standard FNWIS-APCA 5-8-2 Test Method
*.Corrected for dilution air, areen end
T.ozy ond
I.ozy en
Lo ¢erncevrent tests
; estim value
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1149 A §t. | Tacoma, Washington 884011 Ares Code 208 | Broadway 2-2283
TLX 32-7430

AMERIBAN PLYWIJDIJ ASSDGIATIIJN

September le, 1974

Mr. Harold Patterson

Director, Air Quality Control
Department of Environmental Quality
1234 5.W. Morrison

Portland, Oregon 97205

Dear Mr. Patierson:

Subject: Veneer Dryer Emission Control

The revised veneer dryer regulation is submitted for your review and
consideration. The industry advisory committee feels this proposal to
be a reasonable compromise, particularly in view of the considerable
industry opinion that only the basic Oregon air regulations should apply
to veneer dryers.

Industry, at the time the present regulation was formulated, fundamentally
disagreed with the concept of '"zero' visibility. At the time of the
Environmental Quality Commission action on this subject, the Chairman,
Mr., McPhillips, recommended Commission passage of the present regu-
lation as a ''goal' for industry's control efforts. Plywood manufacturers,
in good faith, have tried to find workable control mechanisms that would
meet this "goal.'"" We have now reached a conclusion, based on actual -
operating experience, that the Commission ''goal" cannot be met consis-
tently with any control equipment presently available. '

No regulation that discriminates against a segment of a particular
industry is fair or equitable. Veneer dryer emission has been defined
as an aesthetic concern, in that the emission does not constitute‘any
danger to the health and welfare of the public. The industry advisory
cormnmittee believes the regulation, revised as appended, can be met by
equipment the industry has developed under stimulus of the original goal
set by the Commission. Furthermore, the committee feels the proposed
revision, based on the following criteria, will provide an effectwe and
enforceable regulation:

1. It is consistent with opacity regulatxons in. Ca]lllﬁorma and
Washmgton. oo T
HJ N i

Ny '
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Mr. Harold Patterson -2- September 16, 1974

2. It is consistent with opacity regulations governing emissions
from other sources within the State of Oregon.

3. Compliance can be achieved with a number of available control
devices. '

4. The existing regulation allows no additional time for study and
testing of untried or unproven control techniques.

5. Delay of the final compliance date, to permit the industry to
install the needed equipment, will not jeopardize Oregon's
attainment of the National Ambient Air Standards as required
by the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency.

6. Fugitive emissions are provided for in such manner that each
plant can most effectively cope with its own unique situation.

7. More restrictive requirements may be imposed where special,
local conditions warrant.

The magnitude of capital and operating costs of veneer dryer control
equipment remains of great concern to the industry. Controlled expendi-
tures per dryer will range from a minimum installed cost of $60, 000 to as
high as $175, 000 per unit, exclusive of costs for fugitive emission control,
A single plant can have as many as seven dryers for which total control
costs may exceed a million dollars for the facility. To put these costs into
perspective, it should be pointed out that the original cost of a veneer dryer
in an average Oregon plant was around $80, 000. Thus, the investment in
control equipment will exceed the depreciated value of the dryer in the
majority of cases. The impact of the veneer dryer regulations will fall
heaviest on the older; smaller plants, and will be particularly cppressive
in today's depressed plywood markets,

In view of the approaching December 1974 deadline of the existing regula-
tions, we look forward to working with you toward an expeditious revision
of the existing veneer dryer standards.

Respectfully submitted,
!

. TASK FORCE ON

VENXEER DRYER EMISSIONS
ol &
B R\H” Lk_/\

Nt e L L e

.Matthew Gould, Chairman

MG:dl
Enc,



25-315 VENEER AND PLYWOOD MANUFACTURING OPERATIONS
| (1) Veneer Dryers

{a) As soon as practicable, but no later than Décember' 31,
1975, no person shall cause to be emitted from any
veneer dryer stac'-k_, visible air conta.mina.nl:# of an
opacity equal to or greater than 20%. Where the pres-
ence of uncombined water is the only reason for failure
of an emission to meet this requiremernt, said requirement
shall not apply.

{(b) Where required, because of valid adverse local
geographi;:a.l or meterorological conditions, and for
dryers installed after December 31, 1974, no petrson
sha.ﬁ cause to be emitted from any veneer dryér stack,
visible air contaminants of an opacity equal to or greater
than 10%. Where the presence of uncombined water is
the only reason for failure of an emission to meet this
requirement, said requirement shall not apply.

{c} As soon as practicable, but no later than December 31,
1975, or upon application fer approval to operate a new
source, each owner or operator of a veneer dryer shall
submit to the Department for approval a schedule for
repair. and maintenance to control of fugitive emissions.

(d) As‘ soon as practicable, but not later than May 1, 1975,

every person operating a veneer dryer shall submit to



the Department of Environmental Quality:

1. Written infar mation, reports, or analysis which
demonstrates compliance with the emission limitations
contained in subsections (1) {a) or {1) (b) c:f this
section, or

11. A specific written compliance schedule for complying
with the emission limitations contained in subsections
(1) (a) or (1) (b} of this section.

(e} Any veneer dryer complying with the emission limitations
contained in subsections (1) (a) or (-1) (b) and {1) (c) of this
section shall be exempt from compliance ﬁith section 21-030,
(pertaining to particulate emission limitations),

{(f) Any veneer dryer the construction of which is completed
sub_sequent to the effe ctive date of this rule, shall, from
time of initial operation, comply with the emission limitations
contained in subsectioh (1) (a} or (1) {(b), and (1) (c) of this
section.

(g) No person shall attempt to comply with the emission limitations
of subsections (1) (a) or (1) (b) of this section by diluting the
emissions from the drying process witi-z outside air or other
gasses. Emissions which are so diluted shall be deemed to be

in violation of subsections (1) (a) or (1) (b) of this section.
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16 OAKWAY MALL
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;nm.l.uru:m
TAUTHORITY.

VERNER J. ADKISON
Program Directon

AC 503 686~7618

November 27, 1974

Department of Environmental Quallty

Air Quality Control Division
1234 S.W. Morrison Street
Portland, OR 97205

FUGENE, OREGON 97401

BOARD OF DIRECTORS

NANCY HAYWARD
Lane County
DARWIN COURTRIGHT
Springfield
WICKES BEAL
Eugene

GERALD CATES
Cottage frove
GUS KELLER
Eugene

Re: Comments on revised veneer dryer regulation.

Gentlemen:

We have worked closely with Department of Environmental Quality staff
and Industry representatives in the last few months in their attempt
to draft a regulation which will reduce the problemr of "klue haze"
from veneer dryers, while not causing undue hardship on mill owners.
We feel that the proposed regulation fulfills this purpose.

This regulation should cause fine particulate emissions in our region
to be reduced. This will benefit the health of the community by reduc-.
ing the amount of suspended particulate in the air. Visibility reduction,

caused by this source should be diminished.

We also feel that Industry

will be able to meet this regulation with existing control equipment.

We fully support the proposed regulation and have appreciated the oppor-
tunity to work with the staff on the proposed regulation.

Slncerely,

o 'z:" )/ "’m"

Verner Adklson
Directo’

DMB/xrh

Clean Air Is A Natural Resource - Help Preserve It



NORTH SANTIAM PLYWOOD COMPANY

P. O. Box 377 MILL CITY, OREGON
AREA CODE 503 897-2381

November 19, 1974

0ffice of Department of Environmental Quality
Air Quality Control Division

1234 S. W. Morrison

Portland, Oregon 97205

Sirs:

SUBJECT: Written comments concerning Public Hearing, 2:30 PM,
December 20 at Albany for Environmental Quality Division

We, as one of the major plywood producers of the area, have
concluded that your proposal to limit all visible blue haze emissions
to within fifty feet of the building wil) be so costly to accomplish
and would curtail production of dry veneer to such a degree that the
average Douglas Fir mill would be forced to shut down. This seems a
drastic statement but several years of investigating this problem
has convinced us that the economics of accomplishing this are insur-
mountable at this time.

We would tike to state at this time that we do not believe the
small amount of blue haze our present dryers produce are in any way
harmful to the health and well being of the people of Oregon. This
same process is repeated thousands of times over by nature in the
process of sun drying of forest matter and is essential to the growth
of plants and trees. This is a well recognized and documented fact.

We would also like to point out that in event this was made a
law of the land, the additional energy required to dry Douglas Fir
veneer would be enormous and at a time when for national survival we
are trying to decrease our need for energy and to make every ounce of
energy consumed produce a maximum effort.

Due to these and many more reasons, we ask that you do not implement
this ruling.

Sincerely,

NORTH SANTIAM PLYWOOD.. BW&ﬂ%ﬁﬁvﬁko%rﬁcﬁﬂwunu
!

Mﬁ/m @'ﬁ‘ﬂrwré-[m

David Barnhardt N(]V 2:3]974
AIR QUAL!TY COnTroy



TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

B. A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnville

GRACE 5. PHINNEY -

Corvallis

JACKLYN L. HALLOCK
Portland

MORRIS K, CROTHERS
Salem

RONALD M. SOMERS
The Dalles

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE, 97205 ® Telephone {503) 229-5696

MEMORANDUM
To: Environmental Quality Commission
From: Director

Subject: Agenda Item No.M-1, December 20, 1974, EQC Meeting

Yariance Request - Boise Cascade lLumber Mill,
Beaver Marsh, Oregon

Background -
Boise Cascade Corporation operates a sawmill and planiing mill

near Beaver Marsh in northern Klamath County. Bark and waste white
wood have been burned in their modified wigwam waste burner, in com=-
pliance with the Department of Environmental (DEQ) regulations since
September 21, 1972.

The wigwam waste burner was given a Notice of Violation by the
Department of Environmental Quality's Regional office in Bend for
violation of the 20% opacity regulation on November 12, 1974.

Boise Cascade, by letter dated November 27, 1974, requested a
variance and explained the conditions contributing to the violation:

1. The sawmill and planing mill have been shut down by pre-

vailing market conditions and the plant is operating as a

chip mill. White wood planer shavings and hogged trim are
no tonger available at the wigwam waste burner to promote

good combustion.

2. Their supply of natural gas is subject to curtailment so that

3 minute startups to reach a low opacity condition may not
be possible.
smokeless combustion may not be available either.

A continuous supply of natural gas to enable
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December 20, 1974, EQC Meeting
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3. The company has allocated funds to hog and chip the bark
next year so that the wigwam waste burner may be shut down.
a. Funds have been allocated for 2nd quarter 1975.

b. Actual construction may start as soon as weather permits,
perhaps in mid-May=of 1975.

4. The company proposes and wants to keep the chip operation
running at Beaver Marsh so as not to contribute further to
the region's unemployment.

5. The company requests a variance until the bark hog and chip-
ping facilities are completed and running.

Discussion

The mi11 is located behind a screen of pine trees east of High-
way 97 in sparsely settled northern Klamath County. The ambient air
is degraded by very few sources there. Other Tumber mills are cur-
tailed so that significant unemployment exists. The benefit of
employment from a chipping operation invelving 50 men is considered
significant as compared to the adverse effects of air poliution
caused by this wigwam waste burner and which are essentially aesthetic.

The company has submitted a practical plan to eliminate use of
the wigwam waste burner altogether. While delaying this plan to May
of next year may appear unnecessary, a project to install the machin-
ery now would involve winter construction. This is considered
reasonably difficult and costly at that location in view of the proba-
bilities of snhow and grozen ground, and minimum temperatures that
prevail in this area, etc.

Other alternatives of dispersing of the bark are considered to

run the costs to where the chips might only be made at a net loss
which may mean shutting down this remaining part of the operation.
Conclusion - ‘

- The Commission has the authority to grant a variance for the rea-
son that special circumstances render strict compliance impractical and
no other alternative is available until the proposed facility is com-
pleted. The DEQ's Air Quality Control Division recamends this variance
to permit the wigwam waste burner emissions to exceed the opacity limit
of 20%, when necessary, until July 1, 1975.
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The Regional office in Bend recommends the granting of this
variance until the bark hog and chipping machinery phase out the
wigwam waste burner.

The adverse effect of increased smoke to the workers at the mill
and inhabitants of the area is considered small and tolerable. The
degradation of the environment as seen from Highway 97 may be con-
sidered minimal.

Director's Recommendation

It is recommended that a variance from CAR, Chapter 340, Section
25-020 (1) be granted to Boise Cascade Corporation for their Tumber
and planing mill at Beaver Marsh in Klamath County under the following

conditions:
1. Smoke from the wigwam waste burner operation shall be mini-
mized by use of natural gas as necessary when it js available.
2. The underfire air, overfire air, top damper, and the temper-
ature recording equipment shall all be kept operative at all
times.
3. This variance shall terminate on June 30, 1975.

PBB:ahe

December 6, 1974 | (7
4 i

KESSLER R. CANNON
Divrector



Wood Products Division Boise Cascade

Southern Oregon Region
P.O. Box 100

Medford, Oregon 97501
(503) 779-2050

November 27, 1974

Department of Environmental Quality
1234 S. W. Morrison St.
Portland, Oregon 97025

Attention: Mr. Fritz Skirvin
Gentlemen:

This is in reply to the notice of violation of visible
emission standards cbserved by Mr. Borden at our Beaver Marsh stud
mill on November 12, 1974.

The sawmill and planing mill at this location have been shut
down by prevailing market conditions and the plant is now operating as
a chip mill. MWe feel that Toss of the dry waste material from the
planing mill is the major factor contributing to this violation since
wet bark is the only waste now being burned.

California Pacific Utilities has already given notice to expect
significant interruptions of natural gas supply during the coming winter
months so it is obvious that we cannot depend on the auxiliary burners
for consistent compliance in the immediate future.

We have received an offer to purchase all waste material from
this plant and have budgeted the installation of hogging and truck loading
equipment for the second quarter of 1975. This budget has been approved
in principie by corporate management so we do not anticipate problems
in securing allotment of funds. Upon completion of this project the
wigwam burner would be placed on a standby status and used only in
emergencies. Considering the extremely yigorous climate conditions in
the Beaver Marsh area and current Tead time on equipment, it is most
doubtful that actual construction could start before May 15th 1975.

In view of the facts outlined above and our reluctance to
contribute any further toward the unemployement situation in our industry,
we would request a variance to operate this burner in violation of
visible emission standards until such time as the soTution proposed above
can be implemented. ,




We regret our inability to offer a firm date for compliance
at this time. If you have further questions please contact Bob Vincent
at 779-2050 or Wally Cory at (208) 384-6161.

Yours very truly,
BOISE CASCADE CORPORATION

£ &

R. B. Parrish
Manager, Southern Oregon Region

RBP/dh
cc: HWally Cory
John E. Borden - Regional Engineer

Dept. Environmental Quality
Bend, Oregon



ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 # Telephone (503) 229-5696
TOM McCALL MEMORANDUM

GOVERNOR

To: ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION
B. A. McPHILLIPS
Chairman, McMinnville .
From: Director
GRACE §. PHINNEY
Carvallis
' Subject: Agenda Item No. M-2 , December 20, 1974, EQC Meeting
JACKLYN L. HALLOCK R—
Portland

MORRIS K. CROTHERS
Salem

Variance Request: Russell Industries Lumber Mill,
La Pine, Oregon

ROMNALD M, SOMERS
The Dalles
— Background:

e rector Russell Industries operates a small sawmill at La Pine in southwest
Deschutes County. The firm operates a salvage type mill by processing
snags and dead standing timber into useful lumber, and saleable by-
products such as chips and firewood. The mill has no wigwam burner, no
boiler, and only one cyclone on a seldom used planer at their furniture
shop. The yard is located between Highway 97 and State Highway 31.

Some logs recieved at the mill are found to be rotten; other wood
has nails in it and cannot be processed. This waste wood has always
been segregated and burned as needed about once a quarter in a pile
estimated at 10 feet high and 30 feet across.

Upon applying for an Air Contaminant Discharge Permit, Russell
Industries learned of its conflict with Department of Environmental
Quality Regulations and has responded with letters dated November 13,
19, and 27 detailing their case for open burning.

The letter of November 27, 1974, requests a variance to open burn
the described waste wood three (3) times per year for a duration of
approximately sixteen (16) hours each time.

Discussion:

The mill's practice of open burning has aroused no adverse comment.
The materials processed by the mill expectedly results in some unusable
ends or rotten portions which accumulate at this mill site.

To build a conforming wigwam or employ a conforming trench burner
for such a small volume of wood is not considered practical or feasible
by the field staff.

LA
Qﬁéﬁ The Air Quality Division and Regional Office in Bend recommend a
Contan variance to the open burning vregulations as no reasonable alternative is

Recycled considered to now exist.

Materialy



Conclusions:

The proposed burning has been accomplished at this location without
objections being filed with or adverse observations made by the Depart-
ment. Degradation to the air environment if significant at all, is con-
cluded at this time to be more acceptable than allowing accumlations of
wood wastes resulting in a possible fire hazard or other environmental
problem. No feasible alternative is concluded to be available.

Director's Recommendation:

It is recommended that a variance be granted from OAR Chapter 340,
Section 23-010 (1) (a), to Russell Industries for their sawmill site at
La Pine under the following conditions:

1. That the burning be confined to the present location (as photo-
graphed on September 24, 1974).

2. That the burning be conducted no more than three (3) times each
year, unless specifically authorized by the Department.

3. That this variance expire on January 1, 1980,

4. That this variance in no way relieves Russell Industries of com-
plying with applicable fire control or fire permit regulations of
other governing bodies.

5. That Russell Industries report annually as required by the Air Con-
taminant Discharge Permit the amount burned.

6. Russell Industries shall notify the Department of Environmental
Quality Bend office {phone 382-6886) on the day preceding each of
the burning occurences.

This variance may be revoked upon findings of violation of any of
the above conditions. It may also be revoked if any waste other than
that produced by Russell Industries (as described in his letters of
November 1974) is added to these fires.

. «
MM_

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

FAS:df
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November 19, 1974

Department, of Enviroumerntal Qualiby
230 5. We Merr¢aom f&fuet

Backgrouwd

ie Ve do opervaic a sowwlll at LoPine and have Jor twonby years.

2, The virlee saws we use bravel al 650 BPM and in very rare cases where
g log ds rovlensawdust may travel 20 feet into the sir.

3. We sell our wood wastes Lo different people fue ubilizabion.

by aly. The plent does have one cyclone

“ive years. There ds possibly 100 lbs of
i bhis gyclone ina wesk; oviginating

4. HWe do nob convey sawdusth
and has had for the 1&5%
uhdﬁingu that wmulo pa
from g small furnib

Be  The main traveled aress in our will yard is sovered with a red cinder
.l 'l

Lo retard the dust and wabering is done when needed.

a“'(

b. T have Laken a personal surve 'y with bhe pecsple who live near us and
in our small tawn and do not find one complaint with our operation.

7. Production opsrabions at the will depends on the woather.

DB Q men have gone over my plant site and have seen my operatlon and 10 T
worse Lo gperate uhder The restricblons yuu have szt forth, T am breaking

the law, have always broken the laow, ss far ss your veslriclieons are concernod;
Cand might Just oas well call it guits

ieted, plesse send wo back my $50
1973,
LA i I

his do L}‘l(" way we are to be ros
I sent you for il ;ml“::t Ao on Yov,

Yours truly, A

s E | i
f\‘l DF EVWRUNMENML QUAUT
Y

B E
gy 2o 9?4 /7

AIR QUAL!TY CONTRO
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November 13, 197k

Siate of Oregon
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Mr. Kessler R, Cannon rE
Department of Environmental Quality [% E @ E ” W E
1234, SeW. Morrison Street 0 -
Portland, Oregon 9720k NGV 18 1374

Doar M. Gamnon: OFFICE OF JTHE DIRECTOR

In response to your letter of Nov. 4, we just wanted to tell you that we
feel we are being made a fool of by the DE Q.

Shortly after recelving your letter we received a copy of the permit that
we are bo receive in the near future. It prohibits us from any open burning at
our plant site. This is what we applied for in the first place, a permit to do
open burning two or three times a year and this is what we thought we were going
to receive. :

The permit you are issuing enables us to operate our plant, which does not
and never has in the twenty years we have operated, caused any air contamination.
S0 we paid $50 for nothing.

The bureasucratic monster tho% you are working for has reached it's tentacles
way beyond rcasons Contamination is something we believe all people are very
much concerned with and it should be dealt with for the good of all of us. A
large part of the small business that you are confusing to the point that they
are ready to quit and fold up are people that are not contaminating anybhing.

Why can't the DEQ work with the problems that you do have so you can take
care of the contamination of the air that is a real threat to people's health.

Mr. Camnon, if this letter sounds bitter it's because we are bitter. 1In
Nov. 1973 we filed the papers, sent the $50 as requested for the permit and
what do we get. One full year later we are notified that we cannot do any
open burning at our plant site, Between Nov, 1973 and Nov, 1974 we did not
have any correspondence from your office, not even a receipt for the $50.

What makes this even more irritating is that the Forest Service is burning
slash all around us and is creating a smokey haze in the air that stays for
days this time of year. Why is our smoke more contaminating than theirs.
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We have spent 20 years working and developing this business into what it
is today and have been thru some pretity tough times getting it on it's feet
financially. Directly and indirectly this business supports nearly 50 families
in the LaPine area. In our peak season we cmploy 40 to 45 and tho hauler who
hauls our logs has another 6 or 8 people that earn their livelihood from
Russell Industries.

Isn't it going to be a great day for Oregon when the government agencies
have made it too rough for the individually owned ond family owmed business to
oporate? Wontt it be niece when all the small companles are gone and thero io
only Woyorhmuwoer, Goorgla Paciflic, Doise Cascade and other larpo corporatlond
working in Oropon forests.

We are not going to argue with you people any longer, when our waste makes
it impossible for us to operate we will put RMussell Industries up for auction
and the 50 families that earn their living from this operation can either move
to another area for employment or they can apply for welfare.

We have another comment that we would like to make. The loggers have taken
good care of the forest for a good many years before the environmentalists came
along., We have kept fire watches all fire season each ycar, provided fire fiphting
crews when needed, and watch@d out for the birds and animals. You pegple are
harrassing the wrong group. You should be after yourselves because you people
are from the big citles and do not know how to respect the woods. People from
the cities who do not know how to care for the forest cause more fires, create
more garbage in the forest and umecessarily kill more animals and birds than
all the loggers pub together, but of course we do not have the Game Commission
noxw the Tourist Bureau for a lobby in the legislature to protect our interests.

Slnccreiy,

/ /{//A@{ //’ //”*»/4;;'{//

oo b ;? Mr. & Mrs. Marvin Russell

orQ, Bend office
Governors' office
Radio Station KBND
The Bulletin

cc: Sam Johnson ;

B
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DEPT, OF ENVIRORIES NTAL QUALITY

Environmental Control Commission

123L S5.W, Morrison Street

Portland, Oregon 97205

Gentlemen:

On November 25,1974, Cone Hunter, representive for Russell Industries, met
with Kessler Cannon, Director, Depariment of Environmental Quality, in Mr.
Cammon's office in Portland, Oregon. At this meeting it was determined that
there had been some misunderstandings, with Russell Industries not having been
adequately informed as to action to be taken in order to obtain a required
variance for open burning, which by law cannot be incorporated within the.
permit proper.

In Certified, return receipt requested, letter to the D.E.Q., dated Nov-
ember 19,197h, background information was given on the operations of Russell
Industries. I reiterate this information as followss

1, We do operate a sawmill at LaPine and have for twenty years.

2. The circle saws we use travel at 650 EPM. In very rare cases, where
a log is rotten, sawdust may travel 20 feet into the air.

3. We sell our wood wastes to different people for utilization.

Le We do not convey sawdust by air. The plant does have one cyclone
and has for the past five years. There is possibly 100 pounds of
shavings that pass through this cyclone per week. These shavings
originate from a small planer, used in making our Forest Furniture
Products.

5. Main traveled areas in our mill yard are covered with a red cinder
aggregate to retard dust. This is sprinkled with water in order to
abate 'dust as conditions warrant,

6. I have taken a personal survey of people who live near us in our
small town and have yet to find one complaint with our operations.

7. Production and operations at the mill are dependant upon the weather,
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The following Information is herewith set forth:

All slab and waste wood trimmings from the mill operations is piled and
held until such time as a chipper can be moved in to chip this waste wood for
use by another producer. Arrangements have been made to dispose of presently
stored slab and waste via the chipper method.

It is estimated that there is now from 200 to 300 truck icads of sawdust
piled in storage. Arrangements have been made to haul this sawdust from the
area for delivery to a manufacturer who can utilize this waste product.

Local residents purchase a large amount of waste wood for home heating.
Older people on Welfare and Socidl Security are often allowed to pick over
the least desirable waste wood and are assessed no charge whatsoever for what
they wish to remove from the premises. This is kept confidential, however, and
is not advertised. But those truly in need gradually learn of this practfice.

As sole owner of Russell Industries, I am fully aware that no industry
should be allowed to pollute ocur air, water or land. Russell Industries has
not nor does not pollute in any manner, in my opinion.

In any mill operation, there accumulates a certain amount of rotten, punky,
slivered and split wood which must be disposed of in some mamner. There also
accumulates some old boards and {imbers with nails. This material cannot be
run through a chipper due to the nails and quite often the quality of the wood
is such that it camnot even be given away. It is simply a case of one not be-
ing able to utilize it or caring to remove it. The accumlation of worthless
wood has to be disposed of in some manner and open burning is the only way at
this time. No other manner is available to or feasible for a small operator.

I therefore request that a variance be granted to allow open burning of
the waste wood mentioned. Burning will occur about three (3) times per year
and lasts approximately sixteen (16) hours each time. Said burning must take
place at such time as the weather and local fire conditions will permit. The
Ue. S« Forest Service and State Forestry has control over issuance of fire
permits, when required. :

After my representative met with Mr. Cannon on November 25,1974, as mentloned
above, I feel we have been appeased only. It does appear that D.E.Q. personnel
could have better informed me of what was expected and/or required.

As stated in my letter of November 19,1974, D.E.Q. representatives have
inspected my plant site and observed my operations. Apparently, without a
.variance being granted, as requested above, I am operating under restrictions,
am breaking the law and have always broken the law, considering the permit only.



F.O. Box 323 * LaPine, Oregon %7739 ° {503) 5356.2229

*  Working to Keep our LaPine Country Boautfu! and Growing

In my twenty years of operation no government subsidies have ever been
given or received, no requests for an SBA loan has ever been made. I have
operated solely from personal initiative, using capital borrowed on a busi-~
ness basis, as required. My business is totally a self made one, with no
grants or governmental type loans involved. I pay and have always paid all
applicable taxes. Present payroll covers approximately 31 individuals. During
the summer months this number increases to perhaps fifty. This comprises the
largest single payroll in the LaPine area. :

I cannot continue to operate if it must be under a constant threét of

citations for so-called unlawful activity. Were my operations ever to have
been creating contamination, then I agree that something would need to be
done, This has not been the case, however,

I would hope the variance for open burning, as stated, may be granted.
I also would hope that full and complete information be given to us in the

future so that we have a thorough understanding of what constitutes the per-—
mit proper and where a variance must be requested.

Yours truly,
%ﬂ“ﬂﬂwg 12‘1/
Marvin Russell

MR/1j

cct D.E.Q., Bend office
Mr, Kessler Cannon



TOM McCALL

GOVERNCR

B. A. McPHILLIPS
Chatrman, McMinaviile

GRACE 5. PHINNEY
Corvalils

JACKLYN L. HALLOCK
Portiand

MORRIS K, CROTHERS
Salem

RONALD M, SOMERS
The Dalles

KESSLER. R. CANNON
Director
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ENVIRONMENTAI. QUALITY COMMISSION

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229-5696

MEMORANDUM

To; Environmental Quality Commissgion

From; Director

Subject: Agenda Item No. N, December 20, 1974, EQC Meeting

" Indirect Source Rule Change
Authorization for Public Hearing

Background:

On November 22, 1974, the Commission adopted rules for Indirect
Sourceg. Since that adoption the Director has expressed a concern for
the staff time required to implement these rules and has directed the
staff to re-evaluate the rule with the following objective; a maximum
reduction in manpower requirements with a minimum effect on the Indirect
Source review program,

Discussion:

The staff has reviewed the Indirect Source rule and finds that the
maximum savings in manpower with the minlmum impact on the effective-
ness of the program can be achieved by increasing the minimum lot size
reviewed from 50 to 100 parking spaces, '

Based on the data submitted to the Commission at the November 22, 1974
meeting, this change would have resulted in: 1) approximately a 36.5% reduction
in the number of applications received through September 1974 by the Depart-
ment under the exigting rule; and 2) a loss of review authority over approx-
imately 7.5% of the total parking spaces reviewed in the Portland area
through September 1974 under the existing rule,

The staff feels that review of all parking facilities is necessary to
achieve a balanced indirect source review program., However,review of
those individual facilities containing fewer than 100 parking spaces does not
at this time appear to be critical based strictly on air quality considerations.



Additional minor changes and corrections proposed for the clarification
of this rule include: 1) section 20-110(10)(b), capitalize "Facilities'; 2) section
20-114(14), addition of the words '"in designated parking areas'; 3) section 20-
115(5) renumbered to 20-115(3); 4) section 20-115(6) renumbered to 20-115(4);
5) section 20-125(1)(a)(iv), the deletion of "of" and the insertion of 'and
quantity of Parking Spaces at the Indirect Source and"; 8) section 20-125(1}{a)(vii)
line 2, the deletion of the word ''spaces'; 7) section 20-129(1)(a)(vi) line 2,
the insertion of '"concurrent with or" and the insertion of a comma after
"the result of",

Recommendation:

It is the recommendation of the Director that a public hearing be
authorized for the next Environmental Quality Commission meeting to be
held January 24, 1975 for the purpose of taking public testimony prior to
considering the adoption of the proposed rule changes.

;
'S 7 R T

KESSLER R, CANNON
Director

RLV:h 12/11/74



ADDENDUM TO AGENDA ITEM N, December 20, 1974 EQC Meeting

Discugsion:

" The staff has received from TLRAPA and MWVAPA letters requesting
delegation of authority to carry out the provisions of the Indirect Source
Rule within their respective areas of jurisdiction. As stated in each
. lefter the two Regional Authorities have, under the existing Parking
and Highway rule, been conducting Indirect Source reviews and have -
demonstrated their ability to adequately maintain this program. The
gstaff feels that the delegation of authority is appropriate.

Recommendation:

It is the recommendation of the Director that the authority to
carry out the provisions of the Indirect Source Rule within their
respective areas of jurisdiction be granted to LRAPA and MWVAPA
with the following exception:

"The Department of Environmental Quality shall retain jurisdiction
over "Hichway Sections" which cross Regional Authority boundaries.'



MICHAEL D ROACH
Diractor

MID WILLAMETTE VALLEY

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

ToO: Environmental Quality Commission
From: Michael D. Roach, Director
Date: December 20, 1974

Subj: Indirect Source Regulations - Delegation of Jurisdiction
' to Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority

Ag provided for in Section 20~105 of the recently adopted Indirect
Source Regulations, the Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority
requests delegation of jurisdiction over those indirect sources
located in the five-county region served by the Authority.

As indicated in our letter to Mr. Cannon requesting this hearing,

our Board of Directors, on February 19, 1974, passed a resocluticn

to request jurisdiction of indirect scurces from the Environmental
Quality Commission at the appropriate time. . Following this
resolution, the Authority's federal grant application was filed

with the Department committing Authority money and staff hours to
these sources and to developing a plan to implement the Department's
regulations by May, 1975. The Department reviewed and accepted the
application and its objectives. These were included in the official
State-wide consolidated plan. At the November 26, 1974 Board Meeting
the Board reaffirmed its commitment to regional review and 1nstructed
the staff to proceed with obtaining jurisdicition.

Mid-Willamette has been working with indirect sources in the form of
parking lots and highways since 1972 with the support of the Depart-
ment.

In the past two years, the agency has reviewed numerous parking
facilities, along with the I-5 expansion, and has reguested from
the Highway Department an environmental lmpact statement for the
proposed I-305. 1In the spring of 1974, the Authority participated
in a series of workshops with the Mld—wlllamette Valley Council

of Governments, the Oregon State Highway Department, and the

Federal Highway Administration regarding evaluation of the Salem
Area Transportation System's impact on air quality. At the present
time the agency staff is involved in working with both the cities

of Salem and Corvallis in evaluating the air guality impact of

urban renewal projects, transit systems and industrial parks. Rapid
mid-valley growth rates necessitate continued comprehensive review
of these and assoclated developments. By virtue of its organization
‘Mid-Willamette is most atune with area priorities and problems.
Cooperative working relationships have been established with other
government agencies, citizens groups, private industry and special
interest groups in the area. The nature of the indirect source
regulations makes it evident such relaitionships are a must.

MEMBER COUMNTIES: BENTON fmetiMAHlON}POLE { Y AMMILL

TS AECYCLED PARER
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Environmental Quality Commission

To improve the agency 's data base for reviewing indirect sources, a

mobile air monitoring laboratory is currently being assembled with
the aid of the Department of Environmental Quality. The unit will
have the ability to sample for CO, ozone, 505, NOx, and other

critical pollhtants. It is anticipated the unit will be sited
initially. in either the Salem metropolitan area or the Albany-
Lebanon - Corvallis area. Data collected will provide the wmid-
valley pollution profile requlred for review of all sources,
not only indirect.

I light of\meeting these prerequisites, the Mid-Willamette Valley
Air- Pollution Authorlty requests delegation of jurlsdlctlon over
indirect sources in.its region.

Thank you.



TOM McCALL
GOVERNOR

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director
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DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

1234 S.W. MORRISON STREET ® PORTLAND, ORE. 97205 ® Telephone (503) 229- 5359

November 27, 1974

Administrative Rules Division
Secretary of State's Office
Salem, Oregon 97310

Attn: Mrs, Ione Hanson Re: Adoption of Rules Change,
Rules for Indirect Sources

Gentlemen:

Attached are two copies of the Rules for Indirect Sources adopted
by the Environmental Quality Commission at the November 22, 1974
meeting, submitted for filing with the Secretary of State.

Included with this fransmittal are two copies each of the rule
summary, the certification of adoption, and the adopted rule.

It is requested that this rule be published in the Secretary of
State's Bulletin on December 15, 1974,

Cordially,

KESSLER R. CANNON
Director

HMP:h

Enclosures

oo R



CERTIFICATE OF RULE CHANGE

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

I, RON L., MYLES, Deputy Director, Oregon Department of
Environmental Quality, certify that Sections 20-050 through 20-070,
Oregon Administrative Ruleg, Chapter 340, relating to Highways and
Parking Structures in Urban Areas were repealed, and Sections 20-100
through 20-135, Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 340, relating
to rules for Indirect Sources were adopted by the Environmental
Quality Commission on November 22, 1974, as shown on Exhibit A,
attached hereto and made a part hereof.

I further certify that said Exhibit A is a true and correct copy
of the original thereof.

Dated thig v ﬁ day of December, 1974,

4@44

T HON L, MY Deputy Director
QOregon Depa L ent of Environmental Quality




ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY COMMISSION

Rule: General Subject Matter

The adopted rules, Oregon Administrative Rules Chapter 340,
Sections 20-100 through 20-135, Rules for Indirect Sources, define
indirect sources as air contamination sources and provide for state-
wide control of these sources based on parking size or average
traffic use, More restrictive limitations are placed on sources
located within or near major urban centers., Sources affected by
these rules include, but are not limited to airports, highways and
parking facilities. Oregon Administrative Rules, Chapter 340,
Sections 20-050 through 20-070 are repealed,



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
AIR QUALITY CONTROL DIVISION

Adopted November 22, 1974

RULES FOR INDIRECT SOURCES

OAR, Chapter 340, Sections 20-050 through 20-070 are repealed and Sections 20-100
through 20-135 are adopted in Heu thereof.

20-100

20-105

20-110

POLICY

The Commigsion finds and declares Indirect Sources to be air contamination
sources as defined in ORS 468,275, The Commission further finds and
declares that the regulation of Indirect Sources is necessary to control

the concentration of air contaminants which result from Motor Vehicle

Trips and/or Aircraft Operations associated with the use of Indirect Sources.

JURISDICTION AND DELEGATION

The Commission finds that the complexity or magnitude of Indirect Sources
requires state-wide regulation and assumes or retains jurisdiction thereof,
The Commission may, however, when any Regional Authority requests and
provides evidence demonstrating its capability to carry out the provisions
of these rules relating to Indirect Sources, authorize and confer jurisdiction
uvpon such Regional Authority to perform all or any of such provisions
within its boundary until such authority and jurisdiction shall be withdrawn
for cause by the Commission.

DEFINITIONS
(1) "Aircraft Operations" means any aircraft landing or takeoff.

(2) "Airport" means any area of land or water which is used or intended
for uge for the landing and takeoff of aircraft, or any appurtenant
areas, facilities, or rights-of-way such as terminal facilities, parking
lots, roadways, and aircraft maintenance and repair facilities.

3 "Assaciated Parking'" means a parking facility or facilities owned,
operated and/or used in conjunction with an Indirect Source.

(4) "Average Daily Traffic" means the total traffic volume during a given
time period in whole days greater than one day and less than one year
divided by the number of days in that time period, commeonly abbreviated
as ADT,.



(5

(6)

(M

(8)

(®)

(10)

(i1

(12)

"Commence Construction' means to begin to engage in a continuous
program of on-site construction or on-site modifications, including
site clearance, grading, dredging, or landfilling in preparation for
the fabrication, erection, installation or modification of an indirect
source, Interruptions and delays resulting from acts of God, strikes,
litigation or other matters beyond the control of the owner shall be

" disregarded in determining whether a construction or modification

program is continuous.

"Commission" means the Environmental Quality Commission,
"Department' means the Department of Environmental Quality.

"Director' means director of the Department or Regional Authority
and authorized deputies or officers.

"Highway Section' means a highway of substantial length between logical
termini (major crossroads, population centers, major traffic generators,
or similar major highway control elements) as normally included in a
single location study or multi-year highway improvement program,

"Indirect Source" means a facility, building, structure, or installation,
or any portion or combination thereof, which indirectly causes or may
cause mobile source activity that resulis in emissions of an air con-
taminant for which there is a state standard. Such Indirect Sources
shall include, but not be limited to:

(a) Highways and roads.

(b) Parking facilities,

{c) Retail, commercial and industrial facilities.

(d) Recreation, amusement, sports and entertainment facilities.
(e) Airports,

(f) Office and Government buildings,

(g) Apartment, condominium developments and mobile home parks,
(b) Educational facilities.

"Indirect Source Construction Permitf' means a written permit in letter
form issued by the Department or the Regional Authority having
jurisdiction, bearing the signature of the Director, which authorizes
the permittee to Commence Construction of an Indirect Source under
construction and operation conditions and schedules as specified in

the permit,

"Mobile Source' means self-propelled vehicles, powered by internal
combustion engines, including but not limited to automobiles, trucks,
motorcycles and aircraft.



(13)

(14)

(15)

(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

-3-

"Off-street Area or Space'" means any area or space not located on
a public road dedicated for public use.

"Parking Facility' means any building, structure, lot or portion thereof,
degigned and used primarily for the temporary storage of motor vehicles.

"Parking Space" means any Off-street Area or Space below, above or
at ground level, open or enclosed, that is used for parking one motor
vehicle at a time,

"Person'" means individuals, corporations, associations, firms, pariner-
ships, joint stock companies, public and municipal corporations, political
subdivisions, the gtate and any agencies thereof, and the federal govern-
ment and any agencies thereof.

"Population” means that population estimate most recently published by
the Center for Population Research and Census, Portland State
Univergity, or any other population estimate approved by the Department.

"Regional Authority" means a regional air quality control authority
established under the provisions of ORS 468, 505,

"Regional! Parking and Circulation Plan" means a plan developed by a
city, county or regional planning agency, the implementation of which
assures the maintenance of the state's ambient air quality standards.

"Reglonal Planning Agency' means ahy planning agency which has been
recognized as a substate-clearinghouse for the purposes of conducting
project review under the Unites Sfates Office of Management and Budget
Circular Number A-95, or other governmental agency having planning
authority.

"Reasonable Receptor and Exposure Sites" means locations where people
might reasonably be expected to be exposed to air contaminants generated
in whole or in part by the Indirect Source in question, Location of
ambient air sampling sites and methods of sample collection shall
conform to criteria on file with the Department of Environmental

Quality,

"Vehicle Trip" means a single movement by a motor vehicle which
originates or terminates at or uses an Indirect Source.



4

20-115 INDIRECT SOURCES REQUIRED TO HAVE INDIRECT SOURCE CONSTRUC-
TION PERMITS

(1) The owner, operator or developer of an Indirect Source identified

in subsection 20-115(2) of this section shall not Commence Consgtruction
of such a source after December 31, 1974 without an approved Indirect
Source Construction Permit issued by the Department or Regional
Authority having jurisdiction,

(2)

All Indirect Sources meeting the criteria of this subsection relative to
type, location, size and operation are required to apply for an
Indirect Source Construction Permit:

{(a) The following sources in or within five (5) miles of the municipal
boundaries of a municipality with a Population of 50,000 or more,
including but not limited to Portland, Salem and Eugene:

(b)

@

(1)

Any Parking Facility or other Indirect Source with Associated
Parking being constructed or modified to create new or
additional parking (or Associated Parking) capacity of 50 or
more Parking Spaces.

Any Highway Section being proposed for construction with an
anticipated annual Average Daily Traffic volume of 20,000 or
more motor vehicles per day within ten years after completion,
or being modified so that the annual Average Daily Traffic on
that Highway Section will be increased to 20,000 or more
motor vehicles per day or will he increased by 10,000 or
more motor vehicles per day within ten years affer completion.

Except as otherwise provided in this section, the following sources

within Clackamas, Lane, Marion, Multnomah or Washington counties:

)

(i)

Any Parking Facility or other Indirect Source with Associated
Parking being congtructed or modified to create new or
additional parking (or Associated Parking) capacity of 500

or more Parking Spaces. ’

Any Highway Section being proposed for construction with an
anticipated annual Average Daily Traffic volume of 20,000 or
more motor vehicles per day within ten years after completion,
or being modified so that the annual Average Daily Traffic on
that Highway Section will be 20,000 or more motor vehicles
per day, or will be increased by 10,000 or more motor
vehicles per day, within ten years after completion.
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(c) Except as otherwise provided in this section, the following
sources in all areas of the state:

(i}  Any Parking Facility or other Indireet Source with Associated
Parking being constructed or modified to create pew or
additional parking (or Associated Parking) capacity of 1, 000
or more Parking Spaces.

(ii) Any Highway Section being proposed for construction with
an anticipated annual Average Daily Traffic volume of 50,000
or more motor vehicles per day within ten years after
completion, or being modified so that the ammual Average
Daily Traffic on that Highway Section will be 50,000 or
more motor vehicles per day, or will be increased by
25,000 or more motor vehicles per day, within fen years
after completion.

() Any Airport being proposed for consgtruction with projected annual
Aircraft Operations of 50,000 or more within ten years after
completion, or being modified in any way so as to increase the
projected number of annual Aircraft Operations by 25,000 or more
within 10 years after completion.

(6} Where an Indirect Source ig constructed or modified in increments
which individually are not subject to review under this section, and
which are not part of a program of congtruction or modification in
planned incremental phases approved by the Director, all such
increments commenced after January 1, 1975 shall be added together
for determining the applicability of this rule.

(6) An Indirect Source Construction Permit mmy authorize more than one
phase of construction, where commencement of construction or
modification of successive phases will begin over acceptable periods
of time referred to in the permit; and thereafter construction or
modification of each phase may be begun without the necessity of
obtaining another permit.

20-120 ESTABLISHMENT OF AN APPROVED REGIONAL PARKING AND CIRCULATION
PLAN(S) BY A CITY, COUNTY OR REGIONAL PLANNING AGENCY

(1) Any city, county or Regional Planning Agency may submit a Regional
Parking and Circulation Plan to the Department or to the Regional
Authority having jurisdiction for approval. Such a plan shall include,
but not be limited to: :

(a) Legally identifiable plan boundaries.
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(2)

3)

4)

(®)

.
(b) Reasonably uniform identifiable grids where applicable,
(¢) Total parking space capacity allocated to the plan area,
(1) An emission density profile for each grid or plan.

(e} Other applicable information which would allow evalvation of
the plan such as, but not limited to, scheduling of construction,
emission factors, and criteria, guidelines or ordinances applicable
to the plan area.

The Department or Regional Authority having jurisdiction shall hold

a public hearing on each Regional Parking and Circulation Plan
submitted, and on each proposed revocation or substantial modification
thereof, allowing at least thirty (30) days for written comments from
the public and from interested agencies,

Upon approval of a submitted Regional Parking and Circulation Plan,
the plan shall be identified as the approved Reglonal Parking and
Circulation Plan, the appropriate agency shall be notified and the
plan uged for the purpoges and implementation of this rule.

The appropriate city, county or Regional Planning Agency shall annually
review an approved Regional Parking and Circulation Plan to determine
if the plan continues to be adequate for the maintenance of air quality
in the plan area and shall report its conclusions to the Department or
Regional Authority having jurisdiction,

The Department or Regional Authority having jurisdiction shall initiate
a review of an approved Regional Parking and Circulation Plan if it
is determined that the Regional Parking and Circulation Plan is not
adequately maintaining the air quality in the plan area.

INFORMATION AND REQUIREMENTS APPLICABILE TO INDIRECT SOURCE(S)
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT APPLICATIONS WHERE AN APPROVED REGIONAL
PARKING AND CIRCULATION PLAN IS ON FILE

(1)

Application Information Requirements:
(a) Parking Facilities and Indirect Sources Other Than Highway Secj:ions:

(i) A completed application form;

(iily A map showing the location of the site;

(ili) A description of the proposed and prior use of the site;

(iv) A site plan showing the location of Associated Parking areas,
points of motor vehicle ingress and egress to and from the
gite and Associated Parking;
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V)

(vi)

(vid)

.,

A ventilation plan for subsurface and enclosed parking;

A written statement from the appropriate planning agency
that the Indirect Source in question is consistent with an
approved Regional Parking and Circulation Plan or any
adopted transportation plan for the region.

A reasonable estimate of the effect the project has on total
parking spaces approved for any specific grid area and
Regional Parking and Circulation Plan area.

{b) Highway Section(s):

(1)
(ii)

(iii)

Items (i) through (iii) of subsection 20-125(1)(a).

A written statement from the appropriate planning agency
that the Indirect Source in question is consistent with an
approved Regional Parking and Circulation Plan and any
adopted transportation plan for the region.

A reasonable estimate of the effect the project has on total
vehicle miles travelled within the Regional Parking and
Circulation Plan Area,

(2) Within 15 days after the receipt of an application for a permit or
additions thereto, the Department or Regional Authority having juris-
diction shall advise the owner or operator of the Indirect Source of
any additional information required as a condition precedent to issuance
of a permit. An application shall not be considered complete until the
required information is received by the Department or Regional Authority
having jurisdiction.

INFORMATION AND REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO INDIRECT SOURCE(S)
CONSTRUCTION PERMIT APPLICATION WHERE NO APPROVED REGIONAL
PARKING AND CIRCULATION PLAN IS ON FILE

(1) Application information requirements:

(a) For Parking Facilities and other Indirect Sources with Associated
Parking, other than Highway Sections and Airports, with planned
construction resulting in total parking capacity for 1000 or more
vehicles, the following information shall be submitted:

(1)
(ii)
(iii)

Items (i) through (v) of subsection 20-125(1)(a).

Subsection 20-125(2) shall be applicable,

Measured or estimated carbon monoxide and lead concentrations
at Reasonable Receptor and Exposure Sites. Measurements
shall be made prior to construction and estimates shall be
made for the first, tenth and twentieth years after the

Indirect Source and Associated Parking are completed or

fully operational. Such estimates shall be made for average
and peak operating conditions.



(b)

(c)

(v)
(v)

{vi)

(vii)

(viii)

(ix)

(x)

Evidence of the compatibility of the Indirect Source with any
adopted transporiation plan for the area.

An estimate of the effect of the operation of the Indirect
Source on total vehicle miles traveled.

An estimate of the additional residential, commercial and
industriz]l developments which may occur as the result of the
construction and use of the Indirect Source. This shall also
include an air quality impact assessment of such development.
Estimates of the effect of the operation and use of the Indirect
Source on traffic patterns, volumes, and flow in, on or within
one-fourth mile of the Indirect Source.

An estimate of the average daily Vehicle Trips, detailed in
terms of the average daily peaking characteristics of such
trips, and an estimate of the maximum Vehicle Trips, detailed
in one hour and eight hour periods, generated by the movement
of people to and from the Indirect Source in the first, tenth
and twentieth years after completion,

A description of the availability and type of mass transﬂ
presently serving or projected to serve the proposed Indirect
Source. This description shall only include mass transit
operating within 1/4 mile of the boundary of the Indirect Source.
A description of any emission control techniques which shall be
used to minimize any adverse environmental effects resulting
from the use of the Indirect Source,

For Parking Facilities and other Indirect Sources with Associated .
Parking, other than Highway Sections and Airports, with planned
construction of parking capacity for 50 to 1000 vehicles; the
following information shall be gubmitted:

o)
(ii)

Items (i) through (v) of subsection 20-125(1)(a).
Subsection 20-125(2) shall be applicable, Such additional
information may include such items as (iil) through (x) of
subsection 20-129(1)(a).

For Airports, the following information shall be submitted:

(1)
(1)
(ii)
(iv)

v

Items (i) through (v) of subsection 20-125(1)(a).

Subsection 20-125(2) shall be applicable.

A map showing the topography of the area surrounding and
including the site.

Evidence of the compatibility of the Airport with any adopted
transportation plan for the area.

An estimate of the effect of the operation of the Airport on
total vehicle miles traveled.



(d)

(vi)

(vii)

(viii)

(ix)

)

(xi)

(xii)

(xiii)

s

Estimates of the effect of the operation and use of the

Airport on traffic patterns, volumes, and flow in, on or

within one-fourth mile of the Airport,

An egtimate of the average and maximum number of Aircraft
Operations per day by type of aircraft in the first, tenth

and twentieth years after completion of the Airport.

Expected passenger loadings in the first, tenth and twentieth
years after completion,

Measured or estimated carbon monoxide and lead concentrations
at Reasonable Receptor and Exposure Sites. Measurements
shall be made prior to construction and estimates shall be
made for the first, tenth and twentieth years after the Airport
and Associated Parking are completed or fully operational.

Such estimates shall be made for average and peak operating
conditions,

Alternative designs of the Airport, ie. size, location, parking
capacity, etc., which would minimize the adverse environmental
impact of the Airport.

An estimate of the additional residential, commercial and
industrial development which may occur within 3 miles of the
boundary of the new or modified Airport as the result of the
construction and use of the Airport.

An estimate of the area-wide air quality impact analysis for
carbon monoxide, photochemical oxidants, nitrogen oxides
and lead particulate. This analysis would be based on the
emigsions projected to be emitted from mobile and stationary
sources within the Airport and from mobile and sfationary
source growth within 3 miles of the houndary of the Airport.
Projections should be made for the first, tenth and twentieth
years after completion,

A description of the availability and type of mass transit
presently serving or projected to serve the proposed Airport.
This description shall only include mass transit operating
within 1/4 mile of the boundary of the Airport,

For Highway Sections, the following information shall be submitted:

()
(1)
(i)

(iv)

(v)

Hems (1) through (iii) of Subsection 20-125(1)(a).

Subsection 20-125(2) shall be applicable.

A map showing the topography of the Highway Section and
points of ingress and egress.

The existing average and maximum daily traffic -on the
Highway Section proposed to be meodified.

An estimate of the maximum traffic levels for one and eight
hour periods in the first, tenth and twentieth years after
completion,
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(vi} An estimate of vehicle speeds for average and maximum
traffic volumes in the first, tenth and twentieth years after
completion,

(vii) A description of the general features of the Highway Section
and associated right-of-way.

(viii) An analysis of the impact of the Highway Section on the
development of mass transit and other modes of transportation
such as bicycling.

(ix) Alternative designs of the Highway Section, ie, size, location,
etc., which would minimize adverse environmental effects

‘ of the Highway Section.

(x) The compatability of the Highway Section with an adopted
comprehensive transportation plan for the area.

(xd} An estimate of the additional residential, commercial and
industrial development which may occur as the result of the
construction and use of the Highway Section, including an air
quality assessment of such development.

{xii) Estimates of the effect of the operation and use of the Indirect
Source on major shifts in traffic patterns, volumes, and flow
in, on or within one-fourth mile of the Highway Section,

(xiii) An analysis of the area-wide air quality impact for carbon
monoxide, photochemical oxidants, nitrogen oxides and lead
particulates in the first, tenth and twentieth years after
completion, This analysis would be based on the change in
total vehicle miles traveled in the area selected for anmalysis.

(xiv) The tofal air quality impact (carbon monoxide and lead) of
maximum and average traffic volumes. This analysis would be
based on the estimates of an appropriate diffusion model at
Reasonable Receptor and Exposure Sites, Measurements shall
be made prior io construction and estimates shall be made for
the first,tenth and twentieth years after the Highway Sectlon is
completed or fully operational,

(xv) Where applicable and requested by the Department, a Department
approved surveillance plan for motor vehicle related air
contaminants,

20-130 ISSUANCE OR DENIAL OF INDIRECT SOURCE CONSTRUCTION PERMITS

(1) Issuance of an Indirect Source Construction Permit shall not relieve
the permittee from compliance with other applicable provisions of the
Clean Air Act Implementation Plan for Oregon.

(2) Within 20 days after receipt of a complete permit application, the
Department or Regional Authority having jurisdiction shall:

{a) Issue 20 day notice and notify the Adminigtrator of the Environmental
Protection Agency, appropriate newspapers and any interested
person(s) who has requested to receive such notices in each region



(3)

(4)

(b)
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in which the proposed Indirect Source is to be constructed of
the opportunity for written public comment on the information
submitted by the applicant, the Department's evaluation of the
proposed project, the Department's proposed decigion, and the
Department's proposed construction permit where applicable.

Make publicly available in at least one location in each region in
which the proposed Indirect Source would be constructed, the
information submitted by the applicant, the Department's evaluation
of the proposed project, the Department's proposed decision, and
the Department's proposed construction permit where applicable.

Within 60 days of the receipt of 2 complete permit application, the
Department or Regional Authority having jurisdiction shall act to
either disapprove a permit application or approve it with pogsible
conditions,

Conditions of an Indirect Source Construction Permit may include,
but are not limited to:

(2)
(b)
(c)
(d)

{€)
49

(g)

(h)

@

)

(k)

Ly

Posting transit route and scheduling information,
Construction and maintenance of bus shelters and turn-out lanes.
Maintaining mass transit fare reimbursement programs,

Making a car pool matching system available to employes, shoppers,
students, residents, etec.

Reserving parking spaces for car pools.
Making parking spaces available for park-and-ride stations,

Minimizing vehicle running time within parking lots through the use of
sound parking lot design.

Ensuring adeguate gate capacity by providing for the proper number
and location of entrances and exits and optimum signalization for such.

Limiting traffic volume so as not to exceed the carrying capacity
of roadways.

Altering the level of service at cbntrolled intersections,
Obtaining a written statement of intent from the appropriate public

agency(s) on the disposition of roadway improvements, modifications
and/or additional transit facilities to serve the individual source,

Construction and maintenance of exclusive transit ways.
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(m) Providing for the collection of air quality monitoring data at
Reasonable Receptor and Exposure Sites.

(n) Limiting facility modifications which can take place without re-
sthmission of a permit application.

(0) Completion and submission of a Notice of Completion form prior
to operation of the facility.

(5) An Indirect Source Construction Permit may be withheld if:

(6)

(7)

(8

(a) The Indirect Source will cause a violation of the Clean Air Act
Implementation Plan for Oregon,

(b) The Indirect Source will delay the attainment of or cause a
violation of any state ambient air quality standard.

(c) The Indirect Source causes any other Indirect Source or system of
Indirect Sources to violate any state ambient air quality standard.

(@) The applicable requirements for an Indirect Source Construction
Permit application are not met.

Any owner or operator of an Indirect Source operating without a permit
required by this rule, or operating in violation of any of the conditions
of an issued permit shall be subject to civil penalties and/or injunctions.

Nothing in this section shall preclude a Regional Authority authorized
under Section 20-105 from geiting the permit conditions for areas
within its jurisdiction at levels more siringent than those detailed in
Sections 20-100 through 20-135.

If the Department shall deny, revoke or modify any Indirect Source
Construction Permit, it shall issue an order setting forth its reasons
in essential detail,

PERMIT DURATION

(1)

(2)

An Indirect Source Construction Permit igsued by the Department or
a Regional Authority having jurisdiction shall remain in effect until
modified or revoked by the Department or such Regional Authority.

The Department or Regional Authority having jurisdiction may revoke
the permit of any Indirect Source operating in violation of the construc-
tion, modification or operation conditions set forth in its permit,
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(3) An approved permit may be revoked without a hearing if construction
or modification is not commenced within 18 months after receipt of
the approved permit; and, in the case of a permit granted covering
construction or modification in approved, planned incremental phases,
a permit may be revoked as to any such phase as to which construction
or modification is not commenced within 18 months of the time period
stated in the initial permit for the commencing of construction of that
phase., The Director may extend such time period upon a satisfactory
showing by the permitiee that an extension is justified.
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Toz Environmental Quality Commission

Prom: Michael D. Roach, Director
Date: December 20, 1974

Indirect Source Regulations - Delegation of Jurisdiction
to Mid-Willamette Valley Air Pollution Authority

W
o
€]
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(X}

Ag provided for in Section 20-105 of the recently adopted Indirect
Source Regulations, the Mid-Willamette Valley Adr Pollution Authority.
regquasts delegaLlon of ju;lSﬂTCLTOn over those indirect sources
located in the five-county region ssrved by the Authority.

As indicated in our letter to Mr. Canncn requas;lng this henrlng,

our Board of Directors, on Februaxy 19, 1974, passad a resolution’
to regquest jurisdiction of indirect souvrces from the Ervironmental
guality Commission at the aﬁproprﬂate time Following this
razolution, the Authority's federal gwaﬂt,appllcab1on wasg filed

with the Department committing Authority money and staff hours to
these sources and to developing a plan to implement the Department's
regulatlons by May, 1975. The Department reviewad and accepted the -
appllcation and its objectives. Thess were included in the official
State-wide consolidated plan. At the November 26, 1974 Board Meeting
the Board reaffirmed its commitment to regional review and instructead
the staff to proceed with cbtaining jurisdiction.

Mid-Willamette has been working with indirect sources in the form of
parking lots and highways since 1972 with the support of "the Depart-
ment.. ' '

In the past two years, the agency has reviewed numerous parking
facilities, along with the I+5 expansion, and has reques;ed from

the Highway Department an environmantal iwpact statement for the
roposed I-305. 1In the spring of 1974, the Authority participated
in a series of workshops with the Mid-Willamette Valley Council

of Governments,. the Oregon State Highway Department, and the

Federal Highway Administration regardipng evaluation of the Salem
Area Transportation Syutem s impact on air quallty At the pvesent
time the agency staff is involved in orkLng with both the cities

of Salem and Corvallis in evaluating the air quality impact of.

urban renswal projects, transit systems and industrial parks. Rapid

mid-valley growth rates necessitate continued comprehensive review
of these and associated developments. By virtue of its organization

Miid-Willamette is most atune with area priorities and problems.

Cooperative working relationships have been established with other

oy

D

government agencies, cltizens rouos, privata industry and spacial
‘interest groups in the area. The nature of the indirect source
ragulations makes 1t evident such reliiionships are a must.

MEMBER COUNTIZS: nioTom @y Lt e AT
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Environmental Quality Commission ‘

To improve the agency's data base for reviewing indirect sources,

mobile air monitoring laboratory is currently bzing asserbled with

the aid of the Department of Environmental Quality. The unit will
2, NOx, and othsar

have the ability to sample for CO, ozcnz, S0
critical pollutants. It is antilcipated the
initially in either the Salem heuvomol;*an area or the al
Lebanon ~ Corvallis area. Data co?le t=2d will prOlee th
valley pollution profile ?equ1re% for review of all
noc only 1ndlrecc.

In light of mdehlng these prereguisites,
Ajr Pollution Authority requests delegazi

indirect sources in.its region.

Thank you.
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MEMORANDUM
To:

Envireamental Qm“uy Cc nnrigsion

From:

Divector
Subject: Agenda Item No, N, Decembsr 20, 197 CEQT . Aeetin

Indirect 8
Authorizati

On November 22, 1874, the Commission adopte
Sources, Since that adoption the Director has express
the staff time required {o implemen rules and has

staff to re-evaluate the rule \\nh the follswing objective;
reduction in manpower requl -'Jmf:nf,s with a minimum e"fe
Source review program..

theze

oo

1
i
2

Digcussgion:

A finde a4
and finds thszt the

elritl

The gtafl has veviewed the Indirect
maximum savings in manpower wiil on the effective-
ness of the program caun be achieved by increasing the mirirmum Iot size
reviewed from 50 fo 100 parking spaces,.

Source rule
minimam impact

2~
A
L

4

Based on the data subniitted to ,ha Cormamission at the Novembsdr 22,
meeting, this chpnze wouid have resulfsd i =

applications re“elx ed

in the number of ag
we; and

r' o Gf

of the

total

imately 7.5% parking g
throuzh Scptember 1974 under the existing mlv.

The staff feels that review of all parking facilities i=

503} 229-

Ln

achieve a balanced indirect source review program. lIHowever,review of
those individual facilities cortaining ec,_ than 100 parking spnces dogs not
at this time appear to be crifical based sivictly on alr cquality ions.

O
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Additional minor changes and corrections proposed for the claritication
of this rule include: 1) section 20-110{10)(b), capitalize "Facilities' 2) section
20-114(14), addition of the words "in designated parking areas'; 3) section 20-
115(3) renumbered to 20-115(3); 4) section 20-115(6) repumbered to 20-115(4);
5} section 20-125{1)(a)(iv), the deletion of "of" and the insertion of "and
quantity of Parking Spaces at the Indirect Source and'; G) section 20-125(1){a)(vii)
line 2, the deletion of the word ''spaces™; 7} section 20-12%(1)fa)(vi) line 2,
the insertion of "concurrent with or' and the insertion of a comma after
"the resuli of',

One additional proposed modification to the rule ig the insertion of
section 20-130(9) to formally adopt as part of the Indirect Source rule '
a policy to not approve or deny any Indirect Source application until after
the Indirect Source in question has obtained land use approval from the
appropriate local plaoning agency. This procedure has been and is eurrently
bheing followed and is the policy of the Department under the existing
Parking and Highways rule, however, the insertion of this policy within
the rule will assist to clarify the intent of the Department.

Recommendation:

It is the recommendation of the Director that a public hearing be
aunthorized for the next Environmenial Quality Commission meeting to be
held January 24, 1976 for the purpose of taking public testlmony prior to
considerineg the adoption of the proposed rule changes..

KESSLER R, CANNON
Director

RLV:h

(as presented at the EQC meeting)



ADDENDUM TO AGENDA ITEM N, Decembher 20, 1974 EQC Measting

Digcussgion:

The staff has veceived from LRAPA and MWVAPA lefters requesting
delegation of authority to carry out the provisions of the Indirect Source
Rule within their respective areas of jurisdiction. As stated in each
letter the two Regional Authorities have, under the existine Parking -
and Hichway rule, been conduecting Indirect Source reviews and have
demonstrated their ability to adequately maintain this program. The
staff feels that the delegation of authority is appropriate.

Recommendaiion:

It is the recommendation of the Director that the authority to
carry out the provisions of the Indirect Source Rule within their
respective areas of jurisdiction be granted to LRAPA and MWVAPA
with the following exception: ' '

"The Department -of Environmental Quality shall retain jurisdiction
over "Highway Sections" which cross Regional Authority boundaries.™



Mr, Chairman:

The Department and this Commission have been working
for a considerable period on the problems associated with
the AMAX proposal. I'm sure you're all aware of the long
history of this project, actually going back to 1967 when
the proposition was before the Legislative Assembly. Sub-
sequent then, the Department and this Commission started
work on problems associated with air emission standards
for aluminum plants. The federal government had failed to
develop standards, and this Commission knew such standards
were essential. Work by the Department was completed, and
more than a year ago this Commission took final action and
adopted emission standards, knowﬁ*at that time to be the

)
toughest in the world. Industry andApeople generally felt
plants could not meet the standards set, and those who
opposed the development at Warrenton felt the issue was
therefore dead, and the plant would not be construgted.

In the months which followed, new techniques emerged
which now indicate that AMAX may well be able to meet Oregon's
strict standards. This being the case, both this Commission
and the Department have had literally thousands of citizen
comments offered into our decision-making process. Surely
it is timely and proper that this issue now be resolved.

I think most people know that members of this Commission



have serious and growing concerns with the many unknowns
associated with the proposal. Later this spring, for
example, studies will be completed to give needed baseline
data on the makeup and complexity of the estuary and Youngs
Bay. However, we will not have, nor do we see any way in
which we can have reliable comments on impacts of the plant
and its emissions through future years on the biota of the
estuary. Years from now it may well be that evaluations
will show little if any impact if the plan