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atate (]:)e a'ltment of §eofo 

BIG BEAi MlU·(Gbroai.te) 

702 Woodlark Building 
Portland 5, Oregon 

9!9!r1 Mal'ftll wall ue, Grants Pase, Oregon, who le&Hd to South­

ern 0Npn Hhea, Inc., ~ in 1950 o.- l9Sl. 4 H •. neiaobaa Jru 

1209 leaca Drin, Grant.I Pua, ia prriliden\ et tbia COflPl.l'PT• P'Nd. 

I•ngl.e7 and Claude J.. Deaa of Grant.■ Paa, allbleued fl'OII. the Sout.a.ra 

ONgon M'ine• COlllpanT 1n Jm1e 1952 • 

Loc:lf:Uopu U¼, -• 3j, T. J6 S. t R. 8 W. an the north aide of a 

wet.em t.ribllt.a17 to Slate Cl'Mk a\ an el.evatioa ot 2s2; (A). The 111.ne ia 

reached. -,, uaftl.ia& 4.S mtlN Afft.h ai.na l1at.e Cl"Nk. road tra the Red­

wood. ~ (u. s. 199), ud. then wee\ along th1• tribllt&ry. to .Slate. .Creek 

ter.1.4 .U.a. 

Am.• a •1•1•, Bia Bear 1 and .a. 
lfnleJe!9t. and. ~n, aw upl.e111.t1on w.a done and poaaibl.T 

a llilloi- ---.nt et ore wu J)l'Clduoed tr. the Bi& Bear propeM,7 .in World. war 

I or II. ·!haN· o:W. woridnge &.N oaved and definite information about tbaa 

c"'1ld Jl8t bl obtained •. Denlopimlt aince 1950 oonaiata of a 190-toot up­

pa~ t.WIDIIJ, GllntiaSllina .a·:»-1$ at,opt .M •• a\lJ'ltao,1 a. 344-,toot lo~ 

t.uzmel· wit.h. _. ra1ee· and atope a.tending 1, teet. to tJte upper tunnel ud 

a Hcond l"ll1N and at.ope ot aboa\ 60leet.J arad .,.. \ban 2000 fN\ of 

llh&l.l.ow bulldo-.r at.a. 

About. 220 t.ena ot cmroait. waa ·J)l'Od1loN Ira a.l.e:na 1n the upper 

tunael and atope. .. Altout. 6 t.ona or ore oocunlng •• ..U inegw.ar pou 

wu . ....,... fl'fa the lowr pa.rt, of Ho. l n.iM of the lower twmel, 1811d 

ON wu .toped from the lut. 12-15 fNt up tot.he upper lewl. In the 



- -
•cond rain in the lCN9r tunnel ore vu encountered at about. .3() feet. and 

baa bea at.oped tor another 2S to 30 fNt. A total ~ 470 t,ou of ON 

bad b"n ahipped to t.tul gONl"DMllt etookp1le "1" Langle7 and Dun bet.we 

June 1952 and Deoember 1953. 

9MJ,op:1 The onrmd.te occurs 1n aheared Ni,,entine, "lliokentite~, 

a ahon diatance aat. of it• contact with •tavolcanio• ot the Gallce 

foraation. 84mtnl. aall bodie1 ot •tavolcanica occur within aerpentJ.n-

11141cl peridet.1\e about 100 ,-a.rd• wet ot the mine. Direction ot ahearlng 

ill the aVpllllt,i.n• ftl'1.•• traa •. w• E. t.o N. y,e w. 
·,..._ 

!be trend ot the chromite 1--•• and atrinpra va.17 tram M. to N. 

30° w. wltJl dipe var,1ng from 68° w. to nrtJ.cal, u det.erznirled from vv-

1ou limited apoaurea. An 18 inch channel sample ot -..sift chl"old.t.e re­

u1nSag expoN<l in north wall or the atope above the upper l.ftel contain-

ed 48.ll pereent C~ and lD.'6 pe.raent. Fe. Thi• chromite had a atr:Uce 

or N. 30° w. wlt.h 680 w. dip. The chromite in t.he tloor ot the lowr 

lnel Tal"i.ed from 5 t.e 7 feet. 1n width. The bot.tom of thia lens or lddnq 

ot ehNllite wae 91\Countered a.ppronnately at 61 feet int.he No. l raJ.M in 

t.ne roet ot an 1ncllne about 14 r .. t below the upper level. The .trike ot 

t.h• MU"]¥ ftr\ioal Ohl.'vld.w 1,u in the root ot the incline vaa H. 10° w. 
All ere bnWlen t.he incline and t.he floor of the upper leftl. baa been mnect. 

Ctrcaite ie Nported to have been encountered at about. 20 feet in 

NiN •• 2. In November 1953 no. 2 :raiN wu &bout SS to 60 teet. high 

and •re than 100 tone ot ore had bMn NIIDOftd. from a at.ope. A amall peel 

of_.. 1-teot. vld• was exposed in the north end or the et.ope. The pnenl. 

tNDd of the ore taken fNB thia et.ope was approx:1.ma.\ell' N. S° w. al!'ld near­

lT Tel't.lcal. 



Chromite Production from Big Bear Mine 

Sec. 35, T. 36 S., R. 8 W. 

As of April 1, 1953 from upper tunnel about •.••••.••••• 220 short tons. 

From Feb. 4, 1953 to Sept. 24, 1953: 

(6, 7, 7, 12, 13, 8, 12, 9, 12, 11, 8, 14, 6, 14, 6, 7) 152 fl fl 

From Sept. 24, 1953 to Nov. 23, 1953: 

(8.4, 9.2, 7.8, 5.3, 8.7, 7.4, 7.8, 9.2, 10, 24.5) fl 

470 fl fl 

Vc-n {!ov l~ A+i,t.- 1vi1 //i1C( l ~ ~O J. 

M 
f ,;,(I hrJllil'ir °'' Jrod (c-,) r1~) ~ 

. ' ) 
/) 



Chromite Production from Big Bear Mine 

Sec. 35., T. 36 s., R. 8 W. 

As of .Aoril 11 1953 .from upper tunnel a.bout • • • • • • • • • • • • 220 short tons . 

From Feb. 41 1953 to Sept. 241 1953: 

(6 , 7, 7, 12, 13, 8, 12, 9, 12, ll, 8, 14, 6, 14, 6, 7) 152 11 n 

From Sept. 241 1953 to Nov. 2,3 1 1953: 

(8.4, 9. 2, 7.8, 5.3, 8. 7, 7. 4, 7.8, 9. 2. 10, 24. 5) 98.3 " 

470 " It 



"" f 
STATE D1:!:PAR'I'EENT OF GECJLOGY AND HINERAL INDUSTRIES 

2033 First Street 
Baker , Or_eeon 

1069 State C:i'i'ice Building 239 S -~ . "H" Street 
Portland 1, Oregon Grants Pass, Oregon 

REQUEST FOR SAEPLE INFORMATION 

The State law governing analysis of samples by the State assay l aboratory is given 
on the back of this blank. Please supply the information requested herein a s fully as 
possible and subll1it this blank filled out alonf. with the sample . 

Are you a citizen of Oregon_--=Yc=o=-__ Datc on which sample is sent ___ 7_-_3 __ 53 _______ _ 

Are you hiring labor? _______________________________ _ 

Are you milling or shipping ore? --------------------------
Locatj on of property or source of' s31nple (If legal description is not knm-m, give 

location Ni th reference to knmm geographical point.) 

Town::,hip __ ;~6~- Range _ _,.,.._.._ __ Section_.,, ..... ·fJ--- ~uarter section __ -,-____ _ 

Channel (length) Grab Assay for Description 

~ample , 

--(Samples for as,;ay shoulcl be at least 1 pound in weight.) 

(Signed) ____ J......__n ....... _____________ _ 

DO NOT W.UTE BEL01.J THIS LINE - FC1R OFFICE USZ ONLY - USE OTHER SIDE IF DESIRED 

Sarr.ple GOLD SILv.6R CHROME IRON 

p 
number oz./T. Value oz ./T . Value _ _Q;-.2.Q.:,. Fe 
-14722 --

- - - - - - -- 48.11% 10 • .56% - - - - - -NG-24o 

Heport issued Card filed iiep ort mailed. 7-17-53 ------ ----- Called for 



CRIB HINEiAL tESJLR:tS FILE 12 

RECORJ IDEiTlFICtTIDN 
REC□ RD ~J•••••••••••• 
RECJRD TYPE•••••••••• 
COU~TRY/ORGINIZATION. 
OEPDSl T t.t.C • • • • • •••• •. 
HAP CODE NO. Jf REC •• 

REPOR'f'ER 

M0bl63b 
ll~ 
USGS 
cc,, 1 100-213 

MAH~••••••••••••••••••••••••••• JOHNSON. MAUREEN G. 
DATE••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1b 05 
UPDATED •••••••••••••••••••••••• Bl 02 
BY •• ••••••••••.•••••••••••••••• FERI\S• hARK L. (BROOKS, HOrUtRD C,.J 

N,ME A~D Loc,TlJN 
DEPOSIT NAHE •• ~•••••••••••••• BlG BEAR 

Ml~ING ~ISTRIC1/~REA/$UBDISI. ;RANTS PASS (19&1} 

COUNTRY CODE ■•••••••••••••••• US 
COU~TRY ~~~E: U~ItED STATES 

SThTE CODE ••••••••••••••• OR 
STATE NAME: JRE~GN 

JOSE 3 Hl \LE. COU~TY •• ••••••••••••••••• 
DR~lN~GE ARE••••••••••••• 
PHYSfUGRAF'HIC fRJV ........ .. 

1710J3ll PACIFIC NORTHhEST 
l J KLAHlTH hOUN lAl~S 

LAND CLASSIFICATlON •••••• 41 

~UAD SCA.LE 
1: b25JD 

L4llTJDE. 
'12.-2~-l ON 

UTH NJRTHlNG 
't6944-75. 

. T~P ... / 3bS 
R~~GE ••• i 0814 
SECTl □ • 35 
MEf~l DIAN • w.111. 

~l1IfJOE •• "--tt2C FT 

~v4D NO OR »&.ME 
SELMA 

LONGITU DE 
12.3-36-36'4 

UfM EASTl:iG 
449SOO. 

UIM ZONE NO 
+lC 

PD~lTION FROM NElREST PROKINENT LOCALITY: 9 MILES NORTH OF SELMA 



UULEKtP•~t J~ •~-

1AJJR P~JDUCTS •• C~ 

DCCURRENCE(S) JR POTENTIAL PRJOUCT(S): 
?OlENlIAL••••••• 
JCCJRRE~C[ •••••• RH 

COMMOJITY SPSCIALISl INF□,KATID~: 
PGlof OCCUR 

JRE MATERl~LS (Nl~ERlLS,ROtKS,ETC.): 
CHR)KITE 

ANALrTlLAL DArA(GENE~lLl 
RH 0.017 PP ,'1 

{PLDR~TIDN AND CEiELDP~EHT 
STATUS ~F ElPLOR. □ R DEV. 8 

DESCRIPTION JF JEPJSIT 

DEPJ~lT TY?ES: 
NASSIVE CHRJ~lfE 

FJRM/SHAPE DF CE,os1r: LENS. STRIN~ERS 

SIZE/DIRECTIONAL O~lA 
SlZE OF )E fQ SlT •• ~••• SHALL 
hAK LE~Gftt••••••••••• 400 FT 
STRIKE JF J~EBJDY •••• NORTH 
DIP OF □REBDDY••••••• VERTIClL 

t□MMENTS(OESC~lPflON aF DEPOSITJ: 
WAS OIA~GND DRILLED IN 1957 

O~SCRIPTIDN □ F , □ R(INGS 
SU~FACE A~J U~DER~ROUND 

~OOUCTI DN 
fE5 
S~lll 0 ROOUCilQN 

,N~Ukl PRJJJCilDN (J~E.CUKKOD •• CJNc •• a~ERBURO.) 

l T Ero! ~cc A!",JUNT THOUS. UtH IS YEA~ G ~A Ot • RE lt1 ARKS 
l ORE E!::.T .165 T □ 'lS 1952 50'; CR.203 
2 ::!RE ESI .247 TONS 1953 43~ CR203 & 481 CR2 03 
3 3RE EST .028 T □,'JS 1957 ftBt CR2 □ 3 
ft. JRE E.ST .CO5 TONS 1953 ~9f: CR:D 



·a - S··L 

15 O~E SML 
21 l □ TAL .it<t5 

P<JDUCTlu~ CJMME~TS •••• 

GEDL □ Gr AND MI~ERALOGY 

'YrTUU".> a · .,.·;,r •• ;:> T C'llll ~ -- - a·,~ llll"VC". l'tC rutK,e:r 
WWl UNt(iCHN 

TONS 49.50 i CR203 (WEIGHTED AV~RAGl GilDE) 

RAMP i9>i :ESTIMATES 9DO TON S PROOUCllOh, lHAYEl< RECORDS 00 NOT AGRE[ 

AGE 3F HJSI ~JtKS•••••••••••• JUR 
HOST ~OCK TYPES•••••••••••••• SERPENlINE 

LOCAL GE.OL □ G-1 

~IGNIFICINT LD:AL STRUCTURES: 
S"H[~RI"4G 

GE.tiEf:AL COM.ME NT S 
~EC J~J NUMBE'<S ( .ZOl1C !tB) AND OD1 3102 } HIH'E BEEN KERGEO WllH n-u s R{C.U;D 4ND DE:LETED FRJl1 THE OREGON FILE. 

GENERAL ~EFERENCES 
1) RMtP., LE'<l, 19Sl, C~RuMilE 11 SOU1HWESTERN JRE&fHU OREGON OErl• GFLL□Gl AND MINERAL UH}. BULL. 52, 1(9 P • 
2> THAYE R., r. P., 1974, UNPUSL. DATA , -
... ) P"GE, ~.J, Ju!i\JSO~h M.G • ., HAFFT't. J OSEF"H , ANO RAHf I LEN, 197~ , OCCUR~ENCE O.F PlAllNUM GROUP META.LS lN 

ULTR~M~lC iOC(S OF THE ~EDFJio-caas BAJ 2 D~GREE QUADRANGLE, SCDTHWESTERN oiEGON: u . s. GEDL. SURVEY "ISC. FIE 
STUDIES MAP ~F-69 

4) itMP. L. A~D ~ETE~SON, N.V., 1979, GEOLOGY AND MINERAL RESG~LES Cf JJSEPHINE COUNTY, OREGOM; OOGMI BULL. 100 
45P 



Jun . 20. 200 7 2: 08PM MED FORD D EQ No. 9724 

POLLUTION COMPLAINT 
Smte of Oregon 

Department of Environmental Quality 

221 Stewart Ave - #201 

Complaint Number 

Received By: 

WRM-2007-013 8 

Barbara Craig 
Medfomz OR 97501 

COMPLAINT INFORMATION 

Date Received 06/20/2007 Time Received 1 :45 PM When Observed Past 3 years 

Pollution Source Action Transfer (company doin~ the e;,c,cavation) (Church property) 

Pollution Location 2033 Harbeck RD 

Grant.~ Pa,ss Zip Code 97527- County JOSEPHINE City Name 

Description: Selling dirt off of site. many truckloads are going om daily and have been for some time. Complainant concerned 
about erosion control and the possibility ofhjllside coming down. Doesn't know if permits have been aguired for 
this action. 

REFERRAL 

Program 

COMPLAINANT 

DO: Audrey Eldridge referred to: 

Name Joel Pjtts {CONFIDENflAL) 

Address 202 Skv Way 

City Grants Pass 
Home Phone 

State QB, 

(541) 218-1480 

POTENTIAL RESPONSIBLE PARTY 

Name 

Address 

City 

FOLLOWUP ACTION: 

~&.~ 

Complainant Contacted? n 
Site Visit Date; 

Resolutjon Date; 

NON Is.sue Date: 
Enf. Referral Date: 

Entered By Barbara Craig 

Last Updated By Barbara Craig 

Printed On: Wednesday, June 20, 2007 1:52:31 PM 

Program Contact 

Zip Code 97527-
Work Phone 

:¥ &bell 

, Confidential? 

Anonymous? 

Confirmed as Resp. Party? 

State 

a) 

Phone 

Zip Code 

· Priority O High 

sy 1- 43--4- 31 s~ 

Ext 

O Medium 

Complainant Contact Date: 

Site Inspector: 

Resot. Days: Q Staff Hours: Q 
NON Number; 

Permit No: Facility/Site ID: 

Date Entered 6/20/2007 1:45:17 PM 

Last Update 6/20/2007 1:52:20 PM 

0 Low 

Pa.[c I of 1 



August 16, 2002 

Jo s e phi n e C o u n t y, 0 reg on 
Board of Commissioners: Jim Brock • Harold Haugen • Frank Iverson 

Josephine County Courthouse 
500 NW 6th Street, Grants Pass, OR 97526 

(541) 474-5221 / FAX (541) 474-5105 
http://www.co.josephine. or. us 

NOTICE OF LAND USE DECISION 
By The Josephine County Board of Commissioners 

Notice is hereby given that a final land use decision has been made by the Josephine County Board of Commissioners 
regarding the request described below. This decision may be appealed to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals (LUBA) 
within 21 days from the date this notice is mailed by filing a notice of intent to appeal with LUBA. Forms for filing an 
appeal to LUBA can be obtained from the Board's office during business hours. All questions regarding LUBA appeal 
procedures and requirements must be directed to LUBA or to your attorney. A copy of the Board's written decision is 
enclosed with this notice to the participants who asked to receive a copy. 

APPLICANT: 

LOCATION OF PROPERTY: 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

DATE OF HEARING: 

DATE OF FINDINGS: 

NATURE OF DECISION: 

APPEAL DEADLINE: 

DECISION INFORMATION 

Copeland Paving, Sand and Gravel 

South (upstream) of the Highway 199 bridge over the Applegate River 

36-6-31 , Ta.'<. Lots 1500 and 2200 

March 6, 2002, March 20, 2002, and April 24, 2002 

August 8, 2002 

The Board of Commissioners approved, with conditions, a request to (1) 
establish Tax Lot 2200 as a significant aggregate site; and (2) to amend 
the Comprehensive Plan from Agriculture to Mineral and Aggregate 
Resource and change the zoning map from Exclusive Farm (EF) to 
Mineral and Aggregate Resource (MARZ) for Tax Lots 1500 and 2200. 

September 6, 2002 

I@" BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS' OFFICE HOURS: 8-12 & 1-5 (M, T, W & Th) 9-12 & 1-5 (Fr Only)~ 



Jo s e phi n e C , u n t y, 0 reg 0 n ' 
Board of Commissionc1 :).1- Jim Brock • Harold Haugen • F.rank Iverson 

THE PLANNING OFFICE 
Mkhael Snider, Director 

5 IO NW 4th Street / Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(541) 474-5421 / FAX (541) 474-5422 

E-MAIL • planning@co.josephine.or.us 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT APPLICATION 
[SITE PLAN REVIEW PRE-APP REQUIRED] 

CONDITIONAL USE FEE: -~ -11,S--c 
SITE R EVJFW JiEE-;.425(4450 

AMOUNT PAID: $ _______ _ 

DATE FILE COMPLETE: 

PROPERTY & APPLICATION INFORMATION 

ASSESSOR'S LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

TWN 37 RNG 5 SEC 35 QTR _ TAX LOT(S) ----'--1_4-'--D_D _____ _ 
TWN _ RNG _ SEC_ QTR _ TAX LOT(S) ----~-~-----

PROPERTY ADDRESS: I Z,?;-;;J5 Alorth Appleecde-- Re.cul 
EXISTING ZONING: EfLL/AR PARCEL SIZE: 7 flC,feS 

I 
DESCRIBE THE PROPOSED USE:--------------,-----=---

--T/1 e.. W;:po~ ~ will, t,g, t,~ of 

OWNERSHIP & APPLICANT INFORMATION 

OWNER'S NAME: --""---"'::._-+---=!--""-'..,.,:_.!>C..:...u..:'--.!...-",.LJ.L~:...__-=-=-- 4 
MAILING ADDRESS: -"-'=-=----'--'-'---'-F'-F'-'-==-1,,<>L-i:1!"'--'-'""'"'-'--='-'--.>..L.C...,__ _ _._.,,_,_,~=---

. I 
MAILING ADDRESS: _d,--,<_J!>-<1,LJL--7"'-'-"--'"'-,,-...,,..'--',s-..l..:L.u...... _ _._.......,_,<=--=----,,r.-:~-,_-,---:-:-­

REPRESENTATIVE: ,.....'-"-"""c-'-....,.__,~"""+-t-<-',....__..,....,.."'""-:........:....w:.e....,..'--'----

MAILING ADDRESS: -+-'-"--"-.,..,,"---'-~>L+->...,_.._-"""..!.....::..-_._._._,"""-..,__ ________ _ 

~ OFFICE HOURS: 8-12 & 1-J (Mon Bl Fri) 8-12 (Tues, Wed & Thurs) ~ 



FEE: $ __ 

Josephine C Jun t y , 0 reg o n 
Board oi Commissioners: Jim Brock • Harold Haugen • Frank Iverson 

THE PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

5 IO NW 4th Street / Grams Pass, OR 97526 
(541 ) 47+ 5421 / FAX (541 ) 47+5422 

E-MAIL • planning@co.josephlne.or.us 

SITE PLAN REVIEW APPLICATION 

DATE PAID: _ _ __ _ DATE Fll..E COMPLETE: _ _ _ _ 

PROPERTY & APPLICATION INFORMATION 

ASSESSOR'S LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

TWN 2[]_ RNG ~ SEC __d5_ QTR __ TAX LOT(S) I 4C() 
TWN _ _ RNG __ SEC ___ QTR _ _ TAX LOT(S) ~ - -----

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 12 3 ?5 N'or·fh rilpoleatft f !Y)jj_, 
EXIsTINGzoNING: €ELLI AR._ ;dcELl{izE: 7acres r . 
NATURE OF SITE PLAN REVIEW: 

0 COMMERCIAL / INDUSTRIAL USE O FLOOD HAZARD AREA 

0 CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT ¢ MINING O PLANNING DIRECTOR REVIEW 

EE nrz~;En'.l;;'POSAL . ~m . 
~tlf?~~ ~ 

OWNERSHIP & APPLICANT INFORMATION 

OWNER'S NAME: - "'-+-F-- +------1--,--,,.-,cuu'--"".w.,.---"'-""----'-"+.-'-';..i.= 

MAILING ADDRESS:.""'"--"'--__,...,'-£.L~"""'--"'---'-~c->-<'-'-""--'--''--'-L=-=:::..._-_,,..,...,.....,=-----;s,-,----,­

REPRESENT A TIVE: ""'P~><;.-!--'-'-'..L...l~F-¥-""";o--'::"'""-':....,..i.&\l,"-'--''----­

MAILING ADDRESS : -'---'L-1"""-''-'---'---'-"~b)---'-'c..l--'.Ll->--='---=--'---'-'=''--'-"-"""'------- -

1/00 S:\PLANIALL\FORMS\APPLICA"!,S!TEPLAN.APP 

la" OFFICE HOURS: 8-12 & 1-J (Mon & Fri ) 8- 12 (Tues, Wed & Thurs ) u 



STATEMENT OF INTENDED WATER USE 

Name: Date : /J -:1 4 , 200 2.--
Address: li~~:zf 
Phone: 

LEGAL: TjJ_, R_,2_, Sec_m-_, 

Tax Lot 14/JQ 

LAND USE PROPOSAL 

0 Development Permit 

0 Land Partition (# of Lots __ ) 

0 Subdivision(# of Lots ___ ) 

0 Planned Unit Development 

Current Zoning: ,~ f:ll- AR, 

0 Home Occupation 

0 Administrative Permit 

af Conditional Use Permit 

0 Comp Plan & Zone Change 

Are new lots being created O Yes ef°No 

Will any lots be less than 1 acre in size? 0 Yes efNo 

DESCRIPTION OF WATER USE 
(Describe the Use) 

0 How many residential units will use water(# of units , single or multi-family)? ft 

0 Will water be used to irrigate (lawn , garden, shrubs, fields)?-~--------­

--- ------------ Total # of Acres Irrigated per Development 

0 Will water be used for livestock (kind,#)? ff ---

0 Will water be used for one of the following : 

0 Commercial (office, retail , motel) 

0 Institutional (school , church) 

0 Other: _________ _ 

0 Industrial (manufacturing , heavy repair) 

0 Recreation (park, campground , pond) 

# partial hookup sites __ # full hookups __ 

If so , please describe the use in detail: __________________ _ 

Continue on back 

JOSEPHINE COUNTY WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT 
942 S.W. 6th., Suite E, G'"nt. Pas,, OR 97526 (541) 471-2886 



I ,, }I I' I 'll 1111 bl, 

July 1, 2002 

NOTICE OF LAND USE REQUEST 

THE PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

510 NW 4th Street / Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(541) 474-5421 I FAX (541) 474-5422 

E-MAIL - planning@co.josephine.or.us 

The planning office has received an application for the land use described below. Review and approval of this request 
does not require a public hearing. Josephine County's Rural Land Development Code (RLDC), however, requires notice 
of the request to be mailed to nearby property owners and affected agencies and organizations 15 days before a decision 
is made. This is to provide an opportunity for the public and others to review the proposal and to submit comments to the 
planning office. These comments, along with other pertinent information, will then be considered in making a decision. In 
order to be considered, the comments must address the standards and criteria that apply to the application and be 
submitted within 15 days from the date of this notice. 

If you are interested in looking into the application, the best starting point is to review the file and obtain copies of the 
standards and criteria for approval. You can also talk to the planner listed below and ask questions. A copy of the 
application (to include all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the applicant), as well as the applicable 
criteria, are available for inspection without cost at the planning office. Copies can also be purchased. Once the 15 day 
comment period closes, planning staff will make a decision . At this time another notice will be mailed to affected 
persons, agencies and organizations that explains appeal procedures. 

APPLICANT: 

LOCATION: 

LEGAL: 

REQUEST: 

CRITERIA: 

PLANNER: 

DEADLINE: 

APPLICATION INFORMATION 
(Map Attached) 

Copeland Sand and Gravel 

Noble Bar - In the 12590 block of Williams Highway 

37-05-35, Tax Lot 1400 

If approved, this requ,est will permit the extraction of gravel from this site (Noble Bar) and the 
reclamation of the site of farmable land. 

The criteria (listed by citation and caption only) applicable to the request: Rural Land 
Development Code: Section 45.030 - Standards and Criteria for the Review of a Conditional Use 
Permit. Section 42.050 - Review Criteria and Standards for Site Plan Review. 

The planner handling the file is Grace Zilverberg (541) 474-5421, Extension 3609. 

Comments must be submitted no later than the close of business on July 16, 2002. 

~ OFFICE HOURS: 8-12 & 1-3 (Mon &Fri) 8-12 (Tues, Wed, & Thurs) "ili,lJ 



March 25, 2003 

NOTICE OF LAND USE REQUEST 

THE PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

510 NW 4th Street/ Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(541) 474-5421 / FAX (541 ) 474-5422 

E-MAIL - planning@co.josephine.or.us 

The planning office has received an application for the land use described below. Review and approval of this 
request does not require a public hearing. Josephine County's Rural Land Development Code (RLDC) , 
however, requires notice of the request to be mailed to nearby property owners and affected agencies and 
organizations 15 days before a decision is made. This is to provide an opportunity for the public and others to 
review the proposal and to submit comments to the planning office. These comments , along with other 
pertinent information, will then be considered in making a decision. In order to be considered , the comments 
must address the standards and criteria that apply to the application and be submitted within 15 days from the 
date of this notice. 

If you are interested in looking into the application, the best starting point is to review the file and obtain copies 
of the standards and criteria for approval. You can also talk to the planner listed below and ask questions. A 
copy of the application (to include all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the applicant), as 
well as the applicable criteria , are available for inspection without cost at the planning office. Copies can also 
be purchased. Once the 15 day comment period closes, planning staff will make a decision. At this time 
another notice will be mailed to affected persons, agencies and organizations that explains appeal procedures. 

APPLICANT: 

LOCATION: 

LEGAL: 

REQUEST: 

CRITERIA: 

PLANNER: 

DEADLINE: 

Gary Waller 

APPLICATION INFORMATION 
(Map Attached) 

5750 Leonard Road 

36-06-20, Tax Lot 500 

If approved, the decision, with conditions, will allow a non-farm dwelling in the Exclusive 
Farm zone. 

The criteria (listed by citation and caption only) applicable to the request: Rural Land 
Development Code: Section 64.070B - Standards and Criteria for New Dwellings: 
Dwellings Not in Conjunction with Farm Use (Non-Farm Dwellings). 

The planner handling the application is Grace Zilverberg (541) 4 7 4-5421 , Extension 5427. 

Comments must be submitted no later than the close of business on April 9, 2003. 

~ OFFICE HOURS: 8-12 & 1-3 (Mon &Fri) 8-12 (Tues, Wed, & Thurs) "till 



April 20, 2004 

THE PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

510 NW 4th Street/ Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(541) 474-5421 I FAX (541) 474-5422 

E-MAIL - planning@co.josephine.or.us 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 
Josephine County Planning Commission 

The Josephine County Planning Commission will conduct a public hearing on the land use request described below. This 
hearing will be fully open to the public and anyone interested in testifying or submitting other kinds of evidence may do so. 
The hearing procedures are governed by Article 31, Public Hearings, of the Rural Land Development Code (RLDC). Anyone 
interested in participating in the hearing should examine or purchase a copy of Article 31 at the Planning Office (the basic 
hearing format is described below). A copy of the application, all documents and evidence relied upon by the applicant and 
the applicable criteria for a decision can be inspected at the Planning Office during business hours without cost. Copies may 
be purchased. If a staff report is published, it will be available for inspection without cost at least 7 days before the hearing. 
Copies of the staff report may also be purchased. 

OWNER/ APPLICANT: 

NATURE OF REQUEST: 

LOCATION: 

CRITERIA: 

PLACE: 

DATE& TIME: 

HEARING: 

CONT ACT PERSON: 

APPEAL ISSUES: 

REQUEST & HEARING INFORMATION 

Copeland Sand and Gravel 

This is a request for a Conditional Use Permit for an aggregate processing site including 
crushing, processing and storing aggregate, asphalt batching, raw material stockpiling, 
equipment maintenance and storage, and the sale of rock and related products. 

300 South Side Road LEGAL: 37-5-19, Tax Lot 700 & 37-5-19AC, Tax Lot 100 

The criteria (listed by citation and caption only) applicable to the request are: Rural Land 
Development Code: Section 45 .030 - Conditional Use Permits Review Criteria; Section 42.050-
Site Review Criteria; Section 91.030 - Aggregate Operating Standards. 

Anne Basker Auditorium Annex of the Courthouse, 604 NW 6th Street 

MONDAY, MAY 10, 2003 AT 7:00 P.M. 

The hearing will be conducted according to Article 31 , Public Hearings, of the RLDC. The 
hearing will use the following format: [l] the chair of the commission will explain hearing 
procedures; [2] a planner will summarize the request, identify the applicable criteria and explain 
the issues; [3] the applicant will make a presentation; [4] others in favor may speak; [5] 
·opponents may speak; [ 6] the applicant may offer rebuttal; [7] opponents, if allowed, may offer 
surrebuttal; [8] if requested by the Commission, the planner will summarize the request, criteria 
and evidence; [9] the Commission may question participants and/or involved county staff 
(participants may question staff with the Commission's permission); [10] the Commission will 
close the hearing for deliberation and decision. 

The planner handling the file is Grace Zilverberg, (541) 474-5421 , Ext 5427. 

Failure to raise an issue at the hearing, in person or in writing, or failure to provide statements 
or evidence sufficient to afford the Commission to respond to the issue, precludes a later appeal 
on that issue. This makes it important to clearly and accurately state your issue when you testify 

OFFICE HOURS: 8-12 & 1-3 (Mon & Fri) 8-12 (Tue, Wed & Thur) 



September 7, 2005 

Josephine County, Oregon 
Board of Commissioners: Jim Riddle, Dwight F. Ellis & Jim Raffenburg 

NOTICE OF LAND USE REQUEST 

PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

510 NW 4th Street/ Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(541) 474-5421 / FAX (541 ) 474-5422 

E-MAIL - planning@co.josephine.or.us 

The planning office has received an application for the land use described below. Review and approval of this request 
does not require a public hearing. Josephine County's Rural Land Development Code (RLDC), however, requires notice 
of the request to be mailed to nearby property owners and affected agencies and organizations 15 days before a decision 
is made. This is to provide an opportunity for the public and others to review the proposal and to submit comments to the 
planning office. These comments, along with other petiinent information, will then be considered in making a decision. In 
order to be considered, the comments must address the standards and criteria that apply to the application and be 
submitted within 15 days from the date of this notice. 

If you are interested in looking into the application, the best starting point is to review the file and obtain copies of the 
standards and criteria for approval. You can also talk to the planner listed below and ask questions. A copy of the 
application (to include all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the applicant), as well as the applicable 
criteria, are available for inspection without cost at the planning office. Copies can also be purchased. Once the 15 day 
comment period closes, planning staff will make a decision. At this time another notice will be mailed to affected 
persons, agencies and organizations that explains appeal procedures. 

APPLICANT: 

LOCATION: 

LEGAL: 

ZONE: 

REQUEST: 

CRITERIA: 

PLANNER: 

DEADLINE: 

APPLICATION INFORMATION 

(Map Attached) 

Grants Pass Irrigation District 

Savage Rapids Dam, Rogue River Highway 

36-5-24, Tax Lot 900 & 36-5-24-D0, Tax Lots 100, 3500 & 4500 

Rural Residential - I Acre 

Approval of this request will allow, with conditions, the installation of a pumping plant, 
substation, and removal of portions of Savage Rapids Dam by the Bureau of Reclamation . 

The criteria (listed by citation and caption only) applicable to the request: Rural Land 
Development Code - Article 42.050 - Site Review Criteria 

The planner handling the application is Dave Kellenbeck (541) 474-5421, Extension 3604. 

Comments must be submitted no later than the close of business on September 22, 2005. 

I& OFFICE HOURS 8-12 & 1-3 (Mon, Tue, Thur & Fri) 8-12 (Wed Only) '$11 

"Josephine County is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer and complies with Section 504 of the Rehab ilitation Act of 1973" 



l'ROUO W BE rnE BEST 

Josephine County, Oregon 
Board of Commissioners: Jim Riddle, Trm Raffenburg,, Dwight Ellis 

PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

510 NW 4th Street / Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(541 ) 474-5421 / FAX (541)474-5422 

E-MAIL - planning@co.josephine.or.us 

SITE PLAN REVIEW APPLICATION 
PRE-APPLICATION FEE: i1QQ_ TECHNICAL PLAN (FLOOD, FIRE, RIPARIAN, EROSION, 
ETC. $250) (½ ACRE $800 , ½ ACRE - 2 ACRES $1050 , OVER 2 ACRES $1500) 

PROPERTY & APPLICATION INFORMATION 

ASSESSOR'S LEGAL DESCRIPTION: ~~~ 
TWN 3~.S RNG G}tJ SEC 2<./ QTR D TAX LOT(S)--=-°3~5_O_C) __ 

TWN Bf,S RNG sw SEC ,:)..4 QTR __ TAXLOT(S)_q_o~o~-

PROPERTY ADDRESS: R C>&ll 6 /2. 11/E R._ #WI./ 
EXISTING ZONING: gf2.. I PARCEL SIZE: 2 · 75 ftCrzEs 
NATURE OF SITE PLAN REVIEW: 

o._COMMERCIAL / INDUSTRIAL USE o FLOOD HAZARD AREA D ACCESSORY 
SIRUCTURE 

)sf CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 0 MINING 0 PLANNING DIRECTOR REVIEW 

0 EROSION CONTROL 0 FIRE SAFETY 

DESCRIBE THE DEVELOPMENT PROPOSAL J/,JGTA:LLA'Tll)A/ l)F 
//UMP//V6- l?LAAJT, :5?18 ~TA:TZt?AI tl:AJD £€MO//A:L­
DP /lOle77oAJ.s OE SitvAG:£: RltPID.;5 Dlftv/ J5V 
&,l/.P.hf/1,,( tJ P- (<E{!LAMA170Af. 

OWNERSHIP & APPLICANT INFORMATION 

OWNER'S NAME: 6/2Ai)T5 P.465 /EE/6-. D'4·EL: 541-t.f]t;,, 2582-
MAILING ADDRESS: 2-00 PRttJT/Y/t.£ ,!)!21vt=) r.5-P OR. qz~z?: 
APPLICANT'S NAME: __________ TEL: _________ _ 

MAILING ADDRESS: _____________________ _ 

REPRESENTATIVE: D{W5 t/o!AJ~ fvlb-12. TEL: _s__:.//-_Mt__:~=--------
MAIuNG ADDRESS: _ _.._5"'-'fb~~.....:.--='[3" ________________ _ 

Rev: 8/2004 s:\plan\all\formslapplicat\site plan review 

~ OFFICE HO0RS S:12 & 1-3 (Wion, lues, Wed & Fn) 8-12 (Wednesday) !!ru 



APPLICANT'S STATEMENT OF UNDERSTANDING 

I ---,-.,,...,.....==-=:-,:-::--=-=c-=--,=c-----c..,,,...-,,-,---,-,------...,.,....,,==' have filed an application for SITE PLAN REVIEW OR AN 
APPLICATION REQUIR1NG SITE PLAN REVIEW with the Josephine County Planning Office to be reviewed and 
processed according to state and county requirements. I acknowledge the following disclosures: 

1. I understand that any representations, conclusions or opinions expressed by staff in the pre-application review of 
this request do not constitute final authority or approval, and that I am not entitled to rely ~pon any such 
expressions in the place of final approval. 

2. I understand I may ask questions and receive input from planning staff, but acknowledge that I am ultimately 
responsible for all information and documentation submitted with this application. I further understand planning 
staff cannot legally bind the county to any fact or circumstance that conflicts with state or local laws, and in the 
event a conflict occurs, all such statements or agreements are void. 

3. I understand I have the burden of demonstrating my application meets all of the applicable criteria. The criteria 
for approving or denying my request have been furnished to me as a .part of this application and I aclp1owledge 
receipt. 

4 . I understand planning staff is entitled to ask for additional information or documentation any time after the 
submission of this application if it is determined such information is needed for tp.e review of my application. 

5. I understand some applications may be reviewed by the Oregon Department of Land Conservation and 
Development (DLCD). If this happens, and DLCD comments on the application, I understand DLCD has the 
authority to appeal the county's decision to the Oregon Land Use Board of Appeals if it chooses to do so. 

6. I understand it is the function of the planning office to impartially review my application and to address all issues 
affecting it regardless of whether the issues promote or hinder the approval of my application. In the event a 
public hearing is required to consider my application, I agree it is my sole responsibility to make out the case in 
favor of the application. 

7. I understand I am entitled to have a lawyer or a land use consultant help me with my application and to appear 
with me ( or for me) at any appointment, conference or hearing relating to it. 

DATE:, Ctu1 q , 20~ 

~rlL'~- OWNEIDAPmffi' 

~plicant is someone other than the owner, a power of attorney must be on file from the owners authorizing the 
application 

ss. 
STATE OF OREGON } 

County of Josephine ~ 
Onthis ~yof ~~ ,20d"\ C t ~ ,personallycame 
before me, a Notary oi~tate of o'i:tgon an~ty oosep~,anexecuted the above Statement of 
Understanding and acknowledged to me that it was freely and voluntarily:. ~ 

NOTARY SEAL ~jazy Public, State)'{ o/.;~ 

OFFICIAL SEAL 

LORA GLOVER 
. -' NOTARY PUBLIC - OREGON ~ 
·. .· COMMISSION 1~0. 383275 ~~ 
MY COMMISS!ON EXPl~S AUGU~~ 

My Commission Expires: !;-V.J 



Pump Intake and Fish Screen 

The intake and the fish screen will be located in the deeper part of the river channel 
downstream of the radial gate channel. Twelve pipes convey water approximately 275 
feet from the intake structure to the pumping units. The pipes would be buried in the 
river channel and covered to prevent damage during peak flow. The fish screen is 
designed to meet NOAA Fisheries criteria and Reclamation is/has consulted with the 
Services on this project. The intake structure is designed to be inundated during high 
flows. 

Dam Removal 

Dam removal will take approximately 15 months to complete. When the project is 
completed the dam abutments and the concrete apron will remain in the river. The first 
step towards removing the dam is to drain the reservoir using the radial gates. An 
upstream cofferdam consisting of vertical sheet piles driven into the reservoir sediments 
will keep the work area dry and keep the reservoir water surface high enough for fish 
passage over the dam crest and through the south fish ladder ( as currently happens during 
the non-irrigation season). Sediments would be moved away from the face of the dam 
followed by removal of the north side of the dam (consisting of bays 1 through 7, 
hydraulic pipes connected to the radial gates and portions of the north fish ladder). A 
downstream cofferdam would consist of a 12-foot-high Portadam constructed on top of 
the downstream concrete apron. The Portadam would extend from the existing pumping 
plant to the rock knob just downstream of bays 8 and 9. A downstream embankment 
cofferdam will be constructed out of the reservoir sediments from upstream of the dam. 
An embankment cofferdam is required because of a deep hole in the turbine tailrace 
downstream of the dam. This depth exceeds the maximum 12-foot height of a Portadam. 

Removal of concrete from the dam will be done using hoe rams to break up the concrete 
and backhoes and dump trucks to remove the concrete debris via the upstream access 
road. Transporting the concrete debris from the north side would require crossing the 
existing railroad tracks. Removal of the concrete from the north side of the dam would 
take place working from right to left, looking downstream. 

Once work on the north side is complete, the reservoir would be drawn down using the 
radial gates to allow removal of the cofferdams. The river will then be directed to the 
north side of the river channel. It may be necessary to excavate a pilot channel through 
the sediment on the north side upstream of the dam to help shift the river. Once the river 
has been shifted, a horseshoe-shaped cofferdam will be constructed to remove the south 
side of the dam in a fashion similar to removal of the north side. This cofferdam will not 
have to be as high as the ones for the north side. A new, temporary access road will be 
constructed, with a maximum grade of 12 percent, down into the reservoir area upstream 
of the dam. The road will be constructed using sediment from the reservoir. 

The river following dam removal would erode nearly all the sediment trapped behind the 
dam. After removal of the north side of the dam and the formation of the initial flushing 
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channel, a large portion of the reservoir sediment will be ql,lickly eroded ( depending on 
the flow in the river). The remaining reservoir sediment would be eroded during higher 
winter flows. Eventually all the sediment would reach the ocean. 

Fish Passage 

Fish passage would be provided by three sequential methods during demolition of the 
dam. Demolition would start with opening the radial gates in bays 10 and 11 during low 
flow conditions in the river to allow construction of the cofferdams for removal of the 
north side of the dam. Fish passage would be briefly disrupted while the reservoir drains 
through the radial gates until velocities are less than 10 cfs. Fish passage could then 
occur through the radial gates until identical to current periodic operations at the dam. 
The estimated duration of this stage is 3 weeks. 

Next the radial gates would be closed and the reservoir refilled to the dam crest. The 
typical refill period is 1 to 2 days depending upon river flow. Fish passage would be 
disrupted during the refill period ( as currently happens pre- and post -irrigation season). 
Once the refill is complete, the water would overtop the south side qf the dam and fish 
passage would occur through the lower portion of the south fish ladder while the north 
side of the darn is demolished. This is identical to the current fish passage situation 
during the non-irrigation season. Once the north side of the darn is demolished, the radial 
gates would be reopened to drain the reservoir down. Again, there would be a brief 
disruption in fish passage. Once the reservoir is drained, the cofferdams would be 
breached to provided permanent fish passage through the north side of the dam. 

The purpose of this project is specifically for the purpose of restoring viable fish passage 
upstream of Savage Rapids Dam for salmonid migration to spawning areas. The removal 
of portions of the darn structure and the change to a screened pumping plant diversion 
will result in a restoration of the riverine habitat that existed prior to the original 
construction of Savage Rapids Darn. It will take years for all of the reservoir sediments 
to be flushed out of the Rogue River and for the establishment of riparian vegetation 
along the river on private lands that are currently inundated. 

3 



Project Description 

General 

The partial removal of Savage Dam requires both construction of new facilities and the 
demolition of portions of the existing dam. New permanent facilities include a 
switchyard, pumping plant, intake and fish screen on the south side of the river, and a 
pipe bridge across the river to convey water to the GPID service area on the north side of 
the river. To prevent interruption of Grants Pass Irrigation District' s (GPID) water 
deliveries the overall sequence of work is to construct the new pumping plant first and 
then remove the dam. All work in the channel will occur within the in-stream work 
window agreed upon between ODFW, NOAA Fisheries, USFWS, and Reclamation. Due 
to the constraints of the work window and the complexity of the project the construction 
and demolition will take four years to complete (2006-2009). Work on areas above the 
channel will continue between in-stream work windows. 

Switchyard 

A substation and switchyard will be located above the 100-year flood plain within the 
area the currently functions as an unpaved parking lot on the south side of the river. The 
substation will connect with the existing Pacific Power transmission line adjacent to new 
pumping plant. 

Pumping Plant 

The pumping plant will be constructed on the south shore and immediately downstream 
of the dam. It will house 12 vertical submersible pumps that operate from wells. The 
controllers and metal buildings associated with the new pumping facilities will be located 
above the 100-year flood plain. 

The discharge pipelines from the new pumping plant would be buried and would follow 
the general alignment of the existing pipelines. The pipeline supplying water to the 
Tokay Canal/Evans Creek Lateral system will cross the river via a pre-engineered bridge. 
Once across the river the new pipeline would convey water from the right abutment of 
the existing dam to Interstate 5 where it connects to the existing pipe buried beneath the 
interstate. From the freeway, the new pipeline follows the alignment of the existing 
pipeline and to the Tokay Canal/Evans Creek Lateral headworks. The two new left 
pipelines would convey water to the headworks for the Gravity canal and the Highline 
Canal/Savage Lateral. There are no wetlands or stream crossings along the pipeline 
routes. 

1 
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Chapter 1 PURPOSE AND NEED 

1.1 Purpose and Need for Action 

The purpose for this action is to improve fish passage while maintaining a water diversion 
for the Grants Pass Irrigation District (GPID). The need for this action is because of 
inadequate fish passage at Savage Rapids Dam. 

A 1995 Planning Report/Final Environmental Statement (PR/FES) prepared by the Bureau 
of Reclamation (Reclamation) proposed dam removal and construction of pumping 
facilities but the· action was never implemented due to a lack of local consensus. In August 
2001 , a Consent Decree (Decree) was issued to settle a pending Federal court case against 
GPID under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) and a water right cancellation case pending 
in the Supreme Court of the State of Oregon. The Decree provided that the GPID should 
seek authorization and funding for implementing the Pumping/Dam Removal Plan as 
identified in the 1995 PR/FES. The Decree further stipulated that GPID must cease 
operating the Dam as its diversion facility by November 1, 2005, with an extension to 
November 1, 2006, at the judge's discretion. Section 220 of the fiscal year 2004 Energy 
and Water Appropriations Bill (Public Law 108-137) authorized the Secretary of the 
Interior to construct pumping facilities and remove Savage Rapids Dam. Although not a 
party to the lawsuit, Reclamation did provide technical support to the team negotiating the 
Decree. 

A revised preferred alternative is presented in this Environmental Assessment (EA). While 
it is very similar to the 1995 PR/FES Preferred Alternative, it differs in that some of the 
dam infrastructure will be retained; a single, large pumping plant will be constructed on 
only the left (south) side of the river; and a pipe bridge would be constructed to convey 
water to the right (north) side of the river. Because of these changes, and because of the 
age of the PR/FES, Reclamation is preparing this EA to determine if the proposed changes 
associated with the revised Preferred Alternative, or changes in the affected environment 
that have occurred since the 1995 PR/FES, would result in significant impacts not 
previously addressed. If this EA indicates that such impacts are likely, Reclamation intends 
to prepare a supplemental Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). 

August 05 - Public Review Draft 



1 .2 Existing Project and Facilities Description 

This EA is tiered to the 1995 PRJFES and the information in that document is incorporated 
by reference into this EA 1 

• This EA presents additional information about existing 
conditions and additional analysis of impacts that was not discussed in the 1995 PR/FES. It 
generally will not repeat analysis of impacts to specific resources unless changes have 
occurred. Tables 2.1 and 2.2 in chapter 2 summarize the changes between the 1995 
PRJFES and the 2005 EA 

1.2 Background 

Fish passage at Savage Rapids Dam has been an issue since the dam was constructed in 
1921 by the GPID. Built to divert water for irrigation from the Rogue River, the concrete 
structure, including installed stoplogs, has a height of 39 feet. A fish ladder was 
constructed on the right side at the time the dam was built and a fish ladder on the left side 
was added in 1934. Rotating fish screens were an initial part of the gravity diversion. 
Early attempts to screen the pumping diversion were unsuccessful, and it remained 
essentially unscreened until 1958. Fish passage improvements made in the late 1970s 
helped reduce losses, but fish passage problems continue. The existing fish screen at the 
pump intake does not meet current criteria of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA Fisheries). 

1.3 Decisions Required 

Reclamation must decide if a supplemental EIS is needed. 

1.4 Existing Project and Facilities Description 

The GPID, organized in 1916, serves lands in Josephine and Jackson Counties (Figure 1-1). 
Savage Rapids Dam is located on the Rogue River in southwestern Oregon, about 5 miles 
east of the city of Grants Pass. The privately-owned dam is the primary irrigation diversion 
facility of the GPID. Major facilities comprising Savage Rapids Dam include a main 
pumping plant consisting of two hydraulic turbines directly connected to pumps located on 
the right abutment, approximately 160 miles of canals, and four relift pumping plants. The 
main canals and laterals are South Highline Canal, Savage Lateral, Gravity Canal, Tokay 
Canal, and Evans Creek Lateral. Savage Lateral and Evans Creek Lateral carry water 
generally east into Jackson County, and the other canals carry water generally west into 

1 A copy of the 1995 PR/FES can be obtained online at 
http://www.usbr.gov/pn/programs/ea/oregon/savage/index.html 
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Issues and Concerns 1.5 

Josephine County (Figure 1-2). Gravity Canal serves the lowlands along the left side of the 
nver. 

The district diverts about 980 cubic feet per second (cfs) of water from the forebay formed 
by Savage Rapids Dam. About 800 cfs flows through the turbines and back into the river 
next to the north fish ladder. About 150 cfs is pumped to the upper canals with the 
remaining 60 cfs supply diverted to the Gravity Canal through headworks located on the 
left abutment of the dam. 

Savage Rapids Dam is a combination gravity and multiple arch concrete dam with a crest 
length of 465 feet and a maximum height of 39 feet, including stoplogs. The river outlet for 
the dam consists of two 7- by-16-foot radial gates with a combined capacity of 
approximately 6,000 cfs. The reservoir is relatively narrow, only two to three times wider 
than the river. The annual mean flow of the Rogue River is 3,372 cfs. The total drainage 
area above the dam is slightly less than 2,459 square miles . Fish ladders are present on 
both ends of the structure, with the north ladder located on the right .abutment of the dam 
and the south ladder located on the left, adjacent to the headworks for the Gravity Canal. 

1.5 Issues and Concerns 

The existing traveling fish screens at the pump intake do not meet current NOAA Fisheries 
screening criteria. In 1997, the National Marine Fisheries Service (now NOAA Fisheries) 
listed the Southern Oregon/N orthem California Coast (SONCC) coho salmon as threatened . 

August 05 - Public Review Draft 3 
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Chapter 2 DESCRIPTIONS OF ALTERNATIVES 

Reclamation considered a number of options to address the fish passage issue at Savage 
Rapids Dam in an effort to fine tune the dam removal/pumping plant construction action 
proposed as the Preferred Alternative in the 1995 PR/FES. Several of the options were 
eliminated from further study early in the process for various reasons, primarily engineering 
concerns. Three options were studied in greater detail; two were ultimately eliminated from 
further study as discussed under Section 2.4 - Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from 
Further Study. Toe remaining one is presented as the 2005 Preferred Alternative. 
Reclamation did not consider any options not involving dam removal/pumping plant 
construction for this EA because of the direction given in the Consent Decree and Public Law 
108-137. 

Toe following alternatives are evaluated in this EA: 

■ Alternative A- 1995 PR/FES Preferred Alternative (Two pumping plants, complete 
dam removal) 

■ Alternative B - 2005 Preferred Alternative (A single pumping plant on the left side 
[south] of the river with a pre-engineered bridge supporting a pipeline to convey water 
to the right side [north] of the river, partial dam removal) 

The 2005 Preferred Alternative (Alternative B) is being compared to the 1995 Preferred 
Alternative (Alternative A) to determine if additional significant impacts occur that were not 
discussed in that document. If changes to the existing environment for a specific resource 
have occurred, additional analysis of the 1995 Preferred Alternative will be done for that 
resource. 

Additional analysis of the No Action Alternative as discussed in the 1995 PR/FES will not be 
done in this EA. The No Action Alternative remains unchanged from the 1995 PR/FES with 
the exception of the 2001 Consent Decree requiring GPID to cease operating Savage Rapids 
Dam as its diversion facility by November 1, 2005, with a potential extension to November 
2006. Therefore, the No Action Alternative is not a viable alternative. 

2.1 Summary of Changes 

In addition to the 1995 Preferred Alternative (Alternative A), a revised preferred alternative 
( Alternative B) is being evaluated. The purpose of this EA is to determine if additional 
significant impacts not addressed in the 1995 PR/FES would occur so that Reclamation can 
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2.1 Summary of Changes 

determine if a supplemental EIS needs to be prepared. The 1995 PR/FES is incorporated by 
reference in this EA. 

Table 2-1 below provides a comparison of the physical feature changes made between 
Alternative A and Alternative B. Table 2-2 provides a summary of analysis for the affected 
environment and environmental effects on resources between the 1995 PR/FES and the 2005 
EA and whether additional information is available, or significant modifications of the 
alternatives have occurred that result in impacts not discussed in the 1995 PRJFES. 

Table 2.-1. Physical Feature Changes Between 
the 1995 PR/FES and the 2005 Preferred Alternative 1 

Physical Feature Alternative A - 1995 PR/FES Alternative B - 2005 Preferred 
Preferred Alternative Alternative 

Pumping Plants One on right side (north), 3 Single plant, 1 Z pumps, on the same 
pumps, capacity 32 cfs. One on location as described for left plant in 
left side, 6 pumps, 118 cfs. Both 1995 (total capacity 150 cfs). Pumping 
placed above 100-year flood plant, motors, and electrical equipment 
elevation. placed above 100-year flood elevation. 

Intake Structures Right intake located downstream Single intake located on the same 
of north fish ladder. Left intake location as ·discussed in the 1995 
located just downstream of the PR/FES (immediately downstream of 
south fish ladder. the south fish ladder). 

Pumping Units Vertical turbine pumping units Vertical turbine pumping units 
operating in wet sump with noise operating from sumps. Abatement of 
abatement berms. noise generated by the motors is 

accomplished by housing the motors 
inside an insulated-building. Noise 
generated by the pumps is attenuated 
because the pumps are completely 
submerged in water. 

Power Supplied from an existing 12.8 kV A substation designed to tap into the 
transmission line. A small existing Pacific Power 69 kV 
transformer located in the service transmission line adjacent to the left 
yard next to the left pumping pumping plant. 2 

plant. Transmission line across 

1 The No Action Alternative remains the same from 1995 to 2005 . The Dam Retention Alternative was not 
carried forward to the 2005 EA. 

2 Currently there is exists one power pole with two separate transmission lines, 12.8 kV and 69 kV. 
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Summary of Changes 2.1 

Table 2-1. Physical Feature Changes Between 
the 1995 PR/FES and the 2005 Preferred Alternative 1 

Physical Feature Alternative A- 1995 PR/FES Alternative B - 2005 Preferred 
Preferred Alternative Alternative 

the river to supply power to right 
pumping plant. 

Dam Structures None Right and left abutments (including the 
Remaining existing pumping plant), gravity canal 

channel and headworks, north and 
south fish ladders, apron, and small 
portion of left side (south) of the dam 
remain . 

Dam Demolition and Dam and appurtenant structures Reservoir drawn down and cofferdams 
Removal completely removed . constructed .to isolate construction 

areas from the river and provide water 
flow through the south fish ladder. 
Right side of the dam removed down 
to apron. Pilot channel cut through 
cofferdams to allow river to move to 
the right; cofferdam constructed 
around the left side of the dam. A 
portion of the left side of dam 
removed. 

Table 2-2. Summary of the Affected Environment/Effects Analysis 
on Listed Resources Between the 1995 PR/FES and the 2005 EA 

Resource Alternative A - 1995 PR/FES Alternative B - 2005 Preferred 
Preferred Alternative Alternative 

Water Use Current instream right to power No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
hydraulic turbines forfeited as 
pumping power provided by 
electric motors. Other water 
rights unaffected . 

Water Quality Increases in turbidity during More information available on 
construction and dam removal. sediment quantity and composition . 

Overall no change from the 1995 
PR/FES. 

Groundwater Elimination of the reservoir will No change from 1995 PR/F~S. 
not affect groundwater. 
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2.1 Summary of Changes 

Table 2-2. Summary of the Affected Environment/Effects Analysis 
on Listed Resources Between the 1995 PR/FES and the 2005 EA 

Resource Alternative A-1995 PR/FES Alternative B - 2005 Preferred 
Preferred Alternative Alternative 

Wild & Scenic Rivers Temporary but insignificant No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
increase in turbidity during 
construction. 

Land Use 110 acres of part-year flat water No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
changed to riverine. One to 1.5 
acres near existing dam 
converted to pumping plants and 
appurtenant facilities . 

Aquatic Habitat Reservoir converted to free No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
flowing river. 

Anadromous Fish Salmon and steelhead Potential short-term fish passage 
escapement to increase about 22 delays during cofferdam construction 
percent due to elimination of and dam removal. Overall impacts 
passage barrier. and benefits the same as described 

in 1995 PR/FES - elimination of 
passage barrier. 

Resident Fish Habitat for res ident fish improves No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
in reservoir reach. 

' Wildlife Construction activities result in No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
temporary disturbance. 
Waterfowl using reservoir 
replaced by riverine species. 

Vegetation About 3 acres affected. Area to No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
be revegetated . 

Threatened & T&E species included bald eagle SONCC coho salmon listed as 
Endangered (T&E) and northern spotted owl . Threatened . More recent data 
Species SONCC coho salmon and available for coho. Overall impacts 

Klamath Mountains Province and benefit (elimination of passage 
steelhead were proposed for barrier) same as described in 1995 
listing. Alternative was PR/FES. 
determined to have no 
measurable effect on listed 
species. 

Plants No plant species listed at time of Gentner mission bells and Cook's 
original analysis . Impacts of this lomatium added to T&E list. Not 
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Summary of Changes 2.1 

Table 2-2. Summary of the Affected Environment/Effects Analysis 
on Listed Resources Between the 1995 PR/FES and the 2005 EA 

Resource Alternative A - 1995 PR/FES Alternative 8 - 2005 Preferred 
Preferred Alternative Alternative 

alternative today would be the present in project area. 
same as for Alternative B. 

Candidate Species Candidate species included In 2005, candidate species changed 
Pacific Western big-eared bat, to include only Pacific fisher and 
northern pond turtle, and Streaked horned lark. No impacts 
northern red-legged frog . No identified. 
impacts identified . 

Species of Special None designated at time of Thirty-seven species added to 
Concern original analysis. Impacts of this Species of Special Concern list. 

alternative today would be the Most species not present in the 
same as under Alternative B. project area. 

Recreation Heavy concentration of fish and No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
fishermen between dam and 
Pierce Riffle eliminated. Fish 
viewing at dam eliminated. Type 
of recreation activities will 
change; overall recreational use 
will not change. Public access to 
this river reach to remain 
problematic since access limited 
primarily to Savage Rapids Park. 

Aesthetics Construction of pumping plants May be less aesthetically pleasing 
and dam removal short-term than under Alternative A, because 
effects. Reservoir change similar right and left dam abutments will 
to seasonal drawdown. Design remain in river and there will be a 
measures would make facilities pipe bridge across the river. 
less obtrusive than existing dam. 

Cultural Resources Unlikely to affect. No change from 1995 PR/FES. 

Indian Trust Assets None in project area. No change from 1995 PR/FES. 

Social Well Being Part-year lakeside residents will No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
become permanent riverside 
residents. Docks will become 
unusable. Tourism may increase 
as visits to "new" reach of river 
becomes available. 
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2.2 Alternative A - 1995 PR/FES Preferred Alternative 

Table 2-2. Summary of the Affected Environment/Effects Analysis 
on Listed Resources Between the 1995 PR/FES and the 2005 EA 

Resource Alternative A - 1995 PR/FES Alternative B - 2005 Preferred 
Preferred Alternative Alternative 

Economics Increase in annual benefits due No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
to increased annual harvest of 
salmon and steelhead and 
increased commercial and sport 
fishing harvest. Effects on the 
regional economy would be 
short-term sterning from 
construction. 

Energy Requirements Increase in annual power No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
consumption by about 5,675,800 
kWh . 

Air Quality and Noise Temporary, short-term effects No change for air quality. Noise may 
due to construction . No be lower because pumping plant is 
significant increase in long-term inside a metal building. 
noise. 

Environmental Justice No adverse effects on minorities No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
or low-income populations and 
communities. 

Unavoidable Adverse None. No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
'Effects 

Irreversible and None. No change from 1995 PR/FES. 
Irretrievable 
Commitment of 
Resources 

2.2 Alternative A- 1995 PR/FES Preferred 
Alternative 

This alternative has not changed from its description in the 1995 PR/FES. In summary, the 
1995 Preferred Alternative consists of constructing two pumping plants, one on the right bank 
and one on the left bank, and complete removal of the dam. The right pumping plant would 
have three pumps with a combined capacity of 32 cfs. The left pumping plant would have six 
pumps with a combined capacity of 11 8 cfs (total project capacity would be 150 cfs). The 
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Alternative B - 2005 Preferred Alternative 2.3 

motors and electrical equipment for both facilities would be located above the 100-year flood 
elevation. 

The right intake structure would be located downstream of the north fish ladder and the left 
intake structure would be located downstream of the south fish ladder. Vertical turbine 
pumping units would operate in a wet sump with noise abatement berms to reduce the overall 
noise level in the immediate vicinity. 

Power for the pumps would be supplied by an existing 12.8-kV powerline located next to 
State Highway 99 on the left side of the river. A pad-mounted transformer would provide the 
needed voltage adjustment for the pump motors . A transmission line would be constructed 
across the river to supply power to the right pumping plant. 

All existing structures would be demolished and removed from the site, including the dam, 
pumping plant and related facilities, hoist house and cable works, north and south fish ladders, 
and a portion of the Gravity Canal. 

2.3 Alternative B - 2005 Preferred Alternative 

Alternative B was selected as the 2005 Preferred Alternative primarily because of the cost 
savings of constructing and maintaining only one pumping plant. Alternative B consists of a 
single pumping plant with a pipeline across the river and partial dam removal. The structures 
on the right side (turbine and pump structures, intake, and north fish ladder) and on the left 
side (Gravity Canal channel, headworks, and south fish ladder) of the dam would be retained 
along with a portion of the left side of the dam. The portion of the dam between the existing 
pumping plant and the radial gates would be removed down to the level of the existing apron 
(bays 1 through 9). 

This alternative consists of constructing a single pumping plant and intake/fish screen 
structure housing 12 pumps on the left side of the Rogue River immediately downstream of 
the left abutment of the existing dam. This plant would pump 59 cfs to the Highline 
CanaVSavage Lateral System, 59 cfs to the Gravity Canal System, and 32 cfs to the Tokay 
Canal/Evans Creek Lateral System (total of 150 cfs) . The intake/fish screen structure would 
be designed to be inundated during flood events, while the pumping plant and associated 
features would be designed to be above the 100-year flood level. Refer to Figure 2-1 and 2.2 
at the end of this chapter for a site plan and a cross section through the pumping plant and 
intake structure. Table 2-3 shows Alternative B pumping plant data. 

The pumping plant uses vertical turbine pumping units that operate out of sumps. This 
arrangement places the pump below the water surface, substantially reducing the noise 
generated by the pump, while the motor is placed above the 100-year flood level in a building 
that attenuates the noise generated by the motor. 
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2.3 Alternative B - 2005 Preferred Alternative 

The exact location of the intake will require additional consideration during final design. The 
primary concerns during this phase of planning are assuring adequate flows past the intake 
structure; protecting the intake structure from the large volume of sediments that will be 
released following dam removal; and protecting the structure from large debris during peak 
runoff and flood events. 

The intake and fish screen structure are sized to meet the maximum capacities required for the 
pumping plant and the fish screening criteria developed by NOAA Fisheries and the Oregon 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFW). The fish screen approach velocity used in the 
sizing of the fish screens will not exceed 0.4 feet per second (fps) and the sweeping velocity 
will be greater than 0.8 fps . The intake is designed to be inundated during floods. 

Table 2-3. Alternative B Pumping Plant Data 

Item Left Pumping Plan! 

Tokay Canal/Evans Highline Canal/ Gravity Canal 
Creek Lateral Savage Lateral 

Number of pumps 4 - (2 small pumps 4 - (2 small pumps 4- (2 small 
and 2 large pumps) and 2 large pumps) pumps and 2 

large pumps) 

Pumping Capacity (cfs) 32 59 59 

Small Pumps 
Flow (cfs) 5.33 9.83 9.83 
Flow (gallons per minute) 2,394 4,414 4,414 
Total dynamic head (feet) 187 121 29 
Motor size (horsepower) 175 200 50 

Large Pumps 
Flow (cfs) 10.67 19.67 19.67 
Flow (gallons per minute) 4,788 8,827 8,827 
Total dynamic head (feet) - 187 121 29 
Motor size (horsepower) 350 400 100 

Power for the pumping plant would be provided from an existing 69 kV transmission line 
located next to State Highway 99 on the left (south) side of the Rogue River. A new 69 kV 
substation will be constructed in the existing parking lot on the left side of the river. 

The discharge pipelines from the new pumping plant would follow the general alignment of 
the existing pipelines. The pipeline supplying water to the Tokay Canal/Evans Creek Lateral 
system will cross the river via a pre-engineered pipe support bridge. Once across the river the 
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Alternatives Eliminated from Further Study 2.4 

new pipeline would convey water from the right abutment of the existing dam to Interstate 5 
where it connects to the existing pipe buried beneath the interstate. From the freeway, the 
new pipeline follows the alignment of the existing pipeline and conveys water from Interstate 
Highway 5 to the Tokay Canal/Evans Creek Lateral headworks. The two new left pipelines 
would convey water to the headworks for the Gravity Canal and the Highline Canal/Savage 
Lateral. The diameters and lengths of the pipelines are summarized in Table 2-4. 

Table 2-4. Alternative B Left Pipeline Dimensions 

Location Diameter (Inches) Length (Feet) 

Plant to Tokay Canal/Evans 30 2,225 
Creek Lateral System 

Plant to Highline Canal/ 42 605 
Savage Lateral System 

Plant to Gravity Canal 42 60 

2.4 Alternatives Eliminated from Further Study 

Two other alternatives discussed early in the evaluation process were eliminated from further 
study. 

One alternative was the construction of a single pumping facility housing 9 pumps on the 
right bank immediately upstream of the existing dam. Two pipelines supported by a pre­
engineered bridge, would cross the river to serve the Highline Canal/Savage Lateral and 
Gravity Canal systems. The pumps would be vertical turbines pumping out of a wet sump. A 
single pumping plant and intake/fish screen structure would be constructed on the right side of 
the river immediately upstream of the right abutment of the existing dam. 

Disadvantages of this alternative that resulted in its elimination from further study are as 
follows: 

• Requires channel to be excavated through reservoir sediments from the left river 
channel to the intake until the dam has been breached 

• Initially relies on the existing sluiceways beneath the right abutment to get water to 
flow past the fish screens which have become plugged, requiring added cost to unplug 
them plus the risk of loss of service while the cleaning is occurring. 

• Access on the right side of the river is complicated by the need for a right-of-way 
across a railroad line and past several homes. 
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2.4 Alternatives Eliminated from Further Study 

The other alternative was a modified ·version of the 1995 PRIFES Preferred Alternative 
consisting of constructing two pumping plants on the right and left sides of the river, 
combined with partial dam removal. Three new pumps would be constructed and installed in 
the right abutment structure of the existing dam to serve the Tokay Canal/Evans Creek 
Lateral. The left plant would have 6 new pumps installed downstream of the left abutment of 
the existing dam adjacent to the south fish ladder. Partial dam removal would retain the 
turbine and pump structures, intake, and north fish ladder on the right side; the Gravity Canal 
channel, headworks, and south fish ladder on the left side of the dam. 

Disadvantages of this alternative that resulted in its elimination from further study include: 

■ 

■ 

16 

Operation and maintenance on two pumping plants on opposite sides of the river will 
increase costs 

Use of the existing right abutment structure presents uncertainties that may extend 
construction time past the irrigation season adding potentially significant pump rental 
and power costs · 
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2.4 Alternatives Eliminated from Further Study 
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Figure 2-2. Cross section through pumping plant & intake structure of 
2005 Preferred Alternative 
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Chapter 4 COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION 

This chapter summarizes the public involvement activities and consultation that has occurred 
since the release of the 1995 PR/FES. Appendix B contains a list of agencies, organizations, 
and persons receiving a copy of this draft EA. 

4 .1 Age·ncy Consultation 

4.1.1 National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 

The National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) (as amended in 1992) requires that 
Federal agencies consider the effects that their projects have on historic properties. Section 
106 of this Act and its implementing regulations (36 CR Part 800) provides procedures that 
Federal agencies must follow to comply with NHP A on specific undertakings. 

To comply with Section 106 ofNHPA, Federal agencies must consult with SHPO, Native 
American trib_es with a traditional or culturally-significant religious interest in the study area, 
and the interested public. Federal agencies must identify historic properties in the area of 
potential effect for a project. The significance of historic properties must be determined, and 
the Federal agency must mitigate adverse effects the project may cause on significant 
resources . 

Consultation with SHPO was conducted and concluded for the 1995 PR/FES with SHPO 
concurring with Reclamation 's assessment that the dam was not eligible to the National 
Register. Reclamation will conduct an archeological survey of all potential impact areas. If 
archeological sites or properties of tribal traditional value are identified during the surveys, 
Reclamation will seek to avoid those sites during construction. If they cannot be avoided, 
Reclamation will complete investigations to determine if they are eligible to the National 
Register. 

4.1.2 Endangered Species Act (1973) Section 7 Co_nsultation 

The ESA requires all Federal agencies to ensure that their actions do not jeopardize the 
continued existence of listed species or destroy or adversely modify their critical habitat. As 
part of the ESA' s Section 7 process, an agency must request a list of species from the 
USFWS and NOAA Fisheries that identifies T &E species within or near the action area. The 
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4.1 Agency Consultation 

agency then must evaluate impacts to those species. If the action may impact any listed 
species, the agency must consult with USFWS or NOAA Fisheries. 

In September 2004, Reclamation sent letters to USFWS and NOAA Fisheries requesting 
current lists of listed and proposed species for the project area. Species lists were received in 
October 2004 (Appendix C). Appendix C also contains relevant correspondence between 
Reclamation, USFWS, and NOAA Fisheries. 

Currently, Reclamation is developing a BA in coordination ,with NOAA Fisheries and the 
USFWS. Prior to Reclamation' s issuance of a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONS!) or 
Record of Decision, USFWS and NOAA Fisheries will need to submit a Biological Opinion 
to Reclamation. Listed below in Table 4-1 are Reclamation's findings of effects for each 
listed species. 

Table 4-1. ESA Species Effects 

Species Alternative A-1995 PR/FES Alternative B - 2005 Preferred 
Preferred Alternative Alternative 

Bald eagle No effect No effect 

Northern spotted owl No effect No effect 

SONCC Coho Salmon May affect, not likely to May adversely affect due to 
adversely affect short-term construction impacts 

Gentner mission-bells No effect No effect 

Cook's lomatium No effect No effect 

4.1.3 Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 

This Act provides for equal consideration of wildlife conservation in coordination with other 
features of water resource development programs. The Act requires that any plans to 
impound, divert, control, or modify any stream or other body of water must be coordinated 
with the USFWS and State wildlife agency through consultation directed toward prevention 
of fish and wildlife losses and development or enhancement of these resources . 

Reclamation has worked closely with USFWS, NOAA Fisheries, and ODFW during the final 
design process in 2004 and 2005 to keep the agencies informed of the details of dam 
removal, and pumping plant and intake construction. Three onsite meetings were held and 
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Agency Consultation 4.1 

several conference calls were conducted during the design phase with the fisheries agencies 
in 2004 and 2005. The USFWS provided a Final Supplemental Fish and Wildlife CAR in 
July 2005. The Final Supplemental CAR included the four recommendations that were in the 
1995 CAR. The first three recommendations were relative to supporting and proceeding 
forward with the removal of Savage Rapids Dam. In addition, a number of new 
recommendations specific to implementation of Recommendation #4 in the original CAR, 
which required close coordination of the specifics of in-water work schedules with the 
USFWS, ODFW, and NOAA Fisheries, were identified. Reclamation will implement the 
recommendations identified in the CAR as discussed below 

As recommended in the CAR, Reclamation will confine in-water construction activities to 
the standard In-water Work Period (June 15 to August 31 ). Exceptions to this may occur for 
the following activities during 2008 as indicated in the CAR in order to expedite dam 
removal. 1 

• Reservoir drawdown should occur in April through the use of the existing radial 
gates. Based on information from GPID, reservoir drawdown should take 3 days 
(April 7 - 10). The reservoir should remain drawn down up to 3 weeks to expedite 
dam removal activities on the right (north) side of the dam (April 7 - 28). Every 
measure should be taken to minimize this drawdown period. Actions to ensure 
meeting this timeframe could include extra work shifts, longer work days. 

o Construct upstream access r-oad and cofferdam on the right (north) side of the dam 
in the "dry." 

o The downstream cofferdam on the right side of the dam will be constructed in the 
"wet." 

• Radial gates should close on or before April 29 to refill reservoir to facilitate fish 
passage through lower portion of south fish ladder. Reclamation should take actions 
to ensure the time period the radial gates are open will be minimized. Actions to 
ensure meeting this timeframe could include extra work shifts or longer work days. 

■ From May 1 to September 7 (18 weeks) the following constructions should occur 
behind the cofferdams: 

o Excavation of reservoir sediments immediately upstream of the dam; and 

o Removal of right side of dam (bays 1 through 7). 

1 Specific dates any vary slightly from the CAR recommendations to accommodate revisions to the construction 
schedule developed since the CAR was prepared. Actual construction dates will also vary subject to the 
Contractor's discretion and any permitting requirements. Any work outside of the In-water Work Period, 
except as identified in the final CAR, must be approved by USFWS, NOAA Fisheries, and ODFW. 
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4.1 Agency Consultation 

• Lower reservoir for up to 3 weeks. September 8 - 28 , 2008. 

o Remove sheet piles from upstream and downstream cofferdams and excavate 
pilot channel through upstream and downstream cofferdams. 

If the in-water work begins on June 16 per Reclamation's original proposal, USFWS, NOAA 
Fisheries, and ODFW reiterate the recommendation that Reclamation should take actions to 
ensure the time period the radial gates are open will be minimized. Additionally, the general 
construction schedule must be truncated to ensure scheduling dam removal activities to allow 
for optimal upstream fish passage before October 15. Providing fish passage conditions on 
or before October 15 is considered a priority by resource agencies . 

In response to USFWS, NOAA Fisheries, and ODFW's recommendation regarding the 
proposed construction schedule, Reclamation has expressed interest in finishing work on the 
left (south) side in the same year as the right side (2008), instead of undertaking removal of 
the left side of the dam in 2009. This proposal offers both cost savings and a potential 
reduction in the length of work-related impacts to the environment. Reclamation has 
proposed the following: 

62 

• Build access road and cofferdam on left side of the dam from September 29 to 
October 31 , 2008. 

• Dam removal is estimated to take up to 7 weeks to complete (October 14 through 
December 2008). 

o Removal of left side of dam (bays 8 through 11) 

o Removal of sheet piles and upper portion of cofferdam on left side of dam from 
December 2 - 9, 2008. The winter flood should remove the remaining portion of 
the cofferdam. 

• Reclamation will implement the following fish capture and release procedures: 

o Before and intermittently during isolation of an in-water work area, fish trapped 
in the area must be captured using a trap, seine, electrofishing, or other methods 
as are prudent to minimize risk of injury, then released at a safe release site. 

► Do not use electro fishing if water temperatures exceed 18 ° C, or are expected 
to rise above 18 ° C, unless no other method of capture is available. 

► If electrofishing equipment is used to capture fish, comply with NOAA 
Fisheries' electro fishing guidelines. 

► Handle coho salmon with extreme care, keeping fish in water to the maximum 
extent possible during seining and transfer procedures to prevent the added 
stress of out-of-water handling. 
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► Ensure water quality conditions are adequate in buckets or tanks used to 
transport fish by providing circulation of clean, cold water, using aerators to 
provide dissolved oxygen, and minimizing holding times. 

► Release fish into a safe release site as quickly as possible and as near as 
possible to capture sites. 

► Do not transfer coho salmon to anyone except NOAA Fisheries personnel, 
unless otherwise approved in writing by NOAA Fisheries. Requests for 
approval should be provided 2 months prior to implementation. 

► Obtain all other Federal, State, and local permits necessary to conduct the 
capture and release activity. 

► Allow NOAA Fisheries or its designated representative to accompany the 
capture team during the capture and release activity, and to inspect the team's 
capture and release records and facilities. 

► Submit a Salvage Report to NOAA Fisheries within·l0 calendar days of 
completion of the salvage operation. 

■ Concrete rubble from dam removal activities will not be used to fill in the existing 
radial diversion channel upstream and downstream of the dam axis. Concrete rubble 
from dam removal activities should be disposed of in an approved upland disposal 
site·. 

■ Untreated stoplogs will be used to block the high water opening in the south fish 
ladder. 

4.1.4 Clean Water Act of 1977 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act regulates the discharge of dredge and fill material into 
water of the United States, including wetlands. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) 
evaluates applications for Section 404 permits. The ODEQ administers Section 401 of the 
Clean Water Act in Oregon. The ODEQ determines if a proposed project will meet water 
quality standards for any activities requiring certain Federal permits including Section 404 
permits. If the project will not create unacceptable water quality problems, ODEQ issues its 
401 Certification. 

Reclamation will obtain appropriate CW A and State permits prior to construction activities. 
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4.3 Public Involvement 

4.1.5 Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 

The Corps regulates Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act and issues permits for the 
construction of in-water structures and the excavation and fill of material into waters of the 
United States. 

4.1.6 Oregon Fill and Removal Law 

The Oregon Fill and Removal Law, administered by the Oregon Department of State Lands 
(ODSL), requires that any activity that will discharge into, or excavate material from, waters 
of the State obtain a permit subject to the regulations in ORS 196.795-990. Waters of the 
State are defined as "natural waterways including all tidal and nontidal bays, intermittent 
streams, constantly flowing streams, lakes, wetlands, and other bodies of water in this state, 
navigable and non-navigable, including that portion of the Pacific Ocean that is in the 
boundaries of this state." 

4.2 Tribal Coordination and Consultation 

In July 2005, Reclamation sent letters to the Confederated Tribes of the Siletz Indians of 
Oregon and the Confederated Tribes of the Grand Ronde Community of Oregon notifying 
them of the proposed action and asking to be informed of any sites with traditional or 
religious value in or near the potential impact area (Appendix E). To date, no response has 
been received. Consultation completed in 1995 with Bureau of Indian Affairs for the 1995 
PR/FES indicated there were no known ITAs in the Rogue River basin. 

4.3 Public Involvement 

The following summarizes the contacts made between Reclamation, NOAA Fisheries, 
USFWS, and others during the development of this EA. In addition to the specific contacts 
listed, numerous discussions among all the agencies' staff occurred in order to facilitate 
communication and fine tune development of alternatives. 

May 2004 

64 

Reclamation filed a Notice of Intent in the Federal Register 
to prepare a supplemental EA to determine the need for a 
supplemental EIS. Written comments identifying issues and 
concerns were to be accepted for 30 days following the 
publication notice. No comments were received. 
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August 2004 

September 2004 

December 2004 

February 2005 

March 2005 

Public Involvement 4.3 

Reclamation released a briefing paper and conducted an 
onsite tour of Savage Rapids Dam to interested participants. 
The briefing paper summarized progress to date since the 
1995 PR/FES analysis was prepared and mailed to the 
Savage Rapids Dam participants. Participants included: 

GPID 
NOAA Fisheries 
BLM 
USFS 
ODFW 
Corps 

· Oregon Watershed Enhancement Board 
USFWS 
ODEQ 
ODSL 
WaterWatch of Oregon 
Central Oregon and Pacific Railroad 

Reclamation senfletters to USFWS and NOAA Fisheries 
requesting current lists of listed and proposed species for the 
proposed area which may be affected by the preferred 
alternative. Species lists were received in October 2004. 

An interagency meeting was held in Medford, Oregon, to 
discuss cofferdam design; protective measures for concrete 
leachates; the participation process of agencies involved in 
the EA/BA process; and progress on the Fish and Wildlife 
CAR. Participants included biologists with Reclamation, 
NOAA Fisheries, ODFW, and USFWS. 

An interagency conference call was held to discuss the 
preferred alternative, inclined screen design, and velocity 
modeling efforts. Participants included Reclamation, 
USFWS, ODFW, and NOAA Fisheries. 

An onsite meeting was held at Savage Rapids Dam to 
discuss the preferred alternative and collect additional design 
data. Participants included Reclamation, GPID, Jackson and 
Josephine County Roads, Parks, and Planning Services, 
Pacific Power, ODFW, Oregon Department of 
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4.3 Public Involvement 

May 2005 

August 2005 

66 

Transportation, and WaterWatch. 

An onsite meeting was held at Savage Rapids Dam to 
discuss the Preferred Alternative, to tour the site, and collect 
additional design data. Participants included Reclamation, 
USFWS, ODFW, NOAA Fisheries, and GPID. 

This draft EA was provided for public review and comment. 

Public Review Draft - August 05 



December 13, 2006 

NOTICE OF LAND USE REQUEST 

PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

510 NW 4th Street/ Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(541) 474-5421 / FAX (541) 474-5422 

E-MAIL - planning@co.josephine.or.us 

The planning office has received an application for the land use described below. Review and approval of this request does 
not require a public hearing. Josephine County's Rural Land Development Code (RLDC), however, requires notice of the 
request to be mailed to nearby property owners and affected agencies and organizations 15 days before a decision is made. 
This is to provide an opportunity for the public and others to review the proposal and to submit comments to the planning 
office. These comments, along with other pertinent information, will then be considered in making a decision. In order to be 
considered, the comments must address the standards and criteria that apply to the application and be submitted within 15 
days from the date of this notice. · 

If you are interested in looking into the application, the best starting point is to review the file and obtain copies of the 
standards and criteria for approval. You may also talk to the planner I isted below and ask questions. A copy of the application 
(to include all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the applicant), as well as the applicable criteria, are 
available for inspection without cost at the Planning Office. Copies may also be purchased. Once the 15 day comment period 
closes, planning staff will make a decision. At this time another notice will be mailed to affected persons, agencies and 
organizations that explains appeal procedures. 

APPLICANT: 

LOCATION: 

LEGAL: 

ZONE: 

REQUEST: 

CRITERIA: 

PLANNER: 

DEADLINE: 

APPLICATION INFORMATION 

(Map Attached) 

Barlow Sand and Gravel LLC 

2612 Holland Loop Road 

39-08-35, TL 901 

Exclusive Farm (EF) 

If approved, this request will allow, with conditions, the mining and removal of less than 500,000 
tons of aggregate rock, sand and gravel. 

The criteria (listed by citation and caption only) applicable to the request: Rural Land 
Development Code: A1ticle 45 (Conditional Uses) and Ordinance 2006-02 (Aggregate 
Resources) 

The planner handling the application is Michael Snider (541) 474-5421, Extension 5424. 

Comments must be submitted no later than December 28, 2006. 

I& OFFICE HOURS 8-12 & 1-3 (Mon & Fri) 8-12 (Tues, Wed, Thurs) ~ 

"Josephine County is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer and complies with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973" 
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Josephine County, Oregon 

1'1(01 'll ICJ Ill 'I Ill Ill SI 

Board of Commissioners: Jim Riddle, Jim Raffenburg ,Dwight Ellis 

PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

510 NW 4th Street/ Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(54 I) 474-5421 /FAX (541) 474-5422 

E-MAIL- planning@oo.josephine.or.us 

AGGREGATE OPERATION PERMIT APPLICATION 
PRE-APPLICATION FEE: $750 APPLICATION FEE: $2500 

PROPERTY & APPLICATION INFORMATION 

ASSESSOR'S LEGAL DESCRIPTION: 

TWN li RNG _B..H SEC 35 QTR _ TAX LOT(S) _'tL.::C::...:.I _______ _ 

TWN _ RNG _SEC_ QTR _ TAX LOT(S) __ _,;._ _______ _ 

PROPERTY ADDRESS: 2v I 5 l<ou<.y do. le. Roo.. d , C~ve.. :runcJ ,·o /'I 

EXISTING ZONING: E I= PARCEL SIZE: u t,,. S :t 

DESCRIBE THE PROPOSED USE: 71.-e. f>"0 pp£,ed Y.:> 1~2> p... cnnd :kooo. I u.s.e ,' a the. 
EI= Zone. 4'or lhl'r'l;n9 0c.q9r~Q.fe.. 

OWNERSHIP & APPLICANT INFORMATION 

OWNER'S NAME: I/C.-t"oi~ Volley Ro.1'C:h, L-LC.. TEL: 47',-4'.S~I 

MAILING ADDRESS: t.,q5" S£ "J: '' sf. 4t0.t\t5 Pa.:>.s OR. 97S.2<, 

APPLICANT'S NAME: B~r low s~nol o..nd u,ro.vQI, LLC., TEL: rs-~,) (p 5'l- o 788 

MAILINGADDRESS: P.o.8,ox 386 /1grpl-iy OR 975:33 
REPRESENTATIVE: hi ,·11 •~m A Pe~r.san, 'J'"r. TEL: l,6:--=tl) ~54 -o 788 

MAILING ADDRESS: P. 0, Bat 38 S- i1u.r{)A y 0~ q7533 

Rev 5/06 S:\PLAN/ALL \FORMS\APPLI CA T\AGGREGATE MINE 

OFFICE HOURS 8-12 & 1-3 (Mon Tues, Thurs & Fr0 8-12 (Wednesday) 

"Josephine County is an Affinrative Action/Equal Opportunity Eirployer and complies with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973" 



CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT SUBMITTAL 

1. DESCRIPTION OF THE USE: The proposed conditional use will permit 
the extraction of aggregate, sand and gravel, from tax lot 901, assessor's map 
number 39-08-35. As proposed, a total of 55.75 acres of the land will be 
identified as the active mining area, and the proposal will excavate a total of 
300,000 yards of sand and gravel from the site. In accord with the provisions of 
the Josephine County Land Development Code, Aggregate Regulations, this site 
constitutes a significant aggregate source. The rock at the source has been 
tested for compliance with the Oregon Department of Transportation standards, 
and extensive evaluation has been conducted on the extent and character of the 
material that lies under the site. 

A site plan for this proposal is as follows: 

As proposed, this site will be permitted by the Oregon Department of Geology 
and Mineral Industries. The permit will allow only the excavation of materials at 
this site, with the excavated material hauled to the crushing location operated by 
Barlow Sand and Gravel, LLC. That location is current! ~r-f-4..:i_ ockdale Road, 
Cave Junction. 

RECEIVED 
6 NOV 2 1 2006 C!J z 
CJ) -

% ~ 0.,,, ~ 
f.v_£ cQ.,,?~ 1 



January 19, 2007 

TO: City of Cave Junction 
DEQ (Medford) 
DOGAMII&II 
DSL &/or DSL Wetlands 
Fish & Wildlife 
Three Rivers (County) 
IV Soil & Water 
ODOT 

AGENCY NOTIFICATION 

REGARDING 

PLANNING OFFICE 
Michael Snider, Director 

510 NW 4th Street / Grants Pass, OR 97526 
(541) 474-5421 I FAX (541) 474-5422 

E-MAIL - planning@co.josephine.or.us 

SITE REVIEW APPLICATION 

The following request for Site Review is currently being reviewed by the Josephine County Site Review Committee 
for Thursday, January 25, 2007 at 1 :30 p.m. Agency comments regarding this request may be submitted in writing 
no later than January 24, 2007 for consideration. 

APPLICANT: 

LOCATION: 

LEGAL: 

ZONE: 

REQUEST: 

PLANNER: 

Barlow Sand and Gravel LLC 

2612 Holland Loop Road 

39-08-35, TL 901 

Exclusive Farm (EF) 

If approved, this request will allow, with conditions, the mining and removal of less than 500,000 
tons of aggregate rock, sand and gravel. 

Dick Converse (423-1373) 

I& OFFICE HOURS 8-12 & 1-3 (Mon & Fri) 8-12 (Tues, Wed & Thurs) "l£1l 

"Josephine County is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer and complies with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973" 



• I 

STATE DEPARTMENT OF GEOLOGY 
AND MINERAL INDUSTRIES 

702 WOODLARK BUILDING 

PORTLAND !5, OREGON 

April 25, 1947 

Sample submitted by ____ ..,, ... , .... n..._..wL ... 'lb ... ~Jla#, ....... ,na ....... GMIAWIIVT~) ----
Analysis by: 

Sample recci ved on._ ___ A-=,p~r .... i ,..l'--"-9._ • ..,.lll,lj9;.;A4.i..7 ______ _ 

Analysis requested~ _____ ll_um=i_n_a..,1 ...;;S_i_l_ic_a ___ a;.;:s;.;;;.s~ay..._ __ _ 

Lab. No. Semple Marked Results of Analysis Remarks 

P-5815 Rocks largely Alurlna (AJ.2o3) 26.64 % Along U,S, 99, 4 miles north 
removed fro ot Grants Pass 
lateritic ill. Silica (S102) 59, 88 % 

P-5816 Laterite 4 Alumina (Al20s) 35,16 % 
miles north 
of Butte F Silica (S102) 35, 00 j 

P-5818 ashed Al ina (Al203) 21,98 % Washed free of attached "dirt" 
pebbles fro slightlf rounded by subangularl 
P-5815 Silica (s102) 45,54 % shaped pebbles removed from 

P-5815 

The Dep ment did not participate in the tak ng ot this sample 
and as es responsibility only tor the tical results. 
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Surprise No . 1 
Sec. 41, T. 36 S . , R . 5 H • . 

STATE DEPARTMENT OF GEOLOGY AND MINERAL INDUSTRIES 

ASSAY REPORT Office Nwnber J .. G- 1381 -
Grants Pass, Oregon 
~ Novdmber 2 , 19~ 40 ------------- -----
Sample submitted by L. s . Lambert , Boute 1 , Box 143 1 Grants :;;ass , Oregon 

Sample descript ion Gray ;1,uartz and 5rani tic rock. 2 lbs . 3 inches . 

The assay results given below are made without charge as provided by Chapter 176, 
Section 10, Oregon Laws 1937, the sender having complied with the provisions thereof. 

NOTICE: The assay results given below are from a sampl e furnished by the above named 
person. This department had no part in the taking of the sample and assumes no 
responsibility, other than the accuracy of t pe assay of the material as furnished 
it by the sender. 

GOLD - SIL, Im 
Sample Ounces ounces Total 
Number per ton Value per ton Value Percent Value Percent Value Value 

0 . 42 14 . 70 Tr ace $14 . 70 

Market Q,uot.ations: STATE ASSAY LABORATORY 
Gold .; $35 . OOper oz. 
Silver $ per oz. 

$ per oz. 
$ per oz. Assayer 



oo·, Maroh 22, 941 
• R. 7 • Seo 7 STATE DEPAR'IMENT OF GEOLOGY AND MINERAL INDUSTRIES 

ran Pa 
ASSAY REPORT 

Gr ants Pass, Oregon 
~ . :tJx.uam 

Sample SU bmi tted by __ J_o_hn ___ E._.. ___ H.,.em_,.1...,1 ... n,.___ __ _ s on 

BG-445 

19 

The assay results recorded below are made without charge as prov1ded by Chapter 176 , 
Section 10, Oregon Laws 1937, the sender having complied with the provisions thereof , 

NOTICE: 

Sample 
Number 

The assay results recorded below are from a sample furnished by the above named 
person. This Department had no part in the taking of the sample and assumes 
no responsibility , other than the accuracy of the assay of the material as fur ­
nished it by the sender. 

GOLD SILVER Obroniic ox1c1e 
Ounces Ounces Total 
per ton Value per ton Value Peroent Value Percent Value Value 

5. 9 

" Market ~uotat1ons: 
Gold $35 . O0per oz . 
Silver $ .70per oz. 

$ per lb. 
$ per lb . 



TU 

Ju: ~F JO~ P C 
J . J . otl 

tlOX 44 
Grants , re . 

G ~ N l?L'C 
• J olm .t:Surge s 

t . l 
uth rli, ure on 

• 

702 Woodlark Building 
Portland, Oregon 

CER ION F ~ 1947-1 -8 SA ox 

Location 

Upper Jumpotf Joe 
er. 
E½S O. 25. T341. ••• 5 T. 

Upp r Jum otf Joe 
Cr. 
Sec . 24.134" • • .w. 

Upp r J'urupotf Jo 
• 

;ros P nm c oUNTY 

Hydraulio-2 giant. o stri pi 
1th bulldoz r . · l n to ov pr 

rod ite and o the ol rod 
b d , 

Hy ulic-2 
be clearin n p 
op r tion this s 

e or to 
p ing or 

son. 

~r ulio-1 giant. ·or cl arin 
land nd p rin quip ent . 

n 

SE¼ Sea,24,T34S., .5W. Do not expect to see much 
oper tion thi on. 

·pp r J ,p rt 
er . on tsu er 
so. 

Hydraulio- 1 giant . hat 
Coop r p 1 n t r t e hen 
auftici nt wet r is v 11 bl . 
Oper tion 111 be v ry limited 

s the pl c r is near he d of 
r in g and has ina.detiuote supply 

or ater. 

H. D. ol 
Nov ber 2C, l 7 



702 Woodlark Building 
Portland, Oregon 

R po t ; : t. A. • 
D te: ,ay 20, 19 

Grants Pas are 
Jos in Count 

t 

Thi p 0 pct is on an plit di e tn been op n d by 

n dit bout 10' lon. So e p o p ctin b n one at t 10 

oth r pl C a o th 1 bout 200 an 300 y rd peotiv ly 

south.a t of th edit. rom th auit, lea of qua tz w r 

oent in b t 0 r fo a a , butt s o ie Olli" e tr c of 

gold silv r. 

0 • • G u h n, R.F.D. #1, Box 810, Grants P s , Or • 

so. 9, • 35S., 

tat tun 

• The prop r­

ty is r ch db rav l ro fro • • 

high 'I 99 bout 3 mil o north of Grants P as. 

~: No ol 1ms re 

prop t • 

own o v be n sta don this 

History: The dit nd op n cut re open d bout l 

y ars o. 

G ology: ros cting h s b n on on an lite i 

is inject 1 to n nsion o the t olo ic roe 

pe on th Gr nt Pa s qua rangle. Th 1 1 at l t 15 

i t OU its tru :tas not d t .. mi • t is 

s1 t to e rin th n th roe an h e ore 0 

V r l s ll 111 n outcro for t l t 300 yr lon 

hillsi • Its t n is ast o · north nd it app ntly ip 

st p y tw r 

Gr b s ple 

t c of ol nu ~11v r. 

oll ct by th om rs ov only 

t 

.P-

t. 

e-

6 

a 



702 Woodlark Building 
Portland, Oregon 

Repo1·t uy: 1. lt. G. nnett 
Date: 4ay 20, 194 

G:i." •.ute Pass are 
Jose ine Count., 

This re o ·t \~as ma~e at th .... r .... qu...,st of !I' Gaughan 

h ha r· C311tly bou ht lanu. on which the _1.,rospe ct re 

loc ... ed. P~ior o .u: ~in tne inv sti ation. .r . G ughan 

h d brought in v riou ,plea of roe~ ana oce rro his 

p opt. ty .. i~ not a .inin m n, oh n to know 

i1' an ve.lm;.bl inera..L d ists on hif. ~ uo2 dal,~in 

over hib lan, he C upon ~h~a~ ~~ ju~t uecc ·ibvd 

n v1011 e 1J i.f. thy c -~· 1~ , bl, 1in r ls. 

1not r o 11 ~~ t,: pro p eta ,. in 

- a advice , iv e,>t.h at w. ich wa · r mi ht be ob-

i .n. ... d .J.J.. - ' , ;. i.l."llk b . :L • G \lg an . 

~ 



~urrrise ~ine No . 1 
,{~ SeC. 14, .L

1
• 30 .;;; . , .!.l • ;:) l io 

STATE DEP.AR'IMENT OF GEOLOGY AND MlNERAL INDUSTRIES 

Grants Pass, Oregon 
B~lf..~.Axi~~ 

ASSAY REPORI' Office Number .... G-1528 

De cerr.ber 16, 19Y 40 -------~-
Sample submitted by 

S8lllple description 

1.. . s . Lmbert , 1t0'_1te 1 , BoxJ.43 , Grants .. [ss , Oregon 

Gra} 'JUO.rtz & ultered grhni tic rock co...1t&inine; a rn,ull 

amount of iron oxide . 2 lbs . ~ inches und smal].er . 

The assay results given below are made without charge as provided by Chapter 176, 
Section 10, Oregon Laws 1937, the sender having complied with the provisions thereof. 

NOTICE: The assay results given below are from a sample furnished by the above named 
person. This department had no part in the taking of the sample and ass\lllles no 
responsibility, other than the accuracy of t~e assay of the material as furnished 
it by the sender. 

GOLD SIUH'!'R 
Sample Ounces ounces Total 
Number per ton Value per ton Value Percent Value Percent Value Value 

0 . 02 0 . 70 Trace 0 .70 

Market Q,uot.ations: 
Gold " $ 35 . O(]ler oz. 

STATE ASSAY LABORATORY 

Silver $ per oz. 
$ per oz. 
$ per oz. Assayer 



702 Woodlark Building 
Portland, Oregon 

port by: 
Date : 

. N ~ PROoPECT 

;r. A. G. Bennett 
e.y 31, 1944 

Grants P s area 
Jose hin County 

On .Ap 11 9 a trip vus ma e to a point two miles north­

west of O'Bi·i n in co pany ,. 1th ... J. H .... 1i tc ell of Oakland, 

California. Mr. itchell had previously 1·itten to Mi· . Ray c. 

Tr asher - the :first time in Lu ust , 191;:3, and later in Oc-

tob r of th t am yea·. u ing the ti e ~tat s i Offi e 

w s closed, ,itchell wrote to ·• ting tat his 

ro erty be investigatea as~ ' e o ~ as e ploy d h~ e 

at the Assay office. 
~ 

Very soon • l L re, I w oto to.~. itchell 

hea. to accompany me to O'Bri n. Il fi-an as ed hiLrc&-~ 

nallj ob~ainv~ .c ~.I. vation by ir ft i sev ral •ailures, and 

a1·riv-u h J.·e tile evening of April 28. We started out the next 

morning and on arrivin· in 'Bien, the husban of th Post­

istre s thee as t en alon a on w o ,oul knov ths eiact 

location of the claim. it hell d p eviously nt a map of 

which the cl ·im e e suppos d to be CCU ·atel;y loc e • Mit-

ohell appar ntl id not KnO 1'l t.hat t e map was inaccurate. ~ fter 

driving to the d of' t roa at ou h an Re a.y Cree ts.:, VI w re 

unable to 1'1nu ny open cuts for finite cl im notices. The 

man we took along 1rom O'Brien, much tot surpr ise of U.tch 11, 

n nothin o th, cluims. o, instead 01 wan ering around ai~-



702 Woodlark Building 
Portland, Oregon 

lessly in the brush, we :returned to Grant P ss. 1itohell then 

left by st ge for OaKl anQ after failing to get con~Ullication ith 

the man -- o ajor Vance - - o originally _locate the olai s. 

I t is m underst1;mding that U tchell 111 bring Vance alon 

with him, and that I will go out and go to O'Bri n a ain. It is 

my impression that ?1.a.jor Vance la very enthusia tic bout there 

being a v ~ry lar ·e ii .. on eposi t ne r O'Brien. pparently ha-. 1 t-

chell is n voring to s ll this 'I'on Depo it". I found only 

on~ open out in sacsonite. Arounu ~bout e1 is a.ish soil 

obviouslJ co~taining some i ·on. If the al ~ ,1s r found in thi 

pe idotite are&, there is praotlc~~~~ ~ of iron deposits. 

· hen M • , itc ell 1 • ~~~ n '- t age.in ,,1th !lajor 

Ve.1 ce, I shall mat.: a.not~~~~ , ... th them to O' Brien to visit 

th ir p1·os cts a. ~ ~ ~~liUJ!le a r of t open outs. I 

explain to .1 ~~tu t it he claims ecure in the pe i o-

ti te, chances~ r t l:.u e be'ing iron deposits are very fe.w. 

I sur i s that Mitohell is a real ~st te brok-r in O :land. 

In conclu ion, I think .itch ll is sincere, but both h-, and 

ajo anoe are ,o ully l· c in in e:n. 1al i...no le e of ining 

and geology . 
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