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July 3, 1979 - ety -902 ABERNETHY ROAD xnus;lfo(wa‘ KURTH
' ‘ ) L : E Y _Assistant Direclor
OREGON CITY, OREGON 970451“?,DON D. BROADSWORD
. . . - (503) 655-8521 " Operaiions Director
. © " DAVID J. ABRAHAM
gogglgs S;?gy T ’ -Utiiies Director
.0. Box :
Sandy, OR 97055 - - SRR . JOHNC.MEINTYRE  Blanning Girecior
! . ' » : . PECT RICHARD L DOPP
) ) gevqlopmenl i
Re: Proposed removal and crushing of aggregate A cator

Dear Mr. Sandy:

The written material you have recently submitted to our office
has been reviewed by Dominic Mancini, Ron Stangel and myself.
What follows is the Planning Division staff's judgement as to
what use the aggregate on your property can be put without bene-

‘fit of a'conditional use. Please be advised the Planning Division

staff's judgement on this matter can be appealed by any party to
the hearings officer as an interpretation of the Zoning Ordinance.

Regarding your inquiry about the upgrading of the existing private
road serving your propérty and that of your relatives, as well as
your proposal to construct additional private roads serving the

immediate properties, Section 32.3E of the Transitional Timber

District section of the Zoning Ordinance states that "construction
of roads and bridges and the quarying and processing of rock for
forest management purposes" is a principal use permitted. It is

-the staff's judgement that you can remove and crush aggregate on

your property for the upgrading and construction of the afore-

-mentioned private roads. I want to emphasize that this removal

and crushing must only be for your private use. The rock crusher
cannot be operated for any commercial .purpose. '

The Transitional Timber zoning district, under principal uses
permitted, lists a wide range of agricultural uses under current
employment of land for general farm use. The excavation of an
area for the purpose of constructing a pond for the raising and

‘harvesting of fish would be permitted within this zoning district.

The removal of unprocessed material (i.e., materials that have

not been washed, screened, crushed, etc.) for the sole purpose

of excavating ponds for the agricultural raising of fish is allowed
within the Transitional Timber District. This unprocessed material
may be removed to other locations-on the property or off the pro-
perty. This material could be removed and hauled.by yourself or
others, however, you cannot receive any form of payment for this
matéerial. Any form of payment would constitute a commercial mining

operation needing approval of a conditional: use.
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Please be advised our response only relates to the requirements of
~the Clackamas County Zoning Ordinance and you must secure whatever
" permits are needed from other agencies. If you have any questions

or would like to discuss this matter further, please do not hesitate

to contact our office.

Sincerely, )
GARY NAYL ;;Egﬂ;or Planner
Planni ivision,

- GN:sk
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- Planning Division and Paul Lawson of the State Department of

.May 9,
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902 ABERNETHY ROAD

Douglas Sandy

WINSTON W. KURTH
OREGON CITY, OREGON 97045 -*

Assistant Director

‘DON D. BROADSWORD

Dear Doug.

"If the nature of your proposal changes in any way, it may come

“July 3,

 further, please do not he51tate to contact me.

(603) 655-8521.: Operations Director !

DAVID J. ABRAHAM
* Utilities Director

DAVID R. SEIGNEUR
Planning Director

39001 S.E. Serban Road
P.O. Box 315

Sandy, OR 97055 JOHN C. McINTYRE

Director

Development
Services
Administrator

Subject: File No. 415-80-SM }

I have reviewed your applicaﬁion fof‘annual renewal of a Surface
Mining Permit to include discussions with Ron Stangel of the

Geology and Mineral Industries. Given the scope of your mining
operation determined by the county's July 3, 1979 letter and the
information contained within your renewal application, the pro-
posed use of your property does not come under the requirements
of Clackamas County's Surface Mining Ordinance. Specifically,
that does not apply to excavation by a land owner or tenant
primarly for the purpose of constructing or maintaining an access
road, farming, operating a cemetery, or on site construction.

RICHARD L. DOPP |

|
i

under a Conditional Use and Surface Mining Permit.

Enclosed is your Grant of Total Exemption from the requirements
of the Surface Mining Ordinance. We are also refunding your

not need to be renewed.

A copy of this letter, your Total Exemption and the county's
1979 letter is being sent to the.'State Department of
Geology and Mineral Industries. They will review this material
with respect to a refund of your reclamation bond.

If you have any questlons or would like to discuss this matter

Sincerely,

nior Planner
js{(g Divi¥sion

Gary
Plan

GN/eb
Enclosure

‘application fee of §$195.00 since your Surface Mining Permit does ?

ey



Department of Geology and Mineral Industries
- 1129 S.E. SANTIAM ROAD, ALBANY, OREGON 97321 PHONE (503) 967-2039

March 19, 1980

Wells-Reed-Wood-West Company
415 Morgan Building
Portland, Oregon 97205

Dear Mr; Reed:

This acknowledges receipt of your notice of cancella-
tion or non-renewal of Bond No. 156 17 18 effective 5-01-80
concerning K. Douglas Sandy, P. 0. Box 315, Sandy, OR 97055.

Sincerely,

Paul F. Lawson
Acting Supervisor
Mined Land Reclamation

PFL/bjd




BEFORE THE DIVISION OF STATE LANDS

OF THE STATE OF OREGON

In the Matter of the Application

of the Clackamas Soil and Water

Conservation District to Construct) FINDINGS OF FACT
OPINION
Erosion Control Facilities on the ) ULTIMATE FINDINGS OF FACT
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
Banks of the Sandy River Near ORDER

Sandy, Oregon

This matter came on for hearing on July 27, 1979, at Oregon City,
Oregon, before Delbert Weaver, Hearings Officer, sitting for the Director
of the Division of State Lands. William S. Cox. Director of the Division
of State Lands, was not present but has reviewed and considered the record
before entering this Order.

Applicant, Clackamas Soil and Water Conservation District, was
represented at the hearing by its Chairman, Neal Thompson. Petitioners,
Douglas and Floy Sandy, were represented by Timothy V. Ramis. Clarence
R. Kruger, Assistant Attorney General, represented the State of Oregon.

The purpose of the hearing was to consider the objections of Douglas
and Floy Sandy to the issuance of Division of State Lands permits numbers
SP 1393 and SP 1624. Specifically, Petitioners object to the part of
SP 1393 which authorizes work to be performed at "Site 1" located directly
across from their property on the Sandy River.

Under permit SP 1393 Applicant is authorized to construct five "jetties"
on the left bank of the Sandy River to protect properties owned by Frances

Marsh, Richard Surface, and Ted Pietz from erosion during high river flows.
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" Under pgrmitASP i624, Applic;ﬁt’is'authbriied.to const:ﬁct‘se§eh

":gék déflectbrs" on the left.Bank of fhe Sahdy River immgdiately‘upst:eam

ofAthé fi&é jetties authorized under SP 1393. The “defléctors"‘are~tb

protect pfoperties ownéd bf France§ Marsh, Douglas Selig, and.Steﬁen Norgl};

" .All rulings of the Hearings Officer have been reviewed and found to-z

'be proper and correct. Specifically, the ruling relating to access is correct.

General condition one of permits SP 1393 and SP 1624 states:

1. This permit does not authorize -trespass on the lands of
.others. The permit holder shall obtain all necessary
access permits or rights of way before entering lands
owned by another. ' ‘

————— R —— e e

TheADivision of Stgte Lands has no obligation to conside? tﬁe a;céss_'
needs of Applicant atAall. The reﬁova1~fill law.speaks only to thé.
énvifonmental énd natural resource impacts. Obtaining permission to eﬁtér
@pon priﬁéte lands to perform work authorized by permit'is the responsibili?y

of the”?ermittee.

FINDINGS OF FACT

l; 'The Division of State Lapds issued SP 1393 on November 29, 1978.

This'pérmit (State's Exhibit No. 10) authorized work at severadl sites on

two river$,~including consfruction'of five "jetties" on the east bank of

the Sandy River across from Petitionersf property. ' . -

2. The Division of State Lands issued SP.1624 on July 5, 1979. This

~pérmit (State's Exhibit No. 1) authorized seven "deflectors" on the east

" bank of the Sandy River just upstream of the five jetties authorized.

by SP 1393.

.3. These projects were planned and designed‘by the staff of the Soil

Conservation Service of the U. S. Department of Agriculture. ‘The work is

to tepair damagé resulting from a particularly high stream flow period in 

December 1977.
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4.' Each of .the jetties (SP 1393) will contain about 60 cubic yardsA
of rock. Eaéh will be “kéyed" into the existing bank approximately five
»féet to prevent water from flanking structures. The jettieé will‘not::'
Aextend into the water except at high fioWs when such extension will be
about 10 feét; .Thé drawings Which accompénied the éermit applicationé
(State's Exhibifs 1, 10, and 16) are typicai sectiéns and are not intended
_to show thé‘actual dimensiqné of the pfop&sedlstructures (Testimoﬁy of
Ed Olmsted).

5. Deflectors (SP 1624) are neither jettieé nor riprab (stpne or
rock blanket); a deflector is a "rough spot" on the river bank. Dgflectofs
' sérve.to keep thé fast water thét causés erosi&n just far enough aQay from
the bank'sq‘erosion will not occur. beflectoré'are'kéyed into the bank-
inAthe‘same manner as jetties (Testimony of Ed Olmsted).

6. The-projec£ authofized by SP 1393 has been appfoved by Ciackaﬁas
County and is -consistent witﬁ the Comprehensive Plan.

:?i 'The project authorized by SP 1624 had not been considered by
Clackamas.ébunty at the time of the hearing on this ma£ter.->

8. Petitioners Douglgs and Fléy Sandy own and occupy land.lyiﬁg across
.the Sandy River from the proposed projects. Petitioners oWﬁ about 1,200
feef‘of Sandy River frontage. ' ]

9. A p&rtion of petitionets' river frontagelis a sand and gravel beach.
‘The beach is ﬁSed for-recreational'pu;poses by‘the Sandy family, their

guests, and to. some extent, by some uninvited members of the public.

.10. The Sandy River supports populations of resident and anadromous fish.

11. - The Sandy River is used for recreation purpoéeé-by fishermen,

- swimmers, sunbathers, and boaters.




' OPINION
Theré'are two kinds of bank protection and stabilization facilities == .
structural and non-structural.

ﬁon—éfructural techniques include bank sloping and revegetation .

. which are most often used in areas of less severe erosion or to protect

low value lands. These techniques are quite easy to use and should be
"standard operating procedures" for every person who owns lénd élong a

stream or river.

= ’—*,S'tructura,'l*methods~i-nvol~ve*~construction -of revetments;- jetties, — - -~

deflectors, groins,Aand various other structures to protect land from

loss through erosion. Such methods offer more certain protection against

erosion; are more expensive; more disruptive to adjacent lands and waters;

‘and more controversial. Often, the associated impacts are more severe

ahd'mofe'ﬁnpredictablé;.'“Owners liability" is frequently mofe determin-
able."Stfuctural teéhniques often require'professional deéign}Aand,
bQCause'of cost, ére usually associated with Struc;u;és or ﬁigh value
lands.

Based on knowledge, experience, and policy, the state aqd fédera;
reSéﬁfée agenéies~recommeﬂd fhe use ofljetties and.deflectors wheneve;

the use of SuchvstructuresﬂisnengineeringlyAsoundlemmwMﬁﬁ*,;(

';it is the policy of the Division of State Lands to authorize struc- .

‘tural protection only in instances whére'non-structural methods will not

" work prbperly or adequately or where structures are endangered. It is

our opinion thgt structu?al means of protectiBn are,appr0pri;te in this
instance becéuse'of the homes and fesidential‘property involved. It is
also our épinion that je;ties and deflectors ére the most effective'and
appropriate means of providing bank protection to the subject area. ‘Bank

line and in-stream disruption will be minimal.
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In this case, jetties and deflectors have the following advantdges
. and benefits over riprap revetments:
1. 1lower cost because less rock is used

4 2. less destruction of riparian vegetation essential
to fish and wildlife o

3. 1less alteration of current and flow patterns
because jetties and deflectors do not have as great
a tendency as revetments to "direct" flow against
the other side of the stream

4. the cost of constructing jetties and defiectors is
consistent with the nature of the structures and

- e ms e - -

property involved * ° T - .= - - -
Petitioners Douglas and Floy Sandy 6bject to the construction qf
the proposed facilities on the grounds that the structures will fqrce
the main current against their river bank, thereby causing ioss or
damage fo their property thfough erosion. During her testimony Floy
Sandy dessribéd instances where, in her oéinion, jetties‘aﬁdiother shoré
protection desices had been insta;ied.with adverse effects. \Pesitioners'
concern ébout the project appears to stem from such knowledgeé howefér,
nolevidencs wss reseived fq support Petitioners’ pdsitidn that the struc-
‘tures would damage their property through erosibn.‘ |
The Sandys' concerns can probably never be completely_allast because
Vthere is always some degree of uncertainty.in,desling witﬁ riVsrs..AIf
the‘jetties and deflectors are installed -- and work as anticipated -- no
damage should occur to the Sandys' property. In that case, the only

impact wpuld_be esthetic in that the structures would be visible from the -

Sandy property. Esthetics are not a primary issue for cohsidération under-

the removal-fill law.

' Issuance of perﬁits SP 1393 and SP 1624 is affirmed.
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ULTIMATE FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Thg projects, as permitted under SP 1393 and'SP 1624, will no£
unreasonably interfere with navigation; fishing, or publié recreation.
2. The pfoposed projects conform to sound poligies of conservation . -
in fh&t thé proposed bank treatment is not excessive relativé tb the
strﬁctures and propérty protected. Fishery and wildlife resqurces will
‘not be advéfsély affected to an unreasonable degree.
-néyhvi_—Aj;ﬁfqéQBL,fThe;proposed_projeqts:willknqx‘interfe:é_with,qr end;nggrﬁpgblic
heélfh or séfety.
) .4. The proposed projects wili not cause erosion oﬁ Petitioners'
.{prbéerty if the strucﬁures are properly installed.

5. AThe proposed projects are in conformance with existing pup;ic
usés of the area in that stream bank protection is an appropriate
activity at tﬁis location and will not unreasonably interfere with othef
public uses.

6._ The prqject permitted uhdef SP 1393 is consistent with the duly
enacted iand use-plan for the area. The SP 1624 project has not yet been .

reviewed by County officials but is similar .to the SP 1393 project.

?:_ SP 1393 and SP 1624 do not authorize trespass upon private lands,

‘including lands under the Sandy River.
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The projects as permitted under SP 1393 and SP 1624 are consistent
‘with ORS 541.605 through 541.695.

ORDER

The issuance of SP 1393 and SP 1624 is affirmed subject only to the

approval of Clackamas County Pianningrdfficials for the work to be done

under SP 1624.

Dated this

25th day of

September , 1979.

DIVISION OF STATE LANDS

e

-

ifliam S. Cox, Director

NOTICE: You are entitled to judicial review of this Order. Judicial
' review may be obtained by filing a petition for review within
60 days from the service of this Order. Judicial review is
pursuant to the provisions of ORS Chapter 183, '
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DATE

WHILE YOU
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PHONE

TELEPHONED

TIME

WERE OUT

PERSON TO SEE YOU

CALLED

PLEASE CALL

WILL CALL AGAIN

ANTS TO SEE YOU

YOUR CALL

MESSAGE

DATE TIME
CALLE®
OF
PHONE
TELEPHONED PERSON TO SEE YOU

PLEASE CALL

WILL CALL AGAIN

ANTS TO SEE YOU

RETURNED YOUR CALL

TAKEN BY

TAKEN BY

FORM B1-125-1619

FORM 81-125-1619
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DATE TIME

WHILE YOU WERE OUT

CALLED
OF
PHONE

TELEPHONED PERSON TO SEE YOuU

PLEASE CALL WANTS TO SEE YOU

WILL CALL AGAIN RETURNED YOUR CALL

MESSAGE

TAKEN BY

FORM B1-125.1619
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TO SEE YOU
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FORM 81-125-1619






TO:

STATE OF OREGON INTER. _ FICE MEMO

File DATE: July 26, 1979

FROM: Standley L. Ausmus

SUBJECT: Doug Sandy file #03-0109

81.125.1387

After several calls from Mr. Sandy on July 24, 25, and 26 to Paul and
myself none of which were returned because of our absences from the office
on those dates I called Mr. Tim Ramis, attorney for Mr. Sandy (222-4402) at
Mr. Sandy's requeste.

Mr. Ramis' request was that we prepare a letter specifying or detailing
Mr. Lawson's expertise in the field of hydrology to support his statements
on the water project permit review form dated May 22, 1979 for Division of
State Lands permit #SP-1393. Mr. Ramis wanted these supportive statements for
use in the hearing Friday, July 27.

I advised Mr. Ramis that Mr. Lawson was not a professional hydrologist,
but that he is a professional geologist with an extensive background in nat-
ural resources and conservation fields. I stated further that he is an exper-
ienced field observer and the review comments which he forwarded to the Div-
ision of State Lands on June 4, 1979 were his own best judgement based upon
his experience in the field. Beyond these statements I declined to provide
a written document and advised Mr. Ramis that Paul's review comments could
stand on their own merits as a part of the normal agency review process.

I advised Mr. Ramis that the agency having jurisdiction, in this case
the Division of State Lands, would be the agency with the decision making
authority and these comments were submitted as part of the review solicitation.
I further advised that I would not permit this office to be involved in an
interagency conflict in this matter. He stated that he appreciated that
position and would accept ite
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Board turns down -
request for mining

OREGON CITY -— 'The‘
+ Clackamas County Board of Com-
, missioners have denied a request
i for a rock and gravel mining
' operation near Dodge Park in the.
| Sandy area. .
Commissioners rejected the
proposal, submitted earlier this
year by Douglas Sandy, for a con-
ditional use permit to allow “sur—__{
face mining” of rock and gravel
on Sandy’s own property, a!
“ proposal which met stiff opposi-
tion from residents of the area ‘
" during a series of meetings before |
- the county hearings officer. |
" Residents complained that the |
+ mining facility would be too noisy,
; would harm wildlife and cause too -
" much rock dust and traffic in the -
area.
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HECEIVED -
DIVISION OF STATE LANDS
1445 State Street ’ N Date: June 14, 1979
Salem, Oregon 97310 \HJN ]'8 19[J :
Phone: 378-3059 DEP1 OF GEOLOGY

WRIPERMAY BrOJECT

PERMIT REVIEW

Corps Public Notice No. 071-0YA-4-003370 Div. of State Lands No. SP 1624
Applicant: Clackamas Soil & Water Conservation District

Please recurn your comments to the Division of State Lands by: June 25,1979

Application involves: ( ) Coastal Zone { ) Fill (\)/Riprap ( ) Easement

( ) Removal ( ) Structure {( ) Lease

We have reviewed the abcve Corps Notice/Permit Application and offer the following comments

( ) A ~_permit is required by this agenc

]

( ) We do not believe the project would have an adverse effect.
{ ) We believe the effects of this project, although measurable, would be accepta

( ) We believe the project would be acceptable if methods of construction were
altered as listed below.

( ) We would attend a conference with the applicant to seek project alternatives.
{ ., The project is unacceptable as proposed (explained).

{ ) We have no comment.

-
e

Y.

ble.

Comments:
The observations submitted relative to SP 1393 are also applicable to this

Ja f oot

. Lawson
Field Representative
MLRD, DOGAMI

Agency W opmdad By Date _June 21, 19
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

PORTLAND DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P. O. BOX 2946

PORTLAND, OREGON 97208

NPPND-RF-1 11 June 1979

PUBLIC NOTICE
071-0YA-4-003370
BANK PROTECTION
SANDY RIVER - MILE 20.4 - IN CLACKAMAS COUNTY, NEAR SANDY, OREGON

Interested parties are hereby notified that application has been made for
a Department of the Army permit for work in navigable waters of this
Engineer District under-the-provisions- of Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act of 1977 (P.L.-95-217).

Name of Applicant: Clackamas Soil & Water Conservation District,
256 Warner Milne Road, Oregon City, Oregon 97045, telephone (503) 657-1141.

Character and Purpose of Work: To construct seven rock deflectors along
approximately 800 linear feet of bankline as shown on the attached drawings
marked 003370 (Sandy River-Bank Protection). The rock deflectors will
require the total placement of approximately 1,206 cubic yards of angular
rock riprap. The quantity breakdown for each respective deflector is shown
on Sheet 4 of 4. The rock will be obtained from a nearby quarry, and
trucked in to the proposed construction site. The purpose of the rock de-
flectors is to provide erosion-control for the bankline.

Additional Information: Additional information may be obtained from

Ed Olmsted (SCS) Clackamas Soil & Water Conservation District, 256 Warner
Milne Road, Oregon City, Oregon 97045, phone (503) 657-1141, or Ron Marg,
Permit Coordinator, U. S. Army Corps of Engineers, P. O. Box 2946,
Portland, Oregon 97208, phone (503) 221-6995.

The requested permit, if issued, will be subject in part to the following
conditions: |

aa. All construction debris will be disposed of onm land in such a manner
that it cannot enter into the waterway.

bb. Care will be taken to prevent any petroleum products, chemicals or
other deleterious materials from entering the water.

cc. Slope of the riprap, bank, or excavation, etc., will be no steeper than.
1-1/2 feet horizontal to 1 foot vertical.

(Cont'd on Page la)




NPPND-RF-1
071-0YA-4-003370

Special Conditions Cont'd.

dd. Only clean, durable riprap will be used.

ee. All areas along the bank disturbed or newly created by the construction
activity will be seeded, sodded, revegetated, or given some other equivalent
type of protection against subsequent erosion.

ff. When the District Engineer has been notified by a fishery agency that a
filling activity is adversely affecting fish or:;wildlife resources or the-
harvest thereof, and when the District Engineer subsequently directs remedial
measures, the permittee will comply with such directions as may be received
to suspend or modify the activity, to the extent required to mitigate or
eliminate the adverse effect.

Endangered Species. Preliminary determinations indicate that the proposed
activity will not affect an endangered species, or their critical habitat
designated as endangered or threatened, pursuant to the Endangered Species
Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 844). TFormal consultation pursuant to Section 7 of

the Act with the Department of the Interior is not required for this proposed
activity. '
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NPPND-RF-1
071-0YA- 4-003370

The latest published version of the National Register of Historic Places has

been consulted. It has been determined that the property described is not a

registered property, nor is it listed in the latest published version of the

Register as being eligible for inclusion therein. This District is not aware
of the presence of any cui‘ural resources at the proposed work site.

Additional Requirements: ‘A permit for the proposed work will not be issued
until certification, as required under Section 401 of the Clean Water Act of
1977 (P.L. 95-217), has been received from the Oregon-State Department of
Environmental Quality. State law requires that leases, easements or permits

be obtained for certain works or activity in the described waters. These State
requirements must be met where applicable, and the Department of the Army permit
must be obtained before any work waterward of the ordinary high water line may
be accomplished. Other local governmental agencies may also have ordinances

or requirements which must-be-satisfied before-the work-is accomplished._ =sm=-__

Public Hearing: Any person may request, in writing, within the comment period
-specified in this notice, that a public hearing be held to consider this appli-
cation. Requests for public hearings shall state, with particularity, the
reasons for holding a public hearing.

Interested parties are requested to submit in writing any comments.or objections
they may have to the proposed work. The decision whether to issue a permit will
be based upon an evaluation of the probable impact of the proposed activity on the
public interest. That decision will reflect the national concern for both pro-
tection and utilization of important resources. The benefit which reasonably may
be expected to accrue from the proposal must be balanced against its reasonably

. foreseeable detriments. All factors which may be relevant to the proposal will

be considered; among these are conservation, economics, aesthetics, general
environmental concerns, historic values, fish and wildlife values, flood damage
prevention, land use, navigation, recreation, water supply, water quality, energy
needs, safety, food production and, in general, the needs and welfare of the people.
In addition, the impact of the activity on the public interest will be evaluated
by EPA guidelines, under authority of Section 404(b) of the Clean Water Act. No
permit will be granted unless it is found to be in the public interest.

A preliminary determination has been made that an environmental impact statement
is not currently required for the proposed work.

Replies to this notice should be mailed to reach this office not later than

26 June 1979.
. J. HE

Chief, Navigation Division

NPPFL 102B (REV)
Jan 79 "
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003370 (Sandy River-Bank Protection
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P.0. Box 1760, Portland, OR. 97207

Pubiic Notice

The following shall constitute public notice by the State of Oregon
that the Department of Environmental Quality, pursuant to the
requirements of Section 401 of the Clean Water Act of 1977, PL-95- 2]7,
has been requested to certify that there is reasonable assurance that
the project described in Corps of Engineers public Notice No.
071-0YA-4-003370 will not violate applicable water quality -standards.

Comments regarding possible water quality effects of the proposed
project shall be sent within 30 days to the Department of Environmental
Quality, P.0. Box 1760, Portland, OR. 97207: 522 S.W. 5th Avenue,

Portland, OR. 97204.

T i ot

a

1

Department of Environmental Quality

XRBRSIRXIOORRISOMKRR R ETX ROKRYANDOORE GO BTL2RE  Telephone (503) 229- 5358
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DIVISION OF STATE LANDS o OF GEOLOGY
1445 State Street : &S fiNEDAL INDUS. Date: May 31, 1979

Salem, Oregon 97310

Phone: 378-3059
- WATERWAY PROJECT
PERMIT REVIEW

Corps Public Notice No. Div. of State Lands No. SP 1624
Applicant: Clackamas Countyv Soil & Water Conservation District
Please recurn your comments to the Division of State Lands by: June 20, 1979

Application involves: ( ) Coastal Zone ( ) Fill ( \)ﬂ’gzprap ( ) Easement

( ) Removal ( ) Structure ( ) Lease

We have reviewed the abcve Corps Notice/Permit Application and offer the following comments:

E]

() A permit is required by this agency.

( ) We do not believe the project would have an adverse effect.

{ ) We believe the effects of this project, although measurable, would be accsptable.

{ ) We believe the project would be acceptable if methods of construction were
altered as listed below.

( ) We would attend a conference with the applicant to seek project alternatives.

{ . The project is unacceptable as proposed (explained).

{ ) We have no comment.

Comments:

The observations submitted relative to SP 1393 are also applicable to this

proposal.

aul F, Lawson

Field Representative
MLRD, DOGAMI

Agency

,.;ﬁﬁ}rfz ' By Date_June 21,1979
|
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Bend to: E - FOR DIVISION USE
Division of State Lands ‘ ' _ . - Please return by
1445 State Street L . : Date Received
Salem, Oregon 97310 - : . ‘ Per it No. SF [
’ ’ Waterway ‘
County

APPLICATION FOR REMOVAL OR FILL PERMIT
(ORS Chapter 541.605 et seq.)

Please Print

1. Applicant's Name (lackamas Countv Soil & Water Conservation District

Address_ 256 Warner Milne Rd : Phone _ 657-11)1
City Qregon City - _State_ Oregon : 2ip Code_ 970L5
2. Project Supe_rviso;:'s Name " Phone
3. -Property Owner's Name . - Qan attached list
‘ Address Phone- :
City : ‘ State 2 : Zip Code
4. Waterway affected by project Sandy River Tributary of Columbia »
'County oM ackamas Ilﬁ;ygr 29.3 Séction 1 Township__ 2 S Range L} E l____

Local name- for project location See attached man

5. Purpose(s) of project'  Fmergencv watershed protection.

6. Describe f,'our proposed operation {Attach additional sheet if necessary):

Rock deflector

 plans |
7. When will project start? Julv 1979 Be completed? _September 1979
8. Project will be: Re oval " Fill Combination Riprap x
9; Fill will consist of: rock = . gravel sand __ silt __ other
Removal will consist of: rock _~ gravel _ sand __ silt - other x
10. Amount of Fill (cu.yds.) annually ‘ tbtal project 1206
-Amount of Removal (cu. yds.) annually total project

11. .Where will you place surplus aterials?

12. Wwhat steps do you plan to take to restore the area to its natural condition?

Signead %/&{%ﬁ%x/ Tittle

CONTINUED ON BACK OF SHEET

U MAY 241979
DI‘J!SIOI\I OF STATE LANDS -

e R P

D)E 71E ]
LH}E@EH\YL@

141-31-04-77

Date 2%/27/57——/ %;77
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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
906 Main Street, Second Floor

Oregon City, OR 97045 JUN -4 5
DEPT OF
& MJNERA?.E%SSSY;
HEARING - 7, 1979 - 9:00 a.m.
Attendance:

Commissioner Skoko

Commissioner Schumacher
Commissioner Groener

Dominic Mancini, Planning Staff
Beth Blount, County Counsel
Winston Kurth, DES

DECISION - Douglas Sandy
39001 SE Serban—Road
OR 97055 CU-141-78

Request: Develop approximately 10 acres with a mining operation to
include removal, screening, washing and crushing

Location: Northeast end of Servan Road approixmately 1 mile northeast
of its intersection with Bluff Road, Sandy area

History: 'This matter was heard by the Board on April 23, 1979 and continued
until today for decision only. In the interim, the Board will
view the property

Commissioner Skoko:- The Board has visited the site and in addition to
, that we have a reguest from Douglas Sandy, through his attorney,
that additional evidence be allowed to be presented at this time.

Commissioner Groener: Mr. Chairman, the question I have - the problem is,
as I understood, is that this was set for decision only at 9 a.m.
Is that correct?

Commissioner Skoko: Yes, however, in your absence .

Comiissioner Groener: The point is, if you are going to accept additional
testimony at any time, it seems to me that would have to reopen
the hearing in all fairness - and allow rebuttal time and we would
then be going into next week or the following week. That would be
my position. -

Commissioner Schumacher; The motion, as I understand it, is based on the
affidavits of one of our staff members and someone else - Mr.
Sandy and Mr. Kato, who is with the Planning staff. The motion
is that we reconsider - admitting the rock material resource study
for Clackamas County. I think this is based on the fact that one
of the findings, one of the conclusions made by the Hearings Officer
was that was that this particular action would be detrimental to
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Hearing - May 7, 1979 _ ' .
Page 2 , .

the Comprehens1ve Plan and especially in the absenc fox
a study available for mineral resources called for the in ”

. the Plan, our Comprehensive Plan - and his parting line, his
bottom is - especially since reasonable sites are unknown, so
I think one of the material rationale given-by the Hearings
Officer was the absence of the study. I think what they are -
asking for is that this Board be allowed to read this study, o
or that they be allowed to introduce it.

Commissioher Groemer: Has to consider-the equity here. "I can't consider
having Mr. Sullivan here without hav1ng Mr. Brockley here.
Seems to me that we have raised that issue enough. If you are
.going to argue,it, I would ask that it not be argued now and
that we reset this so that .the lawyer for the oppos1t1on have ,
the opportun1ty to hear it and respond.

Mr. Su111van Mr. Cha1rman, we don't intend to argue the motion. (Motion '
has been served upon Mr. Brockley last Thursday )E :

Discussion regarding setting a new. time for consideration of the motion,
and if any weight has been placed on.that portion of the Hearings Officer
in considering a decision on this matter. Commissioner Skoko stated:that
he did not believe the request was of any significance at this

.. time based upon previous history of the general area, ‘terrain adjacent -
to and about the Sandy River. In addition to that, there are .various
other sources of aggregate available in the area. Commissioner Schumacher
we do something about the motion, approve or deny it.

Commissioner Groener: Mr. Chairman, I move denial of the motion.

Commissioner Schumacher: Second.

Commissioner Groener: Aye
Commissioner Schumacher: Aye v
Commissioner Skoko: Aye.

Commissioner Groener: Mr. Cha1rman, I move we upho]d the dec1s1on of the
Hearings Officer.

Commissioner Schumacher: Second.

Commissioner Groener: ' Under explanation, my consideration after v1s1t1ng
the site - frankly did not concentrate on the area that I'm sure |
Mr. Sullivan and. the Courts are going to be concerned with that -. .
and that is the aggregate study of our Comp Plan - mineral resources
study-and just where it's located. I visited that site - and I
Know I'm not as knowledgable as Mr. Sandy or Mr. Suliivan, but
I'11 tell you something, if I lived in that area [ was. frank]y
amazed at.the beauty. I was born and raised in th1s County and
Hadn't been on that road in that area, and down in that area - went
‘across the river and visited that site, several homes on there
and the thing I thought about this morning - what if I Tived in the

area. And that's the criteria I try to use. If I lived in that
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- area, would I want a rock crusher going, even i

. IHeam’ng - May 7, %9 . - Q L

a@for a: t1me ,
limited in one of the most pristine areas, now on]y‘..,‘ﬁw S
County but in the State of Oregon. That's how I based 1€ T’
think the Hearings Officer made the right decision.

Commissioner Schumacher: I'm conv1nced, of course, that the Hear1ngs .

0fficer made the wrong decision but the outcome is going to

be the same and because I am still of the opinion that our )
Zoning Ordinance does not allow a rock crusher as a conditional
use. I would not vote for the motion because of the rationale
“.given by the Hearings Officer but I would deny: 1t based on the
fact that a rock crusher is not permitted. :

Commissioner Groener: Aye
Commissioner- Schumacher: No. L
Commissioner Skoko: No. ~— I'm ready for another:motion.

=

Commissioner Schumacher: I am going to move that the Hearings Officer‘be'

overruled and that the Londitional Use be denied because a rock
crusher is not a conditional use in Clackamas County.

Commissioner Groener: Second for discussion. ~Just a question of Bob.

I realize this is-a historical stance. I would appreciate.- -
I really haven't been briefed on that. I think you are talking

- the Rock Creek Sand and Gravel case.

Cohmissioner Schumacher: I don't think it's a conditiona1;'f1 think our

Zoning Ordinance is absent - is silent on that subject. For
instance it states, if memory serves me correctly, that what you

.can have is quarrying operations and other similar types pits,.
"which I'm-certain.- the scriveners probably intended something

imore than that. If you look at the case law on the subject, as
far as asking if a crusher is a portion of the use of quarrying,
you will find there are more cases saying that it isn't that

.that it is. Simply saying that you have a quarrying operation
"to automatically get the companion use of a rock crusher, and

perhaps a 'pug mill and few other things that go with them, I
say is not covered in our zoning ordinance. I don't think it's
covered in our Comprehensive Plan, though the plan comes closer

“in its wording to indicating because they talk about screening, but

‘ _they do not designate the rock crusher as part of the conditional

use.” Now I realize that that is go1ng to have to be tested some-
time but I don't believe that it is. -

Commissioner Groener: Mr. Chairman, I support the motion, but just again

in case this ends up in court, and that's the only leg I have to
stand on, I'm not going to allow that. My reason for supporting
this motion for the record that it ds incompatible in my opinion
with the overall Comprehensive Plan for Clackamas County for

that area, that the Hearings. Officer was correct “in his interpre-
tation, and that this almost pristine wilderness area was totally
incongruous with a rock crusher operation.
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Comm1ss1oner Skoko: I will have to expla1n my pos1t1on % ;fI~am of
the opinion that I can more logically support Commw%_'one i
Schumacher's motion based on past history of events=~ ;C1adkamas””
County, We did visit the site - and I also am of the opifion *~
to a degree of the reasons that Mr. Groener suggested - on the
opposite bank of .the Sandy there are numerous homes that in
my opinion could be adversely effected by the noise from the
crushing operation. However, crUshing operation currently,
according to our past history, is precluded in that part1cu]ar :
location so I wou]d have to 'support Comm1ss1oner Schumacher's
motion. : .

Commissioner Schumacher: Aye

Commissioner Groener: Aye

Commissioner Skoko: Aye. This conc]udes the Sandy matter at
th1s particular, time.

B
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902 ABERNETHY ROAD  WINSTON W. KURTH

OREGON CITY, OREGON 07045 AssistantDireclor |
(503) 655-8521  Operations Director |

DAVID J. ABRAHAM |
Utilities Director |

JOHN C. MGINTYRE DAVID R. SEIGNEUR

Planning Director

-+ Director  pi6HARD L. DOPP

Development
. Services
Administrator

. FINDING AND DECISION OF THE HEARINGS OFFICER .

" File No.: CU-141-78

- Applicant: K. Douglas Sandy, 39001 S.E. Serbin Road, P. O.
Box 315, Sandy, .Oregon 97055. ‘

‘Propbsal: To develop approximately 10 acres of the'subject

. property with a mining operation to include removal, screening,
washing, and crushing of material. The material would then

be stockpiled on the site, and be transported for commercial
use. There would be approximately of
material removed, and the end result would be an approximately
10 acre man-made lake .for commercial fish raising. '

'Date'Applicatidn‘Filed:A November 15, 1978

" Decigion Rendered: February 6, 1979
" T.ast Date to Appeal: February 21, 1979

" Planning bepartment‘Recommen&ationi Approval, subjéct to con-

" 'Staff Representative:
Gary Naylor

t

' Public Hearing: A public hearing was held in Courtroom No. 4,
Clackamas County Courthouse, Oregon City, Oregon, on January 18,
1979, at 7:00 o'clock p.m., at which time the matter was continued
for decision only until January 29, 1979, at 7:00 o'clock p.m.,
at the same location. On January 29, 1979, at 7:00 o'clock p.m.
in Courtroom No. 4, Clackamas County Courthouse, Oregon City,
Oregon, the matter was further continued until February 6, 1979, -
at 7:00 o'clock p.m., for decision only, at the same location, 1
at which time an oral decision was rendered. S
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. Speaking in ‘Support iof Request: _ :

l. Jim Goodwin, Attorney at Law, P. O. BoxlB, West Linn, -

2. Till Forman, 25621 S.E. Highway 224, Boring, Oregon; '

3. _ Bruce Erickson, 39330 Proctor Blvd., Sandy,~0regon;f

4, Frances W. Marsh, 13505 S.E. Marsh Rqad;‘Sanay; Oregon;

5. - Ron Anderson, 12110 S.E.aviréinia Court{lSaﬁdy,rO:eéon;

6. Orren Denhart, 12500 S.E. Virginia Coﬁrﬁf:Sandy,{érégon}
7. Asa Waf; 38501 S.E. Serbin Road, Sandy,idregon;"

8. Ron Dusek, Attorney at Law, P. O. -Box B, West Linn,

Oregon. . ' ‘ : -

" Community Organization Response: The Cottrell Neighborhood )
Group was timely notified of this request, and recommended approval.
The SCAN and Bull-Run neighborhood groups were timely notified

.0of this request, but did not respond. B

. 8peaking in Oppdsition‘tO'Requést:

1. . 'sid Brockley, Lawyer, 816 7th Street, Oregon Ciﬁf," oo

2. - Roberta Bishop, 38651 S.E. Serbin Road, Sandy, Oregon;
3. -Dewey Zweiéart, 38180 S.E. Serbin Road, Sandy, Oregon;
.4.' Lee Houston,'l3132 S.E. Marsh Road, Sandy, Oregon;

5. James Snyder, 12940 S.E. Marsh Road, Séndy, Oregon;

6. .Joan Surface, 13373 S.E. Marsh Road, Sandy, Oregon;

7. John Berg, 12939 S.E. Marsh Road, Sandy, Oregon;

8. Harold Amidon, 12345 S.E. Marsh ﬁoad, Sandy, Oregon; -
9. bwight Baum, 13075 S;E; Maréh'Road, Sandy, Oregon;

10. Janet Nerison, 12120 S.E. MarSh Road, Saqdy,'Oregon;
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" FINDINGS:

the property slopes very.steeply downward to the immediate valley

O o0 |

b, e

11. Teddy Peetz, 13333 S.E. Marsh Road, Sandy,AOregan;
12. AJoéephAWesheein, 12442 S.E. Lusted Road;VSandy, bregpn}
13. Sue bority, 13150 S.E. Marsh Road, Sandy, Oregon; |
14. Sherri Huston, 13231 S.E. Marsh Road, Sahdy,>0régonf
15. Earl MCCormick, l287l'S,E. Marsh Road,zséndy} O:egonj
16. Pat Jacoby, 21 N.E. 43d Avenue, Portland,loregoh;

l7: Cindy Peetz, 13333 S.E. Marsh Road, San@y( Oregon; '
18. Charles:;;ynbe, 12979 S.E. Marsh Road, ééﬁdy;'Orégdn;f
-109, ChriéiBeelér, 13434 S.E. Marsh Road, Sandy,'Oregoﬁ;‘

20. Gale Peﬁersoni 16262 Bluff Road} Sandy, Oregon;

21. Larry Fisher, 222 S.W. Harrison Street,fPortland}
Oregon; o -

' 22. Judith McCormick, 12851 S.E. Marsh Road, Sandy, Oregon.

A. "Subjéct‘Property: ‘ B T

t

1. Description: Part of Tax Iot 1900, Section 1, T2S, R4E,
W.M., and part of Tax Lot 400, Section 36, Tl1lS, R4E, W.M., Clackamas
County, Oregon. . :

2. Location: Off the northeast end of Serbin Road, approxi-
mately. 1 mile northeast of its intersection with Bluff Road, Sandy
Area. ’ : ‘

3. Zone: TT-20, Transitional Timber. o ?
4, Comprehensive Plan Designation: Forest. 5
5. Site Description: The>subjéct property is approximately

54,89 acres in size. The northwestern corner of the property is'}

part of the plateau-like area above the  immediate valley formed
by the Sandy River. Most of the western and northern portion of

E
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.of the Sandy River. The proposed site is within the eastern and"
central portions of the property that at¥e part of a relatively )
level bench of land.-above the immediate bank of the Sandy Rlverf
This area-also includes-the applicant's re51dence and several
outbuildings.

. . . |
) The extreme western and northwestern portions of the property<
- are underlaid by a Bull Run Silt Loam soils type with a 3-15%
) slope, a Class VIe agricultural capability, and a.Class I forest
_suitability. The steeply sloping western and northern portions
of the property are underlaid by the Ascoff Stony Loam soils type,
“with a 60-80% slope, a Class VIIe agricultural capablllty, and
a Class I forest suitability. The relatively level eastern portlon
of the property is underlaid by the Camas Gravely: Sandy Loam soils
type, with a Class IVw agricultural capability, and an unknown .
forest suitability, except for a narrow strip that is a wet area
along the base of the steeply sloping portion of the property.
Said wet area is underlaid by a Wapato Silty Clay.Loam soils type,
with a Class IIIw agrlcultural capability, and a Class IV or less |
forest suitability. A . A . |

The western. and northern upland and sloping portlons of the
property are covered with mixed hardwoods and softwoods. Most of
the ‘lower, eastern portion of the property has been cleared of
timber and the surface material has been removed from much of the
proposed mining site. However, there are some areas within this
portion of the property that are covered prlmarlly with hardwoods,

and there 1s a narrow, arc—-shaped wet area 1n grasses.
b

A geologlc map of the area identifies the proposed site as
part of a localized area of Estacada formation described as cobble,
gravel and bouldery cobble gravel with minor amounts of mud flow
deposits; :weathered to a depth of about 10 feet; 1/4 inch rinds
maximum decomposition;-as much as 100 feet thick along the Sandy
River; 30-50 feet along the Clackamas River and Clear Creek.

6. History: The subject property is within an area that
was originally zoned RA-1, ‘Rural (Agricultural) Single Family
Residential on December 14 1967, and re-zoned Transitional Timber
on July 31, 1978. " The applicant began clearing and draining the
proposed site in the early 1970"s, and his records show the first
commercial sale of fill material was in 1972. He has sold fill
material at an ever increasing rate since that time. A large

portion of the approx1mately 10 acres of the subject property pro-
posed for the mining operation have already been cleared, and the
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has included a dragline, 2 bulldozers, and 2 front end loaders

" B. ~Vicinity Information: The subject property is within an

. to the Sandy River is predominantly wooded, and slopes downward

‘residential area ‘developed with small lots along Marsh Road.

© ties. ~
C. ° Service Considerations: The subject property is served by
well, spring, septic tank and drainfield. The applicant has

" CONCLUSTONS :

A. The TT =20 Zoning District in which the subject Droperty is

‘area is in excess of 4 acres, the mining site is at least. 1,500

TN ’ Pt

O | O

. ] ‘ e L
surface material has been .removed. Equipment on the property

and a first stage screening plant owned by E.L.T.E., Inc.

area of large properties and scattered residences .on the west ‘side
of the Sandy River. This area extending eastward from Bluff Road

to the river over several benches and escarpments. Some 2,000
feet east of the subject site, an across the Sandy=River”is a-.

Dodge Park is not far removed to the northeast from the subject
property and is heavily used by the publlc for recreatlon actlv1—

indicated that chemlcal toilets would be suff1c1ent for the mining

operatlon. 0

located permlts the proposed commercial mining and. processing .of
rock and rock products upon approval as a-conditional use, and .
upon a finding by the Hearlngs Officer that the proposal meets thq
site requirements set forth in Section 8.7 of the Clackamas ‘County
zoning Ordinance, will not be detrimental to the general Compre - ;
hensive Plan for Clackamas County or to surrounding properties, j
and is not in conflict with LCDC Goals 3 and 4. The applicant

is required to establish each of those criteria by preponder.ance
of the evidence. :

B. ThlS request complies with each of the site requirements set
forth in Section 8.7 of the Zoning Ordinance. The minimum lot

feet from any residential district, the production and excavation
would not be within 50 feet from any property line, the mine pit
would Have no slope steeper than 1 foot horizontal to 1 foot ver-
tical, and conditions of approval could assure that the exterior
boundaries of the property would be enclosed by a sight-obscuring
fence, except for areas of access and egress. :

One iésue raised by the. opponents is that the site would be
closer than 1,500 feet from a Residential District. The Hearings
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Officer finds this not to be so. The term "Res1dent1al Dlstflct""

. C. This, request is not in confllct with LCDC Goals 3 or. 4 and’

‘proposed mining site has either been cleared of timber, or is

e

refers to a zoning district and not to a residential use of land.
The mining site is within 1,500 feet of the RA-1 Zoning District
to the south, but it is the conclusion of the Hearings Officer
that the RA-l Zonlng District is not a "Residential Dlstrlct“ as
that term is used in Sectlon 8.7 of the Zoning Ordlnance. A ’

is found to be overall in compliance with the LCDC Goals(whlch are

_applicable. Regarding Goal 3, the agricultural lands goal,; the

site is found not to be generally suitable for agrlculbural pro-

- duction, glven its poor soils, the fact that the property is not

within an' agricultural area, and the previous use qQf the- property.?
The intended final use would appear to be a good aqucultural use’
of the property. Regardlng Goal 4, the forest land goal, the

covered with hardwoods which are not considered of commercial ‘
quality, and allowing this request would seem to result in no loss
of commercial forest land. The request would appear to further
the economy of the state goal by permitting the use.of a non- \
renewable resource needed for development.

D. The appllcant has not, however, established thaf the request
doeg not. conflict with the Comprehensive Plan for Clackamas Countyvi.

‘'This request is found to be in conflict w1th the follow1ng prov151ons

of the Comprehens1ve Plan:
1. "Relating to Extractive Industries: E T o

‘a.. It is in conflict with the general statement that
development of mineral resources should be com-
patible with surrounding uses; and,

b. That extractive industries should have direct
access to a secondary arterial road or higher, as-
access is only to an extension of Serbin Road,
which is not a secondary arterial road or higher
classification.

2. Relating to Waters, the Plan recognizes that the Countyls
surface waters constitute an immeasurable natural ‘
resource. The Sandy River is listed as one which should
be protected from further contamination, disruption or:
development. Although the Hearings Officer does not
find from the evidence any real threat of pollutlon of
the Sandy River, a major contribution of that river is
recreation opportunity and aesthetic beneflts. Dodge
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Park is not far removed from the property and 1s' ‘
heavily used by the public.: It is found that the
noise and dust which would be caused hy this re-
quest for up to 10 years would adversely affect the
recreational and aesthetic qualities of the Sandy '
River in that area.:

3. Relating to Residential Areas, the Plan states the goal
: of protecting residential liveability. .The homes across
the Sandy River, -some 2,000 feet from the proposed mlnlng

site, constitute a Re51dent1al Area which would be
- adversely affected by this request. Noise, dust and
vibration from trucks. have adversely affected addltlonal
“homes along Serbln Road and its exten81on. X

Although thls request complles with other provisions of the
Comprehen51ve Plan, it is found to be in conflict overall, espec1a
in light of the absence at this date of a study of available mlneral
resources called for by the Plan. It cannot.be said at this time f
that the need for rock products in the Sandy Area outwelghs‘the
detriment to the 5urrounding properties when the evidence available
does not establish what the reasonable alternatives are.

E. - The applicant has not established that this request will not
be detrimental to surrounding properties. The evidence presented
establishes that noise, dust and wvibrations will occur as a result
of the proposed operation, which will adversely affect properties
in the area. Rock crushers are noisy, even though regulated by
DEQ. Rock .crushing. and processing does create dust which may be
held in the Sandy River Valley by inversion effects. This detri-
ment is not overcome by evidence of benefit to the community, again -
especially, as reasonable alternative sites are not known. |

A

”UECISION " Denial.

DATED this ‘{ day of Febru;zz?/}979.
| /. ga‘//\d/x .......

7 HEARINGS' OFFICER

Copy mall to Appllcant

HFARINGS OFFICER
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DIVISION OF STATE LANDS

1445 State Street C ’ Date: May 22, 1979
Salem, Oregon 97310
Phone: 378-3059

WATERWAY PROJECT
PERMIT REVIEW

_ Corps Public Notice No. 071-0YA-4-003312 piv. of State Lands No. SP 1393 |

Applicant: Clackamas Soil & Water Conservation District

Please return your comments to the Division of State Lands by: ASAP

Application involves: ( ) Coastal Zone ( ) Fill (V/Riprap ( ) Easement

b

( ) Removal ( ) Structure ( ) Lease
State Permit Has been issued. Corps Public Notice received today. Please respond

as soon as possible as the SCS would like to start project as soon as possible.

We have reviewed the abova Corps Noiice/Permit Application and offer the following comments:
I

( ) a permit is required by this agency.

.

( ) We do not believe the project would have an adverse effect.
{ ) We believe the effects of this project, although measurable, would be acceptable.

{ ) We believe the project would be acceptable if methods of construction were
altered as listed below.

( ) We would attend a conference with the applicant to seek project alternatives.
( ¥ The project is unacceptable as proposed (explained).

( ) We have no comment.

Comments: N
When, stream velocities increase to the extent that the proposed "berms" are
needed for the protection of the east bank, it is our opinion that they will alter
the flow so that the opposite point bar will be attacked. The west bank can also
be expected to erode.

It is our understanding that the deed to the property (Doug Sandy) opp031te the
proposed work site specifies ownership to0 the middle of the Sandy River. If eros1on
begins on this property after installation of these "berms," it seems the owner could
well have a strong case for damages against all partlclpatlng in the installation.

Once erosion begins, additional downstream changes are to be anticipated.

e

It would seem that gabions would provide adequate protectlon while mlnlmlzlng
the risk of change to the far bank and bar.




DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

PORTLAND DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P. O. BOX 2946
PORTLAND., OREGON 97208

NPPND-RF-1 18 May 1979

PUBLIC NOTICE
071-0YA-4-003312
BANK PROTECTION '
SANDY RIVER - MILE 20.2 - IN CLACKAMAS COUNTY, NEAR SANDY, OREGON

Interested parties are hereby notified that application has been made
for a Department of the Army permit for work in navigable waters of this
Engineer District under the provisions of Section 404 of the Clean Water
Act of 1977 (P.L. 95-217).

Name of Applicant:. Clackamas Soil &-Water Conservation-District, 256 - - .

Warner Milne Road, Oregon City, Oregon 97045, telephone (503) 657-1141.

Character and Purpose of Work: Construct five erosion-control berms along

-~deleterious materiats- from—entering the water. "~~~ —

300 linear feet of bankline as shown on the attached drawings marked
003312(Sandy River-Bank Protection). The berm will require placement of
approximately 60 cubic yards of rock per berm, or 300 cubic yards total.
The rock will be obtained from a nearby quarry, and trucked in to the site.

Additional Information: Additional information may be obtained from

Ed Olmsted (SCS) Clackamas Soil & Water Conservation District, 256 Warner
Milne Road, Oregon City, OR 97045, phone (503) 657-1141, or Roy Loghry,
Permit Coordlnator U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, P.0. Box 2946, Portland
Oregon 97208, phone (503) 221-6995.

The requested permit, if issued, will be subject in part to the following
conditions: ,

aa. All construction debris will be disposed of on land in such a manner
that it cannot enter into the waterway.

bb. Care will be taken to prevent any petroleum products, chemlcals or other

cc. Slope of the riprap, bank, or excavation, etc., will be no steeper than
1) feet horizontal to 1 foot vertical.

dd. Only clean, durable riprap will be used.

ee. All areas along the bank disturbed or newly created by the construction
activity will be seeded, sodded, revegetated, or given some other equivalent
type of ‘protection against subsequent erosion.

o = e

(Cont'd on page la)
e B-L fo. .
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NPPND-RF-1 18 May 1979
071-0YA-4-003312

Special Conditions Cont'd.

ff. When the District Engineer has been notified by a fishery agency that a
filling activity is adversely affecting fish or wildlife resources or the
harvest thereof, and when the District Engineer subsequently directs remedial
measures, the permittee will comply with such directions as may be received
to suspend or modify the activity, to the extent required to mitigate or
eliminate the adverse effect.

i s e e — e e

Endangered Species. Preliminary determinations indicate that the proposed
activity will not affect an endangered species, or their critical habitat
designated as endangered or threatened, pursuant to the Endangered Species
Act of 1973 (87 Stat. 844). Formal consultation pursuant to Section 7 of
the Act with the Department of the Interior is not required for this
proposed activity.

la
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NPPND-RF-1 "18 May 1979
071-0YA-4-003312

The latest published version of the National Register of Historic Places has

been consulted. It has been determined that the property described is not a

registered property, nor is it listed in .the latest published version of the

Register as being eligible for inclusion therein. This District is not aware
of the presence of any cultural resources at the proposed work site.

Additional Requirements: A permit for the proposed work will not be issued
until certification, as required under Section 401 of the Clean Water Act of
1977 (P.L. 95-217), has been received from the Oregon-State Department of
Environmental Quality. State law requires that leases, easements or permits

be obtained for certain works or activity in the described waters. These State
requirements must be met where applicable, and the Department of the Army permit
must be obtained before any work waterward of the ordinary high water line may
be accomplished. Other local governmental agencies may also have ordinances

or requirements which must~be satisfied before the work is accomplished+— - ———— -

Public Hearing: Any person may request, in writing, within the comment period
specified in this notice, that a public hearing be held to consider this appli-
cation. Requests for public hearings shall state, with particularlty, the
reasons for holding a publlc hearing.

Interested parties are requested to submit in writing any comments or objections
they may have to the proposed work. The decision whether to issue a permit will
be based upon an evaluation of the probable impact of the proposed activity on the
public interest. That decision will reflect the national concern for both pro-
tection and utilization of important resources. The benefit which reasonably may
be expected to accrue from the proposal must be balanced against its reasonably
foreseeable detriments. All factors which may be relevant to the proposal will
be considered; among these are conservation, economics, aesthetics, general
environmental concerns, historic values, fish and wildlife values, flood damage
prevention, land use, navigation, recreation, water supply, water quality, energy

needs, safety, food production and, in general, the needs and welfare of the people.

In addition, the impact of the activity on.the public interest will be evaluated
by EPA guidelines, under authority of Section 404(b) of the Clean Water Act. No
permit will be granted unless it is found to be in the public interest.

A prellmlnaryAaéEermlnatlon has been made that an environmental : impact statement L
is not currently required for the proposed work.

Replies to this notice should be mailed to reach this offlce not later than
11 June 1979.

Chief, Navigation Division

NPPFL 102B (REV)
Jan 79
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SANDY AREA

1. Frances Marsh

2. Richard Surface

3. Ted Peetz

4. Lee Hauston

5. Paul Belker

6. Harry Gramps

7. Dwight Baum

8. Dwight Baum

9. Portiand General Electrfc

10. James Kitchen

EXCAVATE THIS SECTION N,

VARIES

i

TYPICAL RIPRAP SECTION
SITES 2,3

TURAL GROUND LINE

R i W T
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’/JETTY ISOMETRIC VIEW

SANDY AREA

TYPICAL JETTY SECTION
SITE |

DRAWINGS ON THiS SHEET NOT TO SCALE

CLACKAMAS COUNTY
STREAMBANK PROTECTION
EMERGENCY WATERSHED PROTECTION

SECTION 216
CLACKAMAS COUNTY, OREGON

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE
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ROBERT W. STRAUB
GOVERNOR

- )

Department of Environmental Quality

P.0. Box 1760, Portland, OR. 97207

Public Notice

The following shall constitute public notice by the State of Oregon

~that the Department of -Environmental Quality, pursuant-to the .. ~.....

requirements of Section 401 of the Clean Water Act of 1977, PL-95-217,
has been requested to certify that there is reasonable assurance that
the project described in Corps of .Engineers public Notice No.

071-0YA-4-003312 will not violate applicable water quality standards.

Comments regarding possible water quality effects of the proposed
project shall be sent within 30 days to the Department of Environmental
Quality, P.0. Box 1760, Portland, OR. 97207: 522 S.W. 5th Avenue,
Portland, OR. 97204,

DEQ-1

KBRS XMYOERR KRN IKRREETX ROFRRUANDOORRE GO BT 2R%  Telephone (503) 229- 5358




The Clackamas ;County
: Board ofCommlssxoners will
review. a request by Doug.:.
Sandy of Sandy for -a- con-
i ditional .‘use - permit to
. develop 10acresof landfor a-
.mining operﬁxﬂgn - _'l‘he
earmg“W A9 am.
© April 23 at ‘the county
courthouse. R

M 'Sandy ' is appealmg the
» decision of Clackamas
‘ County - Hearings. ~ Officer -
Richard Crist who denied his
application earlier this year..
* Crist rejected the. permit on
the grounds that such an-

i

verse effects on the ‘en-
vironment as well as Sandy s
neighbors. ™

" The 10 acres, located near-.
:@3 Sandy Rwer «off Serban -

[ e e

operatlon might - have ad- °

'deCzszon

Road wouldbetbe51teof the
operation ‘which would -in-.
clude"
.ashmg x:.and crushmg of
rocks W

- Sandy has saxd he hopes to . k ’
run the mining operation for
 maximum of ‘10 years, "_ ;-
o

' ‘teplacing it with a troutfarm
. when enough of the rock has
been removed. +

“The 'commissiners have
‘been studying a transcript ‘of
~‘Sandy’s -hearing with Crist _
-and- testimony at Monday'’s -

"hearmg will, for the most
part, be restncted to the

tramcnpt
~New ewdence may be
.. heard with the consent of the

moval, screening, .’

Wi W TS

§ 1

H

G

_commissioners;:. but” it is

. dlscouraged according to-a

,Spokesman from the com-
. missioners’ offlce

N
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by MARK _FLOYD '

A five-hour heariné on Douglas
Sandy’s mining operation off Serban

{ Road drew a crowd of more than 60

t

{

1
i

1
1

" lake which would be used for com- .-

people with con51derable conflicting

and confusing testimony at the county .

courthouse Thursday night.

Clackamas County Hearings Officer .

Richard Crist conducted the meeting
and will render a decision Jan. 29 after
reviewing the evidence.

- .Sandy’s application was for a con-

ditional use permit to develop 10 acres
of his property near Dodge Park. He

hopes to conduct a mining operation.

which would include removal,
screening, washing and crushing of

rock over the next 10 years until ap-,
proximately 260,000 yards of material -

hasbesnremoved.
The end result would be a man-made

mercial fish-raising, Sandy said.
Several of Sandy s nelghbors opposed

to the mining operatlon argued it

would create noise, dust and possibly

water pollution,

Many of those and other neighbors
were on hand at the hearing to present
their argumehte before .Crist. /The
hearing opened with Gary Naylor of the
Clackamas County Planning Depart-
ment offering information that his staff

'had collected from an on-siteinspection

and consultation W1th several local
agengies. =

‘The staff of the countys planmng
department recommended approval of
Sandy’s application but suggested
several . operational guidelines to

minimize the environmental threat and -

possible inconvenience to the neigh-

. bors.

The stlpulatmns mclude r&trlctmg
all operations to within the 10-acre site,

- limiting the hours of operation from 8

a.m. to 5 p.m. Monday through Friday
and requiring Sandy to maintain the
roads his trucks would use. -

MA TANITAN 1AAIFe Tslra A Atswa ALl heed ~

Mir 1ng “decision is pos

“The staff - feels that any adverse
effects upon the neighborhood can be
mitigated through the imposition and
adherence to conditions placed on the
mining operations,” Naylor said.

Sandy’s attorney, Jim Goodwin, then
presented his client’s case. He in-
troduced several exhibits which showed
that Sandy had abided by the necessary
steps in applying for the permit and
that several of the agencies, including

- the Fish and Wildlife Department, had

indicated that they were not opposed to-
the operation.

However, approval of the regulatmg
agencies doesn’t necessarily guarantee
a safe environment, countered attorney
Sid Brockley who represented a
number of the opposing property

' owners.

“This deve]opment is gomg to change
the area,” Brockley said. “Instead of
having a quiet rushing river, we’re
going to have to hear a rock crusher
and h'ucks

.
i




T “There is also the hazard of seepage
. and leaking to the river below and the-
" effect it will have on the wildlife,”

' Brockley added. “Is it worth it in terms.

o

of social cost to remove a little bit of
rock and disturb a whole area?”

The attorney questioned whether the
plan would fit in with the area’s com-
prehensive plan and whether it would

-violate any zoning ordinance. He also
indicated that he felt Sandy would be
inclined to continue the operation after
-the proposed amount of material had
-beenremoved.

“The thing that bothers me most is

R that after 260,000 yards, it seems logical
' to go ahead and expand to take out
" another 260,000 yards,” Brockley said.

“We’ve already seen the Sandys -

A operate without a permit.”
.-Goodwin testified in defense of the

: accusatlon that Sandy didn’t need a

.~ permit until he removed 2,500 yards of

material and that he applied for one
N wheWoached that mark.

kil

Emotions contmued to run at a high
pitch as several neighbors testified at
, the hearing, some in favor of Sandy’s
proposal most were against.

“I'm at the end of the (Marsh) road
and I have 10 cabins that I lease to

business people,” Mrs. Leland Marsh
said. “I've had the same renters for 10

to 28 years and I contacted all of them -

and not one has complained about the
Sandy place.”

Lee Houston had several complaints, -

however. Houston, who lives directly
across the river from the - Sandy
property, said that the access road to
the mine site is within easy viewing
distance of his house.

“Thé road is clearly visible from my

house and yard,” Houston said. “The
visual screen (of trees) that Mr.

- Goodwin referred to is in part correct

and in part incorrect — I didn’t move

out there to see trucks.

}tponed until Mon' a

" looks like. ol

t

_necessary ina residential section.”

.Houston’s sentiments about the noise.

L R
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“When we have an east wind in
Multnomah County, it blows right over
the valley,” Houston continued. ‘‘There
is very little wind down there and the
canyon walls reflect the noise a great
deal. :

“This has become more of a moral
issue than an economic one,’”’ he added.
“It’s been pointed out the economic
need, but it (the operation) isn’t

Another Marsh Road resident echoed

‘“None of us actually. know what this
rock crusher will sound like,” Joan
Surface said, ‘“but I wish you could
come out here and see what this area'

“It’s like a barrel,” she added. “It
can’t be minimized the way sound
travels. There was a continuous rumble |
when they were operating their cat--it |
was like something was under the |
house.” 3

- - e r na -
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deqsmn
is _reset

The decxslon on Douglas Sandy’s
- application for a conditional use permit’

to conduct a mining operation has been

postponied for another week., =~ -+ ="
- Clackamas County Hearings Officer
. Richard Crist announced at Monday
night’s hearing that he had been unable
to conduct an on-site inspection of the
Sandy property. and postponed the
decision until Feb. 6.

The decision will be rendered at the
beginning of the 7 p.m. hearing at the :

courthouse in Oregon City. /
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NOTICE OF APPLICATION . OF GEOLOGY

gﬁﬁl(oAL\NDus
T0:__ { qu:f M /fl@&&'q DATE /;// 9!-7/75’
FROM: Clackamas County Planning Department . 655-8521

902 Abernethy Road
Oregon City, OR 97045

FILE NUMBER: C.(- /V[-2 &

The Planning Department would like your comments on the attached application.
Please indicate any information or recommendations which would assist the
County in acting on this application. Comments received within two weeks
will be included with the Planning Department report to the hearings body.

If more information is needed, please call the Planning Department.

Recommendation: Recommend approval.

Applicant has eomplied with requireﬁent3<of Oregon State law relative to the

Mined Land Reclamation Act, except for submission of - security which'is bending

approval of the conditional use permit.

A guality rock source such as this is needed in this area as reflected in

comments received from the City of Sandy and the Soil and Water Conservation

Commission. This department concurs,

It is approximately 1600 feet or 500 yards plus from the crusher site to

houses across the Sandy River. It is nearly as far from the nearest point on

the haul road to them.

The ultimate beneficial use of the site is expected to enhance the area's

(M A,

Signature

Field Representatiﬁe, Mined Land Reclam:
) Position . .

Return to: Clackamas County Planning Department, 902 Abernethy Road, Oregen City,
OR 97045

ation |
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FROM: Clackamas County Planning Department . 655-8521 ‘

902 Abernethy Road
Oregon .City, OR 97045

FILE NMBER: C.U)- /Y [=7 §

The Planning Department would like your comments on the attached application.
Please indicate any information or recommendations which would assist the

County in acting on this application. Comments received within two weeks
will be included with the Planning Department report to the hearings body.
If more information 1s needed, please call the Planning Department.,

Recommendation: Recommend approval.

Applicant has eomplied with requireﬁents-of Oregon State law relative to the

.Mined Land Reclamation Act, except fortsubmission of - security which'is bending

approval of the conditional use permit.

A guality rock source such as this is needed in this area as reflected in

comments received from the City of Sandy and the Soil and Water Conservation

Commission. This department concurs.

It is approximately 1600 feet or 500 yards plus from the crusher site to

houses across the Sandy River. It is nearly as far from the nearest point on

the haul road to theme.

The ultimate beneficial use of the site is expected to _enhance the area's

S i : mmunit

Wé{‘j

Slgnature

Field Representatlve, Mined Land Recl
Position .

Return to: Clackamas County Planning Department, 902 Abernethy Road, Oregon City,
OR 97045
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NOTICE OF APPLICATION ' £0LOGY
. | DEPT 2% AL INDUS:

TO: / Q{%j:_ &OJ 4@@@&?% DATE /9;/ 5!7/ 72J

FROM: Clackamas County Planning Depart ent ) 655-8521
902 Abernethy Road .
Oregon City, OR 97045

FILE NUMBER: C.()- /=2 &

The Planning Department would like your comments on the attached application.
Please indicate any information or recommendations which would assist the

County in acting on this application. Comments received within two weeks
will be included with the Planning Department report to the hearings body.
If more information is needed, please call the Planning Department.

Recommendation: Recommend approval.

Applicant has eomplied with requireﬁents~of Oregon State law relative to the

Mined Land Reclamation Ac¢t, except for submission of-  security which'is bending

approval of the conditional use permit.

A quality rock source such as this is needed in this area as reflected in

comments received from the City of Sandy and the Soil and Water Conservation

Commission. This department concurs.

It is approximately 1600 feet or 500 yards plus from the crusher site to

houses across the Sandy River. It is nearly as far from the nearest point on

the haul road to them.

The ultimate beneficial use of the site is expected to enhance the area's

value to wildlife and will wpgrade the esthetics of -the community,

el

Signature

Field Representatiﬁe, Mined Land Reclamation

Position .

Return to: Clackamas County Planning Department, 902 Abernethy Road, Oregon City,
OR 97045
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Portland, OR
Oregon Journal
(Cir. D. 106,918)

MAR 131979

‘_}wen’s P.C. B Es. 1888

Man plans appeal
denial

CITY — A Sandy man plans to appeal a
Clackamas County Hearings Officer’s decision denying
him a conditional use permit to o erate a rock crusher on
his property off Serban Road

Hearings Officer Richard Crist denied the permit to
Douglas Sandy who wants to

from the 10-acre
site. Sandy then plans to use the metr 0
hole made from the gravel ex- °
cavation for a fish farming lake. br lef S

Sandy’s attorney, Ron Dusek
of West Linn, said Crist’s decision to appeal to the county ‘
commission was contrary to the evidence presented at a
hearing earlier this month,

“Basically he wants to conduct fish farming,” Dusek .
said. He added Sandy has taken gravel from the site
before but needs a rock crusher to get larger pieces out.

Neighbors objected to the operation saying it would
create dust and noise. Objections were also raised about
the operation’s proximity to Dodge Park and the danger
of seepage into the Sandy River.

Sandy would remove approximately 260,000 cubic
yards of gravel from the site which is located off the
northeast end of Serban Road about a mile from the
intersection with Bluff Road. The screening, washing and

rushing would be conducted on site.
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FROM: Clackamas County Planning Department . 655—8521
902 Abernethy Road :
Oregon .City, OR 97045

FILE NMBER:_ CU- /Y |-2 &

The Planning Department would like your comments on the attached application.
Please indicate any information or recommendations which would assist the

County in acting on this application. Comments received within two weeks
will be included with the Planning Department report to the hearings body.
If more information is needed, please call the Planning Department.

Recommendation: Recommend approval.

Applicant has ecomplied with requireﬁents~of Oregon State law relative to the

Mined Land Reclamation Act, except for submission of- security which'is bending

approval of the conditional use permit.

A guality rock source such as this is needed in this area as reflected in

comments received from the City of Sandy and the Soil and Water Conservation

Commission. This department concurs.

It is approximately 1600 feet or 500 yards plus from the crusher site to

houses across the Sandy River. It is nearly as far from the nearest point on

the haul road to them.

The ultimate beneficial use of the site is expected to enhance the area's

a S ics - mmuni

/Zwﬂfx‘”

Signature

Field Representatiﬁe, Mined Land Recla
Position .

Return to: Clackamas County Planning Department, 902 Abernethy Road, Oregon City,
OR 97045
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Bruce W, Erickson
Consulting Engineer

39330 PROCTOR BLVD. « P.O. BOX 520 « SANDY,ORE. 97055
TELEPHONE (503) 668-5935

P-80-78 RE-CELVED
November 28, 1978 NOV’ZQ?Q%}
SERT OF GEoLogy
: ! pus,

Oregon State

Department of Geology and Mineral Industries
1129 S. Santiam Road

Albany, Oregon 97321

Attention: Mr. Paul F. Lawson
Field Representative
Mined ILand Reclamation

Gentlemen:

Subject: Surfacing Mining Permit - Mr. Doug Sandy
Application No. 03-0109

As requested on subject project, attached hereto are two sets
of Conditional Use Application Plans, showing the proposed
surfacing mining site plan and the proposed reclamation plan
for subject property. These plans have been submitted to
Clackamas County, along with the Conditional Use application,
for their review and approval.

If any additional information is needed regarding subject
project, please let us know.

Very truly yours,

BRUCE W. ERICKSON, CONSULTING ENGINEER

P b e —
Bruce W. Erickson, P.E.
Owner and Principal Engineer

BWE:nke
Attachments
cc: Mr. Doug Sandy
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- CLACKAMAS COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION : g
940 Warner-Milne Road “
Oregon City, Oregon 97045 i o
- ZONE CHANGE X CONDITIONAL USE ‘ - |
O : = ' File No éh%ﬁ,/??-;ﬁﬂ

. Present Zone: : . Present Zone: _ L 1D . . Hearing Date___ /2 -2 & - \» 8

. Development Pattern: - - Development Pattern: __Rural

Applicant is: Legal Owner [ X]. Contract Buyer [ ] '~ Option Holder - [ ] Agent [. ]

LWan Approx. 2 > miles North of Sandy, Or.etsizel,770 x 1,450 Tex Lot_1200 Ld -,
ﬁ.Block_____, Subdivision ___= " ,Sec.. 36 & 1 TI1S,2SR_4E _, Total Land Area 5_4_89_A_C-
et : ) ] ‘ ! '7‘5 BL GLooo 2 L/f /] /900

_ - 39001 S.E. Serbin Rd., Sandy, Oreqon 97

Slgnature of Legal Owner ‘ Address ' i

Y . . . ' I
“5';215:; LLF ) - . ,;; G

Y R . .
‘ %H‘hauled to local areas. Conditional Use being reguested for-a ten=-year

R [+ A

" ol ol

-

Surface Mining
.Proposed- Use: : Proposed Use: _& Processing Receipt No. 52 }/FefAOO o0 -

Date Received /[l- /S~ 7/6’

Staff Membe & (-
aff Member . y

MmMgAme 39001 S.E. Serbin Road, P.0. Box. 315, Sandy, Oregon 97055

Name of Applicant _K. Douqlas Sandv ’ Phone:

.LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPERTY IN'VOLVED IN THIS APPLICATION -

. (IF METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION, INDICATE ON A SEPARATE SHEET) 4000 & |

L Conditional Use for Surface Mining & Processing Operation of
) - What is Requested: Sand. and Aggregate Resources on Subject Property. ‘

—

52. PmmmdmddaMsmwmeMcmnmmmnEXlStlng sand and gravel resources on sub1ectwnroner1

fw1ll be mined, screened, washed and crushed on site for commercial use, and

b

..+’ operational period. See su lementar dat
« 3. AnEt)lclpated Tlmetable ft}i:r) Pro;ect fprg) Y 2 attaghgd;;% 1989
r

B " Existing re51dentlal home81te, with prior limited surface
mining operation. . - |

4.‘;‘ Present use of this property:
§

A5.‘.l Will Fill or Removal be required to develop this site: Yes XXX -No : How much?

&

Applicant wishes to construct

8.~ State specific reasons for this request and its effects on the surrounding area: ‘
;. ponds for aquiculture use (raising of fish) to-supply commercial userst The

“i-primary aim of the surfacing mining operation is to finance the hnnq+rnﬂ+5nn

‘:fg‘of the ponds. It is believed that the small scale operation belng prﬂpos
‘ |

for the ten-year period would not have any detrimental effects on surrounding
I

‘properties. See supplemeritary data’ attached hereto.

|
On site desposal Water Supply Private springs on 51tl

7.5 Method of sewage disposal:

R

["‘] Yes ' [ ] No [ X] Not Consulted

‘“;;- Has County Health Department approved this request:

fénnHmvmnmdneWMNbemMnmmoﬂ By natural drainage and the constructlon of poni

10. Total Off-street parking spaces (paved 10’ x 20°) proposed: N/A " - ‘;

m Total employees and/or occixpants: ' . * Present 5 Proposed 5 r
T — A U S PR
e l hereby certify the statements contained herein, along with the evidence submitted, are in all respects true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief.
| o | / / ﬂ"/q% /Q/M
Attach detailed, accurate site plans (minimum of Applicant's Signatu 7

three copies are required). Other statements, plans

photos, data, etc., which would help ' //////7?

substantiate and clanfy your request may also be
submaitted. +  Date

CCP—PL5 . LR e
F TR Sk

P v rmttnnriaeirt




SECTION | T.2S. R.4E. W.N
CLACKAMAS COUNTY

1 1
1"=400
T9) ~ (00) o ® o 0
3o} 0 109) 1eo) )} 0 (o)} o)}
30} mn t0 M n s M "

36 SEE MAP | 4E 36
| | I
s SEE MAP
>
LOT  38B.76
—
? : 2
/
20
3oac,
2400
2 23Ac.
10.00Ac. *
3000 4100
L 293ac. 58.78ac.
13 85Ac.
4000 -~~~ _ - T\
{9, 70a/r:.// - - - 5N
- m /..'_/v,'l)«Do\D s Al SO\



| m 38252

8.63Ac
L

23S 4o

3600

w |0.00AC -
wn
™M
w
<

o

a T ,
T ¢ 3700
= 79.50Ac |
LLJ PR—
uJ
(D<

*

M 3800

m
~

ag

1O06.00

AL

1od IR e

22.66AcC

e

3200
10.00Ac

3100
10.00Ac

0.50Ac

.o /765°
. . -~ ¥
R s uiteri B i sobntontca e oo Mt I8 Dt i e o

4200
37004

Brotd dimeasiel o o

—

\
"y

: /

i
i\
¥

— \J\ZG\DIA
Ll ot .

¥ K
TR TR

SEE




AR Rt SRS - T L 3300
N ) CTL |2 o .
34001 i
'TL.3500
L 40
L. 400!
\ mw ! L | TL
Nﬁr.uﬂoo , TL.3800 =% b%wa 4005
. - . g .0/1’ . -
\ﬂr;o_ ‘ S [P
| L \\ \ﬂ
il ——TL 100 _——— S
o [TL202 |TL.201 | '+ =
> = |
@©f |T.L.200 T -
ta0s_~ .\ TL.102 -
- ) -
T : _ e
04 i \\i T L. 2100
r,;!‘ - N\
——TL. 490 | o ‘ ]]]]]]]

“ -7 ie02
i - '
. END COUNTY ROAD

" \BEGIN PRIVATE ROAD
N .

. 7 [TL.1502 m
\ 27 L . _ |
Vﬂ [ WL M TL | . \T L2480,

Vo



K. Douglas Sandy o
Page l

A.

)

,")"‘

2

gUPPLEMENT TO CONDITIONAL USE APPLICATION

Answer the following questlons concernlng your speclflc request.

Use additional -pages if necessary.

1.

What, in detail, are you asking‘for?

The Applicant is requesting a l0-year Conditional Use Per

|

| .
it -
from Clackamas County for the purpose of conducting surface

mining- operations, including the processing of sand and gravel
material, within Tax Lot 4000, Section 36, Township 1 South

- Range 4 East, W.M., and Tax Lot 1900, Section -1, Townshlp
" South, Range 4 East W.M. - Both of these two parcels are ad-

2

jacent to each other, and the Applicant and his wife are the

legal owners of both. The location of the subject parcels

are shown on Plan Sheet 1 of 4, of the Condltlonal Use
Appllcatlon Plans attached hereto

The subject property has been owned by the Applicant’'s fapily
since 1920. In the past, the Applicant has - attempted to make
a living from the property through agricultural means, crops,
berries, etc. However, due to the soils, topography,.drainage

and the frequent flooding of portions of the property; this

has not been either practical or profitable. Research by

le

the

"Applicant has indicated that the property could best be utiliz-
ed by constructing ponds suitable for aquiculture use, the

raising of fish, for supplying commercial users. Also, sopls

analyses indicate that the material in.the vicinity of th
proposed -fish ponds is marketable with proper screening,

. washing and crushing; and could be sold locally to financg
- construction of the proposed fish ponds. The Appllcant has
- discussed this usage with the Soil Conservation Service, fthe

w

State Fish and Wildlife Department, and the State -Department

of Geology and ‘Mineral Industries, and all generally agree

that the site is suitable for this proposed use.

The location of the proposed surface mining operation on ‘the
subject property is shown on Plan Sheet 3 of 4, of the Condi-

tional Use Application Plans. The limits. of the,proposeq
face mining operation, or pit, as shown on the plan sheet

sur-
en-

compasses approx1mately 10-acres, of the 55-acre total site.

has been cleared away in prior years. : There is little or

. This area is essentially flat lying, and much of the vegetation

no

merchantable timber on the site affected. The presence of low
swampy areas adjacent to the pit suggest that the water table

may be high in this area. The pit would be excavated to |a
yould involve the excavation of
of material. Side slopes of

[ —-foot horizontal to 1- foot
vertical slope. Excavatlon w1ll be accomplished by a front

maximum depth Q

approximately RedaCted

the excavated
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end loader, or loader. with ripper teeth, above water llne,

and below water line, a drag line will be used. ‘ :
In order to insure that the excavated material is marketable,
the processing equipment involved in the proposed operatidn
will consist of the construction of 3-settling ponds (oneﬁas
an alternate) for washing the material, a screening plant}for
_segregating the material, and crusher equipment for processing
the oversized material. The settllng ponds necessary for|the
washing would be constructed in the general area shown -on|the
plans. Washing of the materials will requlre approx1mately
100 gallons per minute, and on-site springs and ground water

- sources will be utilized to supply water to the settling ponds.
Water from. the ponds will be recycled for continuous use, — - -
with no uncontrolled run-off. The screening plant would con- =
sist of a feed bin, washlng screens, a .sand screw, and mlécel-
laneous pumps and conveyors. The crushing equipment would
consist of a feeder, primary jaw, secondary cone, secondary
roll, and miscellaneous screens and conveyors. Both the |
screening plant and crusher equipment would be located either

within the pit or immediately adjacent to it. Processed |
material would be stockpiled on site, in the general area

. shown on the plans. This equipment, as well as the excavatlon
of the pit, would be operated only between the hours of ﬂ
8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p m.. on Monday through Friday, excluding
holidays. ’ : ‘

~ Most of the material produced will be marketed locally in| the
Sandy area, and hauled from the site via Serbin Road to Bluff
Road and the Sandy area. Three trucks would be utilized to
haul the material, and they would operate between the hours
of 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on Monday through Saturday, exc%ud—
ing holidays.. It is anticipated that the three trucks would
average approximately 3-loads per hour, or 25-loads per day,
depending upon the distance of the haul. It should also be
pointed out that the seasons of the year will also effect' the
frequency of the hauls. In the winter months, it is anticipated
that the demand for the material produced would be greatly re-

_duced, and the frequency of hauls less.

The eulpment for the proposed screening, washing and crushing
operation along with a few key operators would be obtaineﬂ
‘from Elte, Inc., of Boring, Oregon, on a rental basis. How-
ever, the business and general operation of the plant and
hauling would be controlled and worked by the Applicant and
family members. _

Upon completlon of the surface mining operation, the excayvated.
pit would be constructed into a fish storage lake as shown on
- Plan Sheet 4 of 4, of the Conditional Use Application Plans.
In addition, a small fish rearing pond would be constructed,
and the area surrounding the lakes landscaped. The actual
depth and side slopes: of the proposed fish lakes would be de-
pendent upon the advice of the fisheries department at Oregon
State Unlver51ty and the State Fish and Wildlife Department

|
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Replanting of the non-water areas, including- types, amounts,
fertilization and preparation, will be dependent upon theh

'recommendatlons of ‘the County Extension Agent.

Attached hereto is. an on-site inspection report, dated

September 5, 1978, received from the State Department of
Geology and Mineral Industries, regarding the Applicants
request for a State surface mining permit; and the Appli—|
cants application to the State Department of Environmental
Quality for a water pollution control facilities permit ‘
for the proposed surfacing mining and processing operation.

Does your request conform to the Comprehensive'Plan° Show -
in detail the compliarnce by referrlng to spec1f1c areas of
the Comprehensive Plan text and map. : _

Currently, the sub]ect property is zoned Tran51tlonal Tlmber

District (TTD). This zoning would allow the Applicant to|

construct ponds for the raising of fish as proposed (Para‘
graph B, Subsection 34.3, Section 34 of the Clackamas County

- Zoning Ordlnance Amendment Court Order No. 74-1468, Dated

September 6, 1974.) This zoning would also allow the County

to grant a condltlonal use permit for operations conducted
for mining and proces51ng of aggregate.and other mineral -

resources; provided it is compatible with timber ‘use, does

not interfere with accepted timber practices, and does. not
materially alter the stability of the overall land use’
pattern of the area ( Item 13., Paragraph A, Subsection 34. 4

‘Section 34 of the Clackamas County Zoning Ordinance Amendnent
Court Order No. 74-1468, Dated September 6, 1974.) '

The Clackamas County Comprehensive Plan, as amended, (Pages .
III-3 and III-4), recognizes that the development of extra—
tive industries are economically necessary to our.society;
and that the use of these mineral resources should be guided
by the. principals of conservation, the consideration of com-

" .. patibility with surrounding uses, and the reconditioning of

‘those areas for other uses after extraction. It further

"Industries that "Extractive Industries shall be considered

‘wasted on-site.

states under the General Policies Section of Extractive

for location in areas known to have mineral deposits.”
Since soil investigations indicated that the material to be
excavated for the proposed fish lake contains marketable
sand and gravel deposits; it would appear -logical that this
material be processed and sold to the public, rather than

Since there is little'or no merchantable timber on the 51te
to be affected, and since the soils and drainage of the lands

involved do not lend itself to the production of merchanthable

timber; the uses being considered should not be in confllct

"~ with the timber aspects of the zoning ordinance. 1In add1¢ion,

the site itself is somewhat secluded due to topography and the
bordering of vegetation. The only residence in the immediate
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. - Does YOur request conform to LCDC goals? Give snecifics

1

vicinity of the proposed operation is that of the AppllCant
Therefore, the proposed uses and operations should not -
materially alter the stablllty of the overall land use pattern
of the area. . L

It should also be pointed out that the surface mlnlng area,
and subject property, are not located within the 100-year

flood plain. The nearest water course is the Sandy Riverd
which is approximately 800 feet east of the nearest portlon

" of the area to be excavated, or mined. The proposed surface

mining site is approximately 30 feet higher than the average
water level of the Sandy River, and the proposed operations

will in no way affect the Sandy River. P

Also} attached hereto is a letter dated May 12 1978, froﬁ

the City of Sandy, regarding their comments on the Appllcant S
proposal. \

It is belleved that thlS request conforms to LCDC goals aLd
guidelines. 1In partlcular, LCDC Goal No. 3 - Agrlculture}

- Lands, LCDC Goal No. 4 - Forest Lands, and LCDC Goal No. 5 -

" This proposal does not infringe upon productive agrlculture

|

" OPén Spaces, Scenic- and Historic Areas, and Natural Resources.

|

- or forest lands, and maintains the open space concept, while

\‘
recognlzlng the importance of natural resources to our. econmy,

in. that they should not be wasted.

Is there a public need and benefit for 'your request° lee
- some data showing the basis for your assumptions in detall

.Wlth the constructlon of new housing and services in the

"Sandy area, there is a great need for sand and gravel material

' Ccess.

in the area. Currently, this material is supplied to the
area generally from Portland or Troutdale, and during this
past summer has been in short supply. It is believed that the

l .
public, in the Sandy area, would benefit from this request, 1in

" that it would increase the available supply to the public|and

at a more economical price due to the shorter hauling involved.

Is there any other property in the general area of your request,
which is zoned for the use you are requesting, but is not being
used that way? Is the area presently served by a similar, type
use? ) . -

No other property in the general area is known to be zoned for
the use requested, other than through the Conditional Use pro—

Currently, the Sandy area is not served locally by a simﬂlar‘
type use. :
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- users would. be via Serbin Road to Bluff Road and .the Sandy

creased? Show the basis for your assumptions in detail.

Will thé-proposed use increase traffic in the area? If so,

What are the éresent conditions in the neighbbrhood~and how
will your request change these?

The .present conditions in the neighborhood is rural in nature.
Land uses ‘are generally residential with limited agriculture
or timber production, due to topography and size of tract:.

It is not anticipated that this request would change these
conditions. - ' : ‘

How will surrodnding_property values be maintained or in-

Since’ the site of the proposed request is somewhat secluded
due to topography and the bordering vegetation, and since’ the

.surface mining operation would be limited to a 1l0-year period;

this request should have no effect on surrounding property
values as a whole. It could however increase the property

‘values of Tax Lots 1800 and 1300 located immediately to the

east of the site, since it would help the flooding probleﬁs
currently being experienced on portions of this problem due
to uncontrolled surface runoff on the Applicant's property.
Also, the proposed fish lake when completed may influence
the property valves of Tax Lot 1800, since it would be locat-
ed near the proposed lake. _ |

will an increase in traffic be detrimental to the adjoining
properties? ’

As indicated before, most of the material produced will be
marketed locally in the Sandy area, approximately 2.5 miﬂ@s
to the south. The main route for hauling the material to
area. As shown on Plan Sheet 1 of 4 of the plans, Serbin
Road is partly a private road and partly a public road. The
first approximately 0.4 of a mile from the site 'is private,
and consists of a generally good gravel surface road. This

‘section of the road has been improved recently by the Apéli—

cant to upgrade its condition, and would be maintained by
the Applicant. The remaining 0.7 of a mile of Serbin Road,
to Bluff Road, is a County maintained paved road. Bluff‘
Road is considered a major arterial road, and is paved and
well maintained. Serbin Road currently serves approxima?ely
ten residences, and the additional traffic of 3-trucks per
hour on an average basis is not considered to have a detri-
mental effect on properties adjoining this road. h

It should also be pointed out that the main reason that the
Conditional Use Permit is requested for a 1l0-year period‘ is
to minimize the surface mining operation and the amount or
frequency of hauling material to users. . Thereby, lessoning
the impact of increased traffic on Serbin Road.




"

Page 6

'K.‘Dooglae Sa{jy : '. : ) <j>

‘No permanent buildings would be TFequired, and sanltatlon

— . ~~

The‘Applicant has stated also that he will'coordinare and |

!

work with his neighbors, the adjoining properties to Serbrn .
Road, and the schools rgarding bus schedules, so as to minim-
ize the impact of increased traffic due to his hauling opera—

tions.

it

Are public governmental services‘available (schools, fire
and police protection, utilities, etc.) to serve you pro-
perty? = Please spec1fy

No governmental services would be requlred for thlS request,

‘generally speaking. |

e

f

would be provided by chemical toilets.
|

il
Electr1c1ty to provide power would be portable generator $r,

if practical, PGE has service passing through the proposed

: 31te

E

. |

. ‘ |

With regards to fire protection, the attached letter dated

"May 10, 1978, from the Sandy Fire DlStrlCt No. 72, will comment

on this matter.




Suggestion” “om Stan: —~

- Set up on=-site conference with Sandy and all

respondents including representative from Planning
Dept. Doug Sandy is going to hire legal counsel.




e

- 17, ,
17 %

| = o
I A , |
Jz"/ “{; ) | .

;}/m\'t_,
" Spoleg
S




", ®

/97 8 on S

D E &K - Dick Wi xam

L—,- C_, D Qc -~ :F-M\ @/Q;f};o,o/-e s‘Sfafc/]\?mlff@Eeebl

S . /‘/ 2* WCL . @ASGQVAVIIM@%%J;’ W‘WL 23,
W@‘ﬁe& Q‘Z’l—@ﬂ«uw}% @

Pl Ty ks Sk
F}Sh ol )/U[/é'//;lrﬁ@ﬁ ﬁ‘ﬁ E,Qé:/-%m '
U.S. Fish el Géls_

C foc oo flr '

L.z ~

S S ——

. G :
Div. State., [ oy, Vﬁakﬂw&;%%%m

T

) -y (4&65);?:75;?&0 e

);’..C”;&
|~ ;_wb&:lwe Le:.‘,__

Dows \Saw/7 CEg-H47p¥

T

De ‘7[- Lo M —T—L‘M S; éc?lQ
! gf;a?wfsx %WW

)Le'% f/&ac,p /7/4/“4/‘

' >
‘ , o e so 1170POF 2
e e

PMAM?&M O &fﬁlz}"zs-‘%%%ﬂﬁ

%

7
I

Ma,

Sée'\l]/@emﬂ%ﬁ 7“”?
;%.' Ebwm' F: Rﬂl;,y )/es

Yes

e

Mo







. [
 STATE DEPARTMENT OF GEOLOGY
AND MINERAL INDUSTRIES

1129 SE Santiam Road
Albany, Oregon 97321

Telephone: (503) 967-2039

Tdent. No._03-0109

REPORT OF ON-SITE INSPECTION ~ { |
. |
Doug Sandy S ‘ ' lSec. SW _SW Sec. 36,Twp. 1S, Rge. 4B

P. 0. Box 315 - S THW 1 25 4E
Sandy, Oregon 97055 - ' ‘

County Clackamas

.

Date of Inspection: O.ct_obér 25, 1978

REMARKS: REPORT OF ONnSITE‘ZCONFERENCE
Persons attending are as shown on attached roster. : i

Due to the concerns expressed in letter from Fish & Wildlife Service,
dated October 16, 1978, it was thought appropriate to hold a joint conference
on site to review these concerns plus cemments made by other reviewers., There-
fore all agencies on the reviewing list, whether they have replied or not, were
contacted for representation with the sole exception of the Department of Trans-
portation, who had indicated no objections. In addition, due to the question
of possible need for a Corps of Engineers, Section 404 pemit, U. S. Ammy Corps ¢
of Engineers were invited. The Division of State Iands indicated they would :
not send a representative due to the fact that it is an area not within their
jurisdiction. The Water Resources Department indicated they would not be repre-
sentede IL.C.D.C. and Soil and Water Conservation Commission were not represented.|
The U, S. Army Corps of Engineers indicated they could not send anyone as one of i
~ the men qualified for th:.s was in Coos Bay and the other was on annual leave. ‘

I called Edwin Robey of the U.. S, Fish & Wildlife Serv:.ce who had signed
the letter which was the occasion for the meetings to reguest representation
and again to give him additional information as to how to reach the s:.te. No
one from that agency was present dumng the afternoon.

A question raised by the U. S. Fish & Wildlife Service indicated that this
was a green belt (sic). The site was determined on the ground to not be in the
Greenway. As to the concerns of the effects on wildlife it was the stated opinion :
- of -the State Departmeént of Fish & Wildlife representatives that there should not !
be damage to wildlife but that potentially the suitability of the area for wild-
life might be enhanced on completion of the lake. I read the material relative ‘

Continued on Page 2 -

Reported by - Paul F. Lawson \
Signature M ;f M

Title Field ng;gggnjgj]gg, Mined Land Reclamatldn

§
£
¥
7
i

SMIR-6 Rev. 11/02/77




Report of On-Site Conference
#03=0109
Page two

to the Fish and Wildlife Service concerns about draining this site. After

a walking tour of the area to be affected, none of the persons present ex-
pressed a concern that the proposed mining and pond construction activity
would degrade the area. After others had left I continued my investigation
of the area. I discovered that much of the "wet land situation" and probably
the near flooding of the Sandys' nearest neighbor's home site between them
and the river is undoubtedly occasioned by the fact that beavers have dammed
the drainage from a depression which is called an “ancient lake" locally.
This receives a substantial portion of the runoff on this property and in
turn is drained by a water course whiech I photographed. At present the
drainage is obstructed by a beaver dam which has deteriorated. Damming is
effective when the ground is saturated; in dry weather water percolates
laterally through the sandy, gravel, cobble strata. The drainage from this’
lake reaches the edge of the river at least 20 to 25 feet above the present
water level, The area is actually a terrace and has not been flooded in many
years. Traces of other small intermittent streams pass around the neighbors'
dwelling near the edge of the river. These are probably occasioned by the
fact that the main drainage is at times interrupted by the beavers therefore
the water escapes over the surface.

The only concern expressed by the Fish and Wildlife Department representa-
tives was relative to the release of silt into the river. The settling ponds,
if required for washing gravel, would be in a closed system. The DEQ repre-
sentative stated to me at one point that particularly rigorous standards
would be reguired for the settling ponds to pirevent too rapid draw-~down even
if this included artificial sealing. DLater he withdrew this upon having been
informed that there were no wells in the line of drainage toward the river.

It may still be necessary to do some sealing to retain water in the pondse.

Due to the heavy seasonal runoff which occurs periodically I suggested
to the Sandys and their crushing contractor that they might consider a diver-
sion system which will allow water to their lake as needed but will bypass
when not néeded. Such a scheme might preclude unwanted flooding of their
fish pond and/or reduce the complexity of the overflow or outlet facilities.

All concerns raised during review were jointly considered on site. It
was a useful meeting. Appreciation is expressed to all who participated.




Oetober 9, 1978
MEMO TO FILE:

Mrs. Houston of Sandy, Oregon called today inguiring about the
status of the permit for the Doug Sandy operation. We informed her
that the circulation for review was not up until the 18th of October.
Mrs. Houston wanted to know if the permit was a public record and if
a private citizen could have a copy of the permit if he so requested.
We said yes.

On October 10, 1978 Mr. Lee Houston called and wanted to know
how he could go about getting a copy of the reclamation plans, etc.
He wanted to know how he could go about giving some input in regard
to the Sandy operation. Stan referred him to the Clackamas County

Planning Department.
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DEPARTMENT OF GEGLOGY
Department of Geology and Mineral In@wsenes. INDUSTRIES

MINED LAND RECLAMATION OFFICE 1129 8. Santiam Road

ROBERTW. STRAUB ! ) o Albany, Oregon 97321

GOVERNOR

October 20, 1978

Mr. and Mrs. Doug Sandy
P, 0. Box 315
Sandy, Oregon 97055

RE: Surface Mining Permit Application
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Sandy: #03-0109

The application and reclamation plans submitted with your regquest for a
- surface mining permit for your property near Sandy, Oregon have been reviewed
by the various natural resource agencies. The review period was completed
October 18, 1978. The site has been inspected by Field Representative Paul
Lawson from this office and your application is considered to be complete.
The Department of Geology and Mineral Industries is therefore prepared to issue
the surface mining permit for this site upon submission of the required bond.

A number of questions have been raised by several of the natural resources
agencies in their review of the reclamation plan. These gquestions are of such a
nature as to require consultation with these agencies in developing a proper re-
solution. We are therefore recommending an on-site conference to be conducted
on your property with representatives of the natural resources agencies that have
expressed these concerns. Principally, these agencies will be Soil and Water
Conservation District, Division of State Lands, Water Resources Depariment, Oregon
Fish and Wildlife Department, U. S. Fish and Game Department, Department of En-
vironmental Quality, the Land Conservation Development Commission and the repre-
sentative from the Clackamas County Planning Department. We propose to contact
each of these agencies and establish a time and date for the on-site conference.
We would ask that you folks be present at that conference to assist us in the
resolution of these matters. We should be able to develop the conditions which
will be attached to the operating permit at that time.

Admlnlstrator
Mined Land Reclamation

S1A/bjd
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Prepare a letter to each of the review agencieé including COrpé of Engineers.
Letter:
SUBJECT: Surface Mining Pemit Application #03=-0109

Douglas Sandy

With r eference to the subject surface mining application pexmit and
reclamation plan, a number of review agencies have raised pert:i:nent questions
with regard to this propoéed operation. In order to resolve the questions
that have been raised and to assure that all the concerms that have been
expressed are dealt with in the reclamation plan and the mining permit for
this site we are calling for an on-site conference inspection on this

property. This inspeetion is scheduled for - at .

Phis site is located approximately 1% miles north of Sandy and the
location map is attached to this announcement. .

Please notify this office on or before whether

or not your agency will have a representative at the conferencé. We will
also need to kmow who the representative will be and telephone ‘:nu,mber where
he may be contacted. |
Thapk you for your continued excellent response and input to the review
processe. Your participation assures that each reclamation plan approved to

the envirommental and natural resource concerms of all.




Mr., Don Trout

OSHD - Section
State Highway Building
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Gordon Olcott

OSHD - Environmental Section
State Highway Building
Salem, Oregon 97310

Division ¢f State Lands
1445 State Street
Salegf Oregon 97310

L. C. D. C.
1175 Court St. NE
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Jake Szmarek
Water Resources
555 13th St. NE
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Brent Forsberg
Fish & Wildlife Dive.
P. O Box 3503
Portland, Oregon 97208

**J, S, Fish & Wildlife
Portland Field Office
727 NE 24th Ave.
Portland, Oregon 97237

# Mre. Neil Skill

State
2600 State Street
Salem, Oregon 97310

# Mr. Wo Hibbard

Willamette Re -

- 525 Trade St. SE
Salem, Oregon 97310

# Mr . Ted Long

*%

*x

*%

*%

Parks Department
525 Trade St. SE
Salem, Oregon 973

BIM

NFS

CORPS OF ENGINEERS
DEQ

COUNTY

0 mdioi £ VE
SEP 25 1978

STATE SOIL AND WATER
CONSERVATION COMMISSION

The Mined Land Reclamation Division of the Department of Geology and Mineral Industries has

received the attached application for a surface mining permit.

If you have no comments, it is not necessary to reply to this circulation.

Please return your comments
Other camments.

(
)
&

Explanations and Comments:

To the Reviewing Agencies:

The enclosed reclamation plan reflects expansion of

prior mined area.

RECEIVED
0CT 26 1978

- DEPT OF GEOLOGY
DErNPRAL INDUS

) We have no objection to the proposed project subject to the modifications listed below,
The proposed project is unacceptable for reasons listed below.
We cannot comment fully without the additional information listed below.

Check here if you desire a copy;of- operating permit, future inspection and renewal reports.

outside the July 1, 19 2

Please comment concerning the acceptability of the reclamation plan

bearing in mind that the bulk of this site preexisted before the Mined Land Reclamation

Law.

The area is in need of the rock.

To return:

SMLR-20 Rev. 7/26/78

Reverse this page, fold and staple.



Mre. Don Trout

OSHD - Section
State Highway Building
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Gordon Olcott

OSHD = Envirommental Section
State Highway Building
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Charles Liles

Soil & Water Conserv., Comm.
1015 13th St. NE

Salem, Oregon 97310

Division of State Lands
1445 State Street
Salem, Oregon 97310

L. C. D. C.
1175 Court St. NE
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Jake Szmarek
Water Resources
555 13th St. NE
Salem, Oregon 97"

Mr. Brent Forsberg
Fish & Wildlife Div.
P. O. Box 3503
Portland, Oregon 97208

**J, S, Fish & Wildlife
Portland Field Office
727 NE 24th Ave.
Portland, Oregon 97237

# Mre. Neil Skill

State X
2600 State Street
Salem, Oregon 97310

# Mre Wo Hibbard

Willamette Ro
525 Trade St. SE
Salem, Oregon 97310

4 M,

Long
Parks Department

525 Trade St. SE
Salem, Oregon 97310

BIM

NFS

CORPS OF ENGINEERS
DEQ

COUNTY

NOT SHUTTLE
DESIGNATED

The Mined Land Reclamation Division of the Department of Geology and M neral Industries has
received the attached application for a surface mining permit.

If you have no comments, it is not necessary to reply to this circulation.

Please return your comments by:

i

()
(

Other camments.

We have no objection to the proposed project subject to the modifications listed below.
The proposed project is unacceptable for reasons listed below.
We cannot comment fully without the additional information listed below.

) Check here if you desire a copy;of;operating pemit, future inspection and remnewal reports.

Explanations and Comments:

To the Reviewing Agencies:

P RN /
— e t\ =

The enclosed reclamation plan reflects expansion of

prior mined area.

outside the July 1, 1972

Please comment concerning the acceptability of the reclamation plan

bearing in mind that the bulk of this site preexisted before the Mined ILand Reclamation

Wajczu

Agent

To retuéé:

SMLR-20 Rev. 7/26/78

page, fold and staple.
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Mr. Don Trout Mr. Jake Szmarek # Mr. * . Long TP
OSHD - Section Water Resources Parks Depariment X
State Highway Building 555 13th St. NE 525 Trade St. SE
Salem, Oregon 97310 Salemn, 97310 Salem, Oregon 97310 —=3
Mr. Gordon Olcott B —
OSHD - Envirommental Section NFS T
State Highway Building CORPS OF 1
Salem, Oregon 97310
*¥% DEQ

Mr. Charles Liles **J. S. Fish & Wildlife COUNTY
So0il & Water Conserv. Comm. Portland Field Office
1015 13th St. NE 727 NE 24th Ave,
Salem, Oregon 97310 Portland, Oregon 97237
Division of State Lands : Mr. Neil Skill et
1445 State Street State -
Salem, Oregon 97310 2600 State Street

Salem, Oregon 97310
L‘ C‘ D. C.
1175 Court St. NE #: Mreo W. Hibbard
Salem, Oregon 97310 Willamette Re

525 Trade Ste SE

Salem, Oregon 97310
Applicant Name Doug Sandy Applicant Number

The Mined Land Reclamation Division of the Department of Geology and Mineral Industries
received the attached application for a surface mining permit.

If you have no comments, it is not necessary to reply to this circulation.

Please »retum your comments by: ; /?7?

Me have no objection to the proposed project subject to the modifications
{ g The proposed project is unacceptable for reasons listed below.

(

(

We cannot comment fully without the additional information listed below.
3 Other camments.

Check here if you desire a copy:of. operating permit, future inspection and renewal reports.

Explanations and Comments: Date

To the Reviewing Agencies:

The enclosed reclamation plan reflects expansion of ° acres outside the July 1, 1972
prior mined area. Please comment concerning the of the reclamation plan
bearing in mind that the bulk of this site preexisted before the Mined Iand Reclamation

La
- —“7,{2 aa/’eawc?/ Serprrp " 70y be closcisbor) &5 a T F s " and
7 7

55:.95'2:.71 7‘0 -3 é’fr/os 5/ é\nf':’n'eﬂlﬂf Seo{'m 5’07 /erm:fé,

ler aommrmerc sa = /om,,,,, ; ;/ el be e %au,(
%2 A%W @’ ¢ e W,‘A/ )/ ‘-ﬂé
Agent i

To return: Reverse this page, fold and staple.

SMLR=-20 Rev. 7/26/78
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Please indicate the requirements for a County conditional use pefmia;a

for this operation. If a conditional use permit has been issued,
please indicate the date of issue, permit number, and current status.
Please attach a copy of the conditional use permit if possible

.




Mr. Don Trout

OSHD = Section
State Highway Building
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Gordon Olcott

OSHD - Envirommental Section
State Highway Building
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Charles Liles

Soil & Water Conserv. Comme.
1015 13th St. NE

Salem, Oregon 97310

Division of State Lands
1445 State Street
Salem, Oregon 97310

L. C. D. Ce
1175 Court St. NE
Salem, Oregon 97310

Applicant Neme  Doug Sandy

Mr. Jake Szmarek
Water Resources

555 13th St. NE
Salem, Oregon 97310

i Mre. . .d Long
Parks Department
525 Trade St. SE
Salem, Oregon 97310

** BIM
** NFS
*¥ CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Mr. Brent Forsberg
Fish & Wildlife Div.
P. O, Box 3503
Portland, Oregon 97208

**U. S, Fish & Wildlife

Portland Field Office
727 NE 24th Ave.
Portland, Oregon 97237

# Mre. Neil Skill

State i

2600 State Street

Salem, Oregon 97310

# Mre. W. Hibbard

Willamette R. *

525 Trade St. SE
Salem, Oregon 97310

Applicant Number i |

The Mined Land Reclamation Division of the Department of Geology and Mineral Industries has
received the attached application for a surface mining permit,

If you have no comments, it is not necessary to reply to this circulation.

( ) We have no objection to the proposed project subject to the modifications listed below.
The proposed project is unacceptable for reasons listed below.
We cannot comment fully without the additional information listed below.

Other camments.

Check here if you desire a copy of operating permit, future inspection and renewal reports.

Explanations and Comments:

To the Reviewing Agencies:

The enclosed reclamation plan reflects expansion of

__acres outside the July 1, 1972

prior mined area. DPlease comment concerning the acégptability of the reclamation plan
bearing in mind that the bulk of this site preexisted before the Mined ILand Reclamation

To return: Reverse this page, fold and staple.



" MF. Don Trout

OSHD - Sectio
State Highway Build

Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr+GordonOlcott

OSHD - Envirommental Section
State Highway Building
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Charles Liles

Soil & Water Conserv. Comm.
1015 13th St. NE

Salem, Oregon 97310

Division of State Lands
1445 State Street
Salem, Oregon 97310

L. C. D. C.
1175 Court St. NE
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Jake Szmarek’
Water Resources

555 13th St. NE
Salem, Oregon 97310

Mr. Brent Forsberg
Fish & Wildlife Div.
P. O Box 3503
Portland, Oregon 97208

**7J, S, Fish & Wildlife
Portland Field Office
727 NE 24th Ave,
Portland, Oregon 97237

% Mr. Neil Skill
State .
2600 State Street
Salem, Oregon 97310

# Mr. W. Hibbard

Willamette R. -
525 Trade Ste. SE
Salem, Oregon 97310

o

*%

*%*

# b o Ted Long

Parks Department
525 Trade St. SE
Salem, Oregon

BIM

NFS

CORPS OF ENGINEERS
DEQ

COUNTY

NOT SHUTTLE
DESIGNATED

The Mined Land Reclamation Division of the Department of Geology and Mineral
received the attached application for a surface mining permit,

If you have no comments, it is not necessary to reply to this circulation.

Please return your comments by:

We have no objection to the proposed project subject to the modifications listed below.
The proposed project is unacceptable fer reasons listed below.
We cannot comment fully without the additional information listed below.

Other comments.

Check here if you desire a copy:;o0f operating permit, future inspection and renewal reports.

Explanations and Comments:

To the Reviewing Agencies:

The enclosed reclamation plan reflects expansion of

prior mined area.

Date

outside the July 1, 1972

Please comment concernin the acceptability of the reclamation plan

bearing in mind that the bulk of this site preexisted before the Mined ILand Reclamation

Taw.

Agent

To return: Reverse this

SMLR-20 Rev. 7/26/78
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United States Department of the Interior 2 ?iﬁz

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE | s
Division of Ecological Services
Portland Field Office

Reference: ES - 727 W.E. 24th Avénue
Portland, Oregon 97232
; October 16, 1978

~

Oregon Department of Geology and MECav D
Mineral Industries
1129 S. Santiam Road OCT 1d iz
Albany, Oregon 97321 ‘
. DEPT OF GEOLOGY
2_ ln'\“‘"(‘l’! l'!ausl
Re: Application 03-0109

Doug Sandy ' ’

‘Dear Sir:

reviewing the information we note that the only previous mining was of a
limited nature for road construction. This application covers what f
would be a new industrial activity in this area, which according to the
comprehensive plan is listed as a green belt. The uses appear to

contradict themselves.

We are concerned about the effects this mining activity would have on
wildlife in the area. There is use by populations of black-tail deer,
as well as other large and small mammals, with incidental use by coyote,
fox, bear and bobcat. This type of habitat and its proximity to the
Sandy River also provides heavy usage by various upland game birds, as
well as other bird species. Although this activity is sheltered from
public view, we believe some measures should be taken to protect the
wildlife resources that are present in the area which would be adversely
impacted by human interference and loss of habitat. We suggest that the
applicant contact the local Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
biologist to work out the necessary measures to protect the resource
while accomplishing their mining activity.

VWie also question the draining of the "swampy" 2-acre site. In the
spirit of the Presidential Executive COrder 11990 on protection of
wetlands, Federal agencies are mandated to put a high priority on
protection of wetlands because of their high value to wildlife. While
this order covers only Federal activities, the Land Conservation and
Development Commission's goals also promote the protection of wetlands
and it should be determined if this activity is in compliance with their
guidelines.

|
We have reviewed the referenced application for surface mining . 1In
|

CONSERVE
AMERICA'S
ENERGY

Save Energy and You Serve America!




of

In view of the fcregoing, we feel that this application should be held
in abeyance until the applicant has contacted the Oregon Department of
Fish and wildlife to ascertain what steps are necessary to protect the
wildlife rescurces in the area. 1In addition, the value of the wetlands
in the area should be taken into account and not drained unnecessarily.
It should also be determined if elimination of the "swampy area" is
contrary to State goals and guidelines. We would appreciate learning
the results of these inquiries before the application is, finally
processed.

The above views and recommendations constitute the report of the Fish
and Wildlife Service on the subject application.

Sincerely yours,

cec: ‘/;ZO’V;/{ F( Q"é/

EPA /q John %. Kincheloe
N4k S Field Supervisor
QDFWk, Portland

CDFW, Herb

LCBC

DSL

DEQ




Doug Sandy Operation

In order to economically bulld the lake for tkze fish
farm the materizl to be moved must be marketed. This
would requilire a washing and screening operation to
produce sand, pea gravel, drain rock etc. with the

over size rock above 2 1nches being crushed for disposal.

The settling ponds necessary for the washing would be
constructed in the area of the existing swamp. There appears
to be ample spring water and existing water table to supply
the water needed since 1t will all be recyvcled for continuous
use, y

The screening end crusher site would occupy esn area less than
one acre, or sbout 150 ft. X 200 ft. with stockpile of
rnaterial products in the' immediate vicinity.

No permanent buildings would be recuired. Sanitation would
be provided by chemical tollets.

Electricity to provide pbwer would be portable Generator or
i1f practical PGE has service passing tkrough the proposed area.

Employment would be provided for approximately 2 to 10 persons
depending on what operation was being performed.

The screening plant would consist of a feed b*n, screen, puap,
and necessarv convevors. The crushirig operation would consist
of a Jaw, Cone, and Roll crusghing units with Screenlnp unit and
necessary conveyors,

All units except three, would be hauled on regular units weirhin
a maximum of 18,000 lbs per axle and the three units woulcd be
movecd uncer Stote end” CountV permlts allowing 21,500 1l9s per axl

Estimate trucking would averace three loads per hour or S£00
loeds per month.

The screening and crushlng operatlon wouvld be conaucted between
the hours of 8 AM ancd 5 Pl weekdays No operetion on Saturdavs
Sundays or Holldays.

9

(4]
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landowners of the property owned by Douglas Sandy as described
in the attached exhibit are joining in this petition to affirm
our approval of the proposed development of the above-mentioned

property.
exist and
proposed:

Name:

PETITTION

23

WE THE UNDERSIGNED, being adjacent neighbors and

We are aware that the followinging conditions now
that the following development plans are now

{
h
1) The present two (2) acre site is _swampy, is in
need of drainage, and has no ; use;
'-f--«" Q
2) There is a ‘need for an operational \rock-
crushing system, and the proposed operation would

be in sue for no more than ten (10) years;

|

3) That the site would then be cleared and
dredged to become a twenty (20) acre lake to be

used for reereational purposes.
—~ ﬁﬁ?“vculbwﬂﬁL

Q.y S A Ay )
CQS’”/%éyéAddresiﬁ R Date:
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Name:

PETITION

WE THE UNDERSIGNED, being adjacent neighbors and

landowners of-the property owned by Douglas Sandy as described
in the attached exhibit are :joining in this petition to affirm
our approval of the proposed development of the above-mentioned

property.
exist and
proposed:

We are aware that the followinging conditions now
that the following development plans are now

1) The present two (2) acre site is éwampy, is in
need of drainage, and has no recreational use;

2) There is a ‘need for an operational rock-
crushing system, and the proposed operation would
be in sue for no more than ten (10) years;

3) That the site would then be cleared and

dredged to become a twenty (20) acre lake to be
used for recreational purposes.

Address: Date:
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May 12, 1978 - : P.O. BOX i15
' . . SANDY, OREZON 870
Telephone 858-8523

Doug Sandy
P.O. Box 315
Sandy, Or. 97055 .

To Whom It May Concern:

I have reviewed the proposed improvements along the Sandy River with
Mr. Sandy.

I have walked the site to see how the proposal would affect the city.
The city's position could be outlined as follows:

1. The city realizes there is a need for granular fill and crushed rock
in the Sandy area; but the city also is concerned with the impact on the
area. This proposal seems to meet these needs as well as provide a mini-
mum impact on the environment. It is screened from the public.

2. The city is also concerned about the condition of the site after
the removal of the granular materlal I am informed that the area would be
developed into recreational lakes. This appeals to the city.

B '\

Our Comprehensive Plan has zoned this area as a green belt and the -
end product would be accomplished. In summary - the city would not be
against such a proposal .

Sincerely yours,

i Coopils
Dennis Peoples
Director of Public Works

"DP:js
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"LEARN "FIRE
NOTTG PREVENTION
BU R N " PAYSI'

May 10, 1978

Mr. Douglas Sandy
PO Box 315
Sandy, Oregon 97055 :

Dear Mr. Sandy;

In regards to your proposal for impraving the lower half of SE Serban Road
and the installation of ponds.

- As you know, the present road only allows access for fire equipment during
certain times of the year and it is doubtful whether our larger tankers
could negotiate the present road at all. Even though the lower half of
Serban Road borders the Sandy River, obtaining river water for firefighting
purposes is very difficult at best because of the steep banks bordering
the river.

Your proposal for the installation of ponds and for upgrading the road,
would provide very needed improvements as far as fire protection is concerned.

Yours truly,

Bl i

Bob Rathke, Chief

RR/Th
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DEPARTMENT OF GEOLOGY AND MINERAL INDUSTRIES
MINED TAND RECLAMATION DIVISION

RECLAMATION PLAN GUIDELINE A i

NAME ADDRESS AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF THE OPERATOR OR HIS AGENT:
oa jﬁ/ub "
‘7 o, Bo y%ié . o
JAM”D)f o 1:60/1/ 77055 S

NAME AND ADDRESS OF LANDOWNER:

SAME - | BN :

LIST OF KNOWN MATERIALS FOR WHICH THE OPERATION IS O BE CONDUCTED:
Se—of GRrAve| Qo

A?j R ijo.fé, ;;
1. PROPOSED STARTING DATE: CZL4/ SeT— 20 W

27 Mow
2. PROPOSED ENDING DATE (IF KNOWN) @_,mvvruw 7 il

OPERATIONAL PLAN:

1. METHOD TO BE EMPLOYED: .

A . s . ‘t‘}“ ) [T ’
a.’(INGLE BENCH ; | ;

' c. DREDGE ' . |
b. MULTIPIE BENCH a. omer Depgl, e, |
_ Y .

p. TYPES OF EQUIPMENT TO BE USED roe
V4 VA
Dozer - DrAG L

ZQoart - P anze B
3 DISPOSITION oF OVERBURDE%' 2 VE ) X ) V'YV\a;jzthihj?

(L) \M eD{é\/M <

WHAT WILL BE THE PLANNED SUB EQg?JNT NBENEFICTAL USE" OF THE)
PERMIT AREA? THIS CAN INCLUDE, BUT IS NOT LIMITED TO,
CONSTRUCTION SI'I‘E SANITARY TAND FILL, PARK, WATER IMI’OUNDMENT,
AGRICULTURAL USE-(BE SPECIFIC, FXAMPIE: GRAZING TAND, CROP TO
BE PLANTED, ETC.), FOREST LAND,

Lol () Zlé./ o r e a Q M
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Reclamation will begin )Z O days following completion of mining.
Reclamation will be concurrent with mining. yes no

2. PROVISION FOR RECLAIMING MINED LANDS ON A CONTINUING BASIS WHERE FEASIBLE.

RECTAMATION PROCEDURES ~~ ! > -

1.

2.

WHAT WILL YOU DO TO INSURE GEO STABILI‘I‘Y‘? Q @/”P @,
§§§§§%Fie_,x e ﬂ s S Ol .,
Vo lop Rt /«/Qop»v g 3T p/Mi“aﬂ
PROVISION FOR REVEGETATION (M:Lnlmal survival rate is 75,9
© ' uniformly distributed.)

r ®
(a) HOW ILL YOU SAVE AND TORE 'I‘Q]?SOIL"> Cl.e.e, T W
(b) WHAT uEASURES WILL YOU TAKE TO PREVENT EITHER WIND OR WATE?

EROSION OF TOPSOIL DURING STORAGE? 1&)‘42§? ’
7?14},L422413 Crn! AR DN ’~
(c) WHAT WILL BE THE AVERAGE DEPTH OF EOPSO L REPLACFD ON THE
AREA TO BE RECTAIMED, o=l S
£ are 2Bt onca,

(4) HOW WILL YOU PREPARE SEED BED PRIOR TO PLANTING?

fwmw&»h %l @*—~;5 %

(e) WHAT TYPES AND AMOUNTS OF GRASS SEED WILL YOU USE PER ACRE
AND HOW WILL THIS BE PLAN‘I‘ED"

(f) WHAT TYPES AND AMOUNTS OF FERTILIZER MULCH, AND LIME WILL
¥OoU USE? . W %’ é

i SERTE .

(g) WHAT TYPES AND AMOUNTS OF SEEDLINGS AND SHR§§S WILL_YOU PLANT°.jQ

(h) WHEN WILL SEEDING AND PLANTING TAKE PLACE? (SEASON OF YEAR)




H. WATER AND DRAINAGE

(a) WHAT PROVISIQN WILL YOU TAKE TO INSURE PROPER DRAINAG

&«p? M 600 rr\e_a&,e.—e_}

(b) w%g? ROVISIONYHAS\BEVN TAKEN FOR SILT

CONTROL% " ;
el ) u._;/c)amaeu——k /‘ﬂ . 1 -+ 7

(c) IF WATER IMPOUNDMFNT IS TO LD LEFT SEE PAGH 6.

— |

I. VISUAL SCREENING o ]
(a) WILL YOU EMPLOY VISUAL 8¢ WEN%NG° (Ingo szigm
e W

(b) WHAT TYPES AND AMOUNTS OF PLANTS WILL YOU USE?
» A

(¢) WHAT WILL BE THE SPACING BETWEEN PLANTS?

n A

J. PROVISION FOR REMOVING STRUCTURES, QUIPMENT AND RE“USE FROM THE PERMIT .

AREA IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CLAI TION e g
T M
oeld 0, E ﬁ

/—aq e &t f

H

K, UMAP OF AERIAL PHOTO REQUIREMENTS J

(a) WILL AREA PHOTO BE SUBMITTED?  YES l"//go
SCATE

(b) MAP(S) REQUIREMENTS. THE MAP SHOULD SHOW, BUT IS NOT
LIMITED TO:

(1) scAIE: ( 1" = 400' to 600' )
(2) NORTH SHALL BE INDICATED ~ ="'

(3) QUARTER SECTION, SECTION, TOWNSHIP AND RANGE

(4) DISTANCE AND DIRECTION TO NEAREST MUNICIPALITY

(5) LOCATIONS AND NAMES OF ALL STREAMS, ROADS,
RATLROADS, UTILITIES
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(6) LOCATION AND NAMES OF ADJACENT LANDOWNERS

(7) ALL OCCUPIED HOUSES WITHIN 500 FEET

(8) LOCATION OF ALL PROPOSED ACCESS ROADS

(9) LOCATION OF PLANT, OFFICE AND MAINTENANCE FACILITIES

(10) SHOW BOUNDARIES OF AREA TO BE PERMITTED

(11) TYPICAL CROSS-SECTION OF PRESENT GROUND LINE AND
PROJECTED GROUND LINE AFTER RECLAMATION

(12) CONTOUR INTERVAL, DATE OF MAP PREPARATION, NAME OF
PERSON PREPARING MAP,

13) AREA FOR TOPSOIL STORAGE, WASTE DISPOSAL
9

(14) A SEPARATE AP SHOWING GENERAL LOCATION OF THE OPERATING
: AREA (NOT TARGER THAN 83" x 11")

(c) A REVISED MAP MAY BE REQUIRED ANNUALLY

IF APPLICABLE, WHAT PROVISIONS HAVE BEEN MADE FOR STREAM CHANNEL, BANK
STABILIZATION AND REHABILITATION? ,}) A’

BEVIDENCE, IV WPI'I‘T.JN WORI‘f' STATING THAT ALI; OWNERS OF A LEGAL, EQUITABLE,
FIDUCIARY OR POSSESSORY INTEREST IN THE LAND- CONCUR WITH THE PROPOSED -

JULY 1, 1972.

. SUBSEQUENT USE FOR ANY MINING OPERATION COMMENCING SUBSEQUENT TO

™ A
OTHER PERMITS IF APPLICABLE:
DIVISION OF STATE LANDS . _ NO. DATE
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY NO. DATE .
COUNTY USE PERMIT NO. DATE

OTHER (IDENTIFY)

OTHER COMMENTS: -

/ﬂ //

IR | fefinTURE OF APPLICAN“)
| f,TI;IE [;L&haﬁ //éék&@ %> __ DATE ,29/47 3 /5%257




(1)

.(2)

(3)

MW#«—E/?M@ MW&*@

(4)

(5)

WATER IMPOUNDMENTS

HOW LARGE WILL THE SURFACE AREA BE, IN ACRES? é) ~ ? /7 P N N

WHAT PROVISIONS HAVE BEEN MADE FOR PUBLIC SAFETY?

WHAT P?OVISIONS HAVE YOU MADE TO PREVENT WATER STAGNATION?

m/%% ”'“ﬁww

WHAT IS THE WATER SOURCE FOR THE IMPOUNDMENT? ' F

M’»M /}M@Mw@ﬂf

WILL THERE BE PUBLIC ACCESS FOR FISHING?

o




INSTRUCTIONS FOR CROSS-SECTION

1. THE TWO EXAMPLES SHOWN ARE "TYPICAL" CROSS-SECTIONS OF A WATER
IMPOUNDMENT LEFT AFTER EXCAVATION IS COMPLETE.

2. IF ONE OF THE PLANS SHOWN IS TO BE USED, PLEASE INDICATE WHICH

ONE AND PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION ON THE PLAN SELECTED.
YOU DO NOT HAVE TO RE~-DRAW THE CROSS-SECTION.

A. SURPACE ELEVATION TO THE NEAREST 5 FEET.
B. SLOPE OF THE BANK (MAXIMUM IS 2:1 OR 27°).

C - G. THE DIMENSIONS INMN FEET.

Typical Cross - Sectionls] of Water Impound

\

'

—  TYPE I - e
A, SURFACE ELEVATION |

!

HIGH WATER

7~
<—D
A —F
~ . LOW WATER
B, SLOPE ‘ - (
— F e
| |
| G g
| | . TYPE I
A, SURFACE ELEVATION ) : N,
: 3 Or HIGH WATER -
: Zl—C
N | =0
. | o~12
‘34]/)——— LOW WATER : k—é
B, SLOPE A ' /
— ‘Q\C?(D -2
G ) r)




August 16, 1978

MEMO TO FILE:
FROM: Stan-

Doug Sandy called August 15. Concerned about the proposed grsins
and revetment - referred to DSL = Mark Harbart's

Inquired re possible crasher at his sites

Presently using less than 2,500 cubic yards for purposes other
than own roads. Needs to have 20,000 to 60,000 yards crushed and
stockpiled. Will sell off-site to offset cost of construction of
commercial fish farm (lake).

Recommended apply for state mining permit. Apply to county
for necessary county permit. Arrange for on-site inspection by MLR
and have report to submit to county. Will be setting up appointment

with us for office visit to file application and for on-site inspection.

NHesf Vi




TO:

FROM:

SUBJECT:

81.125.1387

STATE OF OREC,\ON INTER__~FICE iMEMO

File DATE: April 24, 1978
Paul F. Lawson
Doug Sandy

Mr. Doug Sandy called this morning. In essence, he wanted a new pécket 61‘.
forms, etcl, as apparently he expects to imcrease his operation. I have
drafted a letter transmitting the requested: "p@,cket"

Mr. Sandy gave his address :ja.s:Deug Sandy, P, O. Box 315, Séndy, Oregop 97055.

Mr. Sandy has had prior commnication with Tom Ebhmett, héw.éver' no pernit or
certificate has been issued. A

¥r. Sandy informed me that he has a 55 acre family farm (since 1918) on west
side of the Sandy River upstream frem Dodge Park.

Letter on file (Sandy Fire Dist. #72, December 28, 1976) indicates farm to
be at end of Serban Road. By map examination, this would be (probably) in
Sec. 1, Twp. 23, Rgeo 4B,

b

‘Mr. Sandy hopes to extract sand, gravel,and rock for sale, to improve road(s)

on his property, and to create a recreational fishery (perhaps commercial
fish preductions

. Perhaps 30% will require crushing so he plans to install crusher.

The fire &epartment letter indicates value to commwnity of improved road and
of water resource availability expected to result from Mr.' Sandy's operation.




April 24, 1978

Mr. Doug Sandy
P, 0. Box 315
Sandy, Oregon 97055

Dear Mr. Sandy:

I am sending you the forms and instructions concerning surface mining which
you requested this morning.

If you have questions or need assistance with the forms, please contact me
on 967-2039 or by mail at this address.

Sincerely,

Paul F. Lawson
Field Representative
Mined land Reclamation
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SANDY FIRE DISTRICT 72 Boxsis sendy, Oregon 97055 Bus. Telephone: 668-4622

LEARN FIRE
NOT TO PREVENTION
BURN PAYS

December 28, 1976

Mr. Ron Stangle

Clackamas County Planning Commission
940 Warner-Milne Roa

Oregon City re

Mr. Doug Sandy, e an ad, topped by our office with a
proposal for certain vements to his property at the end of
Serban Road along th San y River. Mr. asked for our comments, and

that we direct a letter .to your organization regarding the fire protection
aspects of his proposal.

The area at the end of Serban Road is almost inaccessible for fire apparatus
because of the condition of the road into the area. It is very narrow, steep
and has a switchback that only our smallest piece of c¢quipment can negotiate.

The plans that Mr. Sandy show d s d pro 1ision for straightening and
improv'ng the road into the area. This wou d ow our apparatus full access
to the lower " n Road area. 1In addition, Mr. Sandy's plans call for the
installation of large pond which would be available for fire fighting
purposes. Thi s would be an important fire pro ection improvement. Even
though the ar rders the Sandy River, water for firefighting purposes is a
problem becaus f the topography of the area whe the banks of the river

are steep and rocky. This prevents apparatus fr m reaching the river (assum-
ming that the road is improved so that apparatus can even get into the area).

We think the make important and needed
in re ards

like to lend vur s

Commission would look favorably on this proposal.

Yours truly,

/5 ul VB

Bob Rathke, Chief

RR/1h
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