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Frequently Asked Questions: Removal-Fill Permit Application for the  

Proposed Jordan Cove Energy Project 

These questions are questions frequently asked of DSL staff, as well as questions  
submitted during the public comment hearings for the project.  

 
DSL updates this FAQ as questions are answered, so please check back often. Last update: 3.5.19 

 
 
QUESTION TOPICS 

• Removal-Fill Permitting Process 

• Decision Process for Removal-Fill Permits  

• Comments Received 

• Public Comment Hearings  
 

Topic: Removal-Fill Permitting Process 
 

What is the deadline for DSL to make a decision on the removal-fill application?  

The permit decision deadline for the Jordan Cove Energy Project removal-fill application has been 

extended to September 20, 2019. A decision may be made sooner if the Oregon Department of State 

Lands (DSL) is in possession of all necessary information to make a permit decision.  

Why is an extension needed?  

There are several remaining steps in the removal-fill permitting process. Due to robust participation in 

the review and comment period for the Jordan Cove removal-fill permit application, additional time is 

needed for these remaining steps:  

Current Step: Final Technical Review. This step includes:  

• DSL Review of Comments. Approximately 49,000 to 57,000 comments were received (please 

see FAQ for more info about the approximate number). DSL staff is currently in the process of 

reading all comments received. Extension of the permit decision deadline allows DSL staff to 

complete review of comments in order to identify substantive issues relevant to the removal-fill 

law. DSL will ask the applicant to address those issues along with any other unresolved technical 

issues identified by the Department.  

• Applicant Response. The final technical review step also includes time for the applicant to 

address relevant comments and unresolved technical issues. These may addressed by the 

applicant in written response, through project revisions, providing additional information, or 

other action as appropriate. All comments are also provided to the applicant, and the applicant 

is asked to respond.   

Final Step: Permit Decision. DSL evaluates the entire application record against the criteria for 

permit issuance and makes a decision to either approve or deny the permit application. The 
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extension also allows DSL the time necessary to thoroughly evaluate the record and make a 

decision.   

 
Topic: Decision Process for Removal-Fill Permits  
 

Who makes the permit decision? 

Oregon laws and rules assign DSL responsibility for overseeing the removal-fill permitting 

process, and for making permit decisions. An overview of the state’s removal-fill jurisdiction and 

the Department’s role is here: 

https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Documents/JordanCoveEnergyProjectApplicationMemoJune-

11-2018-DSL.pdf 

 
Topic: Comments Received 

How many comments were received?  
Approximately 49,000 to 57,000 comments were received.  

 
Why is the number of comments received approximate?  

The number of comments received is approximate because as many as 8,000 comments 
received may have been an exact copy of the same comment from the same person. This 
occurred, for example, when someone emailed copies of their comment to multiple DSL staff.   
 
If the same person submitted two different comments, that is included in the estimate as two 
comments. If different people submitted the same comment, via a web form or form letter, 
each person’s comment is included in the estimate.  

 
Is the number of comments received, or whether comments supported or opposed the project, 
factored into the permit decision?  

The number of comments received indicates that many people had information they wanted the 
Department to consider. The number itself does not factor into the Department’s decision-
making.  

 
In reviewing comments, the Department does not tally the number of comments that support or 
oppose a project.  Regardless of whether a commenter supports or opposes a project, if the 
comment raises an issue that relates specifically to the state’s removal-fill law DSL will ask the 
applicant to address that issue. 

 
Will comments be posted online?  

Yes, all comments received will be posted on the DSL website here: 
https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Pages/jordancove.aspx.  
 

https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Documents/JordanCoveEnergyProjectApplicationMemoJune-11-2018-DSL.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Documents/JordanCoveEnergyProjectApplicationMemoJune-11-2018-DSL.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Documents/JordanCoveEnergyProjectApplicationMemoJune-11-2018-DSL.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Documents/JordanCoveEnergyProjectApplicationMemoJune-11-2018-DSL.pdf
https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Pages/jordancove.aspx
https://www.oregon.gov/dsl/WW/Pages/jordancove.aspx
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The public comment hearing recordings and transcripts are available online now. Comments 
received in writing will be posted as soon as possible.    

 
Will the notice to the applicant regarding remaining issues, and the applicant’s response, be posted 
online? 

Yes, as soon as they are available.  
  

Topic: Public Comment Hearings 
 
Why did the public comment hearings end at a specific time?  

Resources, staff availability and venue logistics all necessitated hearings beginning and 
ending at specified times. Hearings were one of several ways to submit comments. All 
comments are read and considered, whether they’re spoken or submitted in writing. 
Anyone who didn’t speak still had the opportunity to provide their input in writing at the 
hearing, or by email or mail or online.   
 

How did DSL select the hearing locations?  
DSL’s primary goal in selecting hearing locations was to have a safe, accessible place for 
people to have their comments heard. In selecting the locations, DSL considered a 
venue’s capacity, location, accessibility to people of all abilities, security, availability 
during evening hours, ease of parking, and other factors. We also considered rental 
costs, and logistics related to event setup. Finally, a venue needed to approve DSL’s 
request to hold a hearing at their facility. Some venues declined to hold a hearing at 
their location.  

 
Why didn’t the Salem hearing take place at a bigger location?  

DSL added Salem to the public comment hearing schedule when an environmental 
requested an additional hearing for the convenience of people living in Salem/Portland.  

 
To make this fifth hearing feasible, DSL needed to use available state resources rather 
than renting a venue. We recognize that not everyone would able to speak or enter the 
hearing, but ask people to keep in mind:  

o Public comment hearings were one of many ways to submit comments.  
o All comments are read and considered, whether they’re spoken or submitted in 

writing.  
 
Why was the Salem hearing moved from the Department of State Lands building?  

Having a safe, productive public comment hearing was our goal.  There were safety 
concerns with the original DSL location.  In moving to a location directly across the 
street, we addressed safety concerns and allow people who didn’t hear about the 
location change to easily still attend.  

 


