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Page #1 OF 1

MATERIA. SPECIFIC GRAVITY AND ». .SORPTION DATE: FEBRUARY 29,
TESTING & oF COARSE AGGREGATE 2012
RIAONTARION20140 REPORTS\OOQOSQg - ROCK
. R
INSPECTION S0Lip 8D MWD SRAVAL o scusct Anesouiy
O Environmental Services 0 Geotechnical Engineering 0 Construction Materials Tesiing O Special Inspections
Debbie Aylett
Rock Solid Sand & Gravel
74854 Washington Lane

Irrigon, OR 97844
Project: Rock Solid S&G ODOT Source Testing
Test Date: August 15™ 2010

As requested MTT has performed a specific gravity on the sample referenced below. The testing was performed
in accordance with current AASHTO. & ODOT standards. The results obtained in our laboratory were as

follows:

Source & Description: | Sampled by Rock Solid— 3 Minus at Township 4n, Ra'nﬁe 27, Sec. 36, Tax Lot #1500°
Date Obtained: | 7/15/10
Sample ID: | 100384

Sampling and Preparation: | ASTM D75: AASHTOT2: § X ?g??g}g X D421 /3282?7{1
Test Standard: | ASTM C127: AASHTO T84: | X
Sample 0384
Bulk Specific Gravity 2.694
Bulk SSD Specific Gravity 2.729
Apparent Specific Gravity 2.791
Percent Absorption 1.3%

If you have any questions concerning this report (SpGr384-Revised), please call on us at (541) 889-3602.

Respectfully submitted,
MATERIALS TESTING & INSPECTION INC.

L > it

Reviewed By: Charles D. Walker
Regional Manager

110 SEFAvenue, Ontario OR 97914 541 889-3602 Fax 541 889-3605
E-Mail mti@mti-id.com 47 www._mti-id.com
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MATER‘A-.S SIEVE ANALYSIS . DATE: OCTOBER 22,
2010
TeSTING &
i e anAver 5. SOUROE ABFROVAL
NSPECTION - = (or?mmol OR)\SIEVE382.000
Q) Environmental Services {1 Geotechnical Engineering O Construction Materials Testing @ Special Inspections
Debbie Aylett
Rock Solid Sand & Gravel
74854 Washington Lane

Trrigon, OR 97844
Project: Rock Solid S&G Source Testing

Test Date: August 15" 2010

As requested MT1 has performed sieve analysis testing on the sample referenced below. The testing was
performed in accordance with current AASHTO & ODOT standards. The results obtained in our laboratory

were as follows:
Source & Description: | Supplied by Rock Solid, Source Unknown — 3” Minus
Date Obtained: | 7/15/10
Sample ID: | 100382

Sampling and Preparation: ASTM D75: AASHTO T2: | X ??;?&O() X D421 /gggl:g
Test Standard: | ASTM C117: AASHTOT11: | X ASTM D1140: ASTM D5444:
ASTM C136: AASHTO T27: { X ASTM D422: AASHTO T88:
Sieve Size Percent Passing |
i 100
23" 97
2” 92
1L 81
1” 64
¥ 52
%" 39
Va» 33
3/8” 26
#4 23
#8 16
—#1+0— 14
#16 11
#30 7
—H4Q— 6
#50 5
#100 3
#200 2.7

If you have any questions concerning this report (Sieve382), please call on us at (541) $89-3602.
Respectfully submitted,
MATERIALS TESTING & INSPECTION INC.

Gl > ad

Reviewed By: Charles D. Walker
Regional Manager

110 SE 2° Avenue, Ontario OR 97914 541 BBB-3602 Fax 541 888-3605
E-Mail mti@mti-id.com www.mti-id.com
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MATERL 5 ; DATE: FEBRUARY 29
T NG. & SIEVE ANALYSIS_ 2012
R:AONTARICI2010 REPORTSIO00088¢C - ROCK
INSPECTION - SOLID SAND AND GRAVEL O. SOURGE APFROVAL
{ONTARIO, OR)\SIEVE3BZ-REVISED.DOC

O Environmental Services [J Geotechnical Engineering O Construction Materials Testing {1 Special inspections

Debbie Aylett
Rock Solid Sand & Gravel
74854 Washington Lane

Irrigon, OR 97844
Project: Rock Solid S&G Source Testing

Test Date: August 15 2010
. As requested MTT has performed sieve analysis testing on the sample referenced below. The testing was
performed in accordance with current AASHTO & ODOT standards. The results obtained in our laboratory

were as follows:

Source & Description: | Sampled by Rock Solid—3” Minus at Township 4n, Range 27, Sec. 36, Tax Lot #1500
Date Obtained: | 7/15/10
Sample ID: | 100382
Sampling and Preparation: ASTM D75: AASHTOT2: | X %S/.Ir{;% D421 !ADggg
Test Standard: | ASTM C117: AASHTOTI1: | X | ASTM D1140: ASTM D5444:
ASTM C136: AASHTO T27: | X ASTM D422: AASHTO T88:
Sieve Size Percent Passing |
3” 100
i 97
27 92
1.5 81
1 64
%" 52
¥ 39
Ve 33
3/8” 26
#4 23
#8 16
#10 14
#16 11
#30 7
#40 6
#50 5
#100 3
#200 2.7

If you have any questions concerning this report (Sieve382-Revised), please call on us at (541) 889-3602.

Respectfully submitted,
MATERIALS TESTING & INSPECTION INC.

A 5wt

Reviewed By: Charles D. Walker
Regional Manager

541 888-3602 Fax 541 889-3605
www.mti-id.com

110 SE 2™ Avenue, Ontario OR 97014
E-Mail mti@mti-id.com 49
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Megan Davchevski <megan.davchevski@umatillacounty.gov>

TIA for Aggregate Project

Tom Fellows <tom.fellows@umatillacounty.gov> Mon, Apr 11, 2022 at 4:26 PM
To: Robert Waldher <robert.waldher@umatillacounty.gov>
Cc: LAPP Thomas <Thomas.Lapp@odot.state.or.us>, Megan Davchevski <megan.davchevski@umatillacounty.gov>

Hello Bob

Given that ODOT has gone to a great deal of work developing their spacing standards around overpass areas and the fact
we did everything we could to meet their standards on the North side of this overpass | would defer to whatever ODOT
requires in this particular area.

Tom Fellows
[Quoted text hidden]
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Megan Davchevski <megan.davchevski@umatillacounty.gov>

TIA for Aggregate Project
LAPP Thomas <Thomas.Lapp@odot.oregon.gov> Tue, Apr 12, 2022 at 10:18 AM
To: Robert Waldher <robert.waldher@umatillacounty.gov>, Tom Fellows <tom.fellows@umatillacounty.gov>

Cc: Megan Davchevski <megan.davchevski@umatillacounty.gov>, JARVIS-SMITH Cheryl <Cheryl.JARVIS-
SMITH@odot.oregon.gov>, BOYD David <David.BOYD@odot.oregon.gov>

Robert,

| took a look at the area and tax lots Aylett owns at the SW side of the 1-84 interchange. The existing frontage road is
approximately 240’ from the EB exit ramp and it appears the first access to the subject properties from the frontage road is
about 600’ west from Colonel Jordon Rd, entering onto tax lot #400. This may cause some congestion at the intersection
entering Colonel Jordan if a great deal of new commercial vehicle trips are generated using the frontage road in close
proximity to the interchange.

There is plenty of space available from the EB Ramps to attain 1320’ of separation from the ramps where trucks could
enter a new connection to tax lot 1500 from Colonel Jordan Rd or further south opposite of Noble Rd.

In any case | believe it would be best to build a new connection at a minimum of 1320’ South or the interchange ramps per
the IAMP especially since this is the first opportunity to enter tax [ot 1500 from the county road system.

Thanks

Thomas Lapp

District 12 Permit Specialist

1327 SE 3" street
Pendleton, OR 97801
Ph (541)278-3450

Fax (541)276-5767

From: Robert Waldher <robert.waldher@umatillacounty.gov>
Sent: Wednesday, April 6, 2022 3:46 PM
To: LAPP Thomas <Thomas.Lapp@odot.oregon.gov>; Tom Fellows <tom.fellows@umatillacounty.gov>
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5.3 LOCAL STREET NETWORK AND ACCESS MANAGEMENT PLAN
Introduction

The purpose of the development of a local street network and access management plan in the
Westland Road/I-84/1-82 interchange area is to predefine the location of the local streets and
driveways in relation to the two rural collector streets, Westland Road and Lamb Road.

The local street network and access management plan was developed by using the access spacing
standards in the adopted 2002 Umatilla County Transportation System Plan as a guideline.
Where physical constraints and/or long lot frontage existed, variances to the standards were
sought to balance the need for local access versus through trip capacity.

Existing Access Spacing Standards

There are three relevant access spacing standards in developing the local street network and
access management plan, The first standard is the spacing between a freeway ramp junction with
a local cross street and the first full public access. The standard adopted in the 2002 Umatilla
County Transportation System Plan is 1,320 foot spacing between a freeway ramp intersection
with a local cross street and the first full access. This spacing standard is also consistent with the
1999 Oregon Highway Plan.

The second access spacing standard to consider in the development of the local street network
and access management plan is the minimum public street to public street spacing standard. The
2002 Umatilla County Transportation System Plan requires that the minimum spacing standard
between public roads on a designated rural collector arterial is 500 feet.

The third and final access spacing standard to consider is the minimum driveway spacing
standard. The 2002 Umatilla County Transportation System Plan defines minimum driveway
spacing on a rural collector arterial at 250 feet.

Existing Accesses on Westland Road south of 1-84

Along Westland Road/Colonel Jordan Road, south of I-84 there are two public streets and three
driveways within the study area. The two public streets are Stafford Hansel Road and Noble
Road. Stafford Hansel Road is less than 200 feet from the 1-84 Eastbound Ramp intersection
with Westland Road/Colonel Jordan Road. Noble Road is more than 2,000 feet from the 1-84
Eastbound Ramp intersection with Westland Road/Colonel Jordan Road.

The Shell Gas Station and Truck Stop and Barton Industries driveways are across from each

other along Westland Road/Colonel Jordan Road and approximately 308 feet south of the 1-84
Eastbound Ramp intersection. The only other driveway between Stafford Hansel Road and

Westland Road/[-84/1-82 Interchange Area Transportation Plan Page 5- 5
August 28, 2003 - Drafi
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Noble Road is an agricultural driveway to a field approximately 300 feet south of the Shell and
Barton Industries driveways.

There are several substandard conditions along Westland Road/Colonel Jordan Road south of I-
84. First, Stafford Hansel Road does not meet the minimum spacing standard between an
interchange ramp and the first full access public street. The adopted Umatilla County
Transportation System Plan standard is 1,320 feet, which is also consistent with the 1999 Oregon
Highway Plan. Based on the 1,320 foot spacing standard, none of the driveways meet the current
standard either.

Proposed Future Accesses on Westland Road/Colonel Jordan Road South of 1-84

The current 1,320 access spacing standards do not apply until the adjacent property redevelops.
Redevelopment is possible only along the areas that are currently zoned commercial or industrial
south of 1-84. Even at the time of redevelopment, the subject parcels cannot meet the minimum
1,320 foot spacing requirement from the 1-84 Eastbound Ramp intersection since the parcel
length are less than 900 feet. Therefore, a variance to the standard is needed.

One of the purposes of this plan is to develop a future access plan that would be implemented at
the time of redevelopment. By creating this plan in advance of development or redevelopment,
the interchange area can be protected and any deviations to the standards pre-approved through
the adoption of the local street network and access management plan of this study.

The most logical access management principal to guide the development of future access along
Westland Road/Colonel Jordan Road south of I-84 is to consolidated driveways on both sides of
the roadway and to make sure that driveways are across from each other. There are two
alternatives that could work.

The Shell Gas Station/Truck Stop driveway is already along the southern parcel boundary and is
directly across from the Barton Industries driveway. Stafford Hansel Road could be realigned by
closing the existing Colonel Jordan Road/Stafford Hansel Road intersection and realigning
Stafford Hansel parallel and southward along Colonel Jordan Road. This alignment would
intersection at Colonel Jordan Road at the existing Shell Gas Station/Truck Stop and Barton
Industries driveway. Although the spacing does not come close to the 1,320 foot spacing
standard, it does significantly improve safety and the interaction between the 1-84 Eastbound
Ramp and Stafford Hansel Road traffic. Since the traffic volumes on Westland Road/Colone]
Jordan Road south of 1-84 are relatively low compared to the rest of the study area, the
compromised spacing standards are not likely to generate any operational or safety problems.
The figure on the next page illustrates this future access concept.

Westland Road/l-84/1-82 Interchange Area Transportation Plan Page 5- 6
August 28, 2003 - Draft
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The other access option is to realign Stafford Hansel Road further south at the southern end of
the Barton parcel. This would provide approximately 800 to 900 feet of separation between the
1-84 Eastbound Ramps, Stafford Hansell Road, Shell Gas Station/Truck Stop access, and Barton

Industries driveway. The figure below depicts this second access concept for Colonel Jordan
Road south of [-84.

Westland Road/l-84/(-82 Interchange Area Transportation Plan

Page 5- 7
August 28, 2003 - Draft
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Existing Accesses on Westland Road North of 1-84

Livestock Road is the only street or driveway that encroaches on the minimum access spacing
standard from an interchange ramp. Livestock Road is less than 200 feet from the -84
Westbound Ramp intersection with Westland Road.

The next access north of Livestock Road along Westland Road is the public street serving
Freightliner. This street is approximately 1,425 feet from the [-84 Westbound Ramp intersection
with Westland Road. It meets the minimum spacing requirement of 1,320 feet from the
interchange ramp intersection.

Westland Road/l-84/1-82 Interchange. Area Transportation Plan Page 5- 8
August 28, 2003 - Draft
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m ) Umatilla County Megan Davchevski <megan.davchevski@umatillacounty.gov>

un®

TIA for Aggregate Project

Tom Fellows <tom.fellows@umatillacounty.gov> Wed, Apr 20, 2022 at 4:15 PM
To: Robert Waldher <robert.waldher@umatillacounty.gov>, Megan Davchevski <megan.davchevski@umatillacounty.gov>

Bob

After looking at Tom Lapp's response and further conversation with my staff as well as County Planning | believe the best solution to
this would be for Mr. Aylett to improve Center street to a gravel road standard and utilize it for the access to his operation. Center street
right-of-way exists at what appears to be a 40 foot right-of-way and aligns well with Nobel road which is also a 40 foot right-of-way. On
the map it appears that Mr. Aylett's property would have direct access to this new road. With this new connection it would shift
business access away from the frontage road which would address ODOT's concern with the IAMP. | would also suggest that rather
than using center street we simply continue Nobel road across the intersection.

Tom Fellows

---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: LAPP Thomas <Thomas.Lapp@odot.oregon.gov>

Date: Tue, Apr 12, 2022 at 10:18 AM

Subject: RE: TIA for Aggregate Project

To: Robert Waldher <robert.waldher@umatillacounty.gov>, Tom Fellows <tom.fellows@umatillacounty.gov>

Cc: Megan Davchevski <megan.davchevski@umatillacounty.gov>, JARVIS-SMITH Cheryl <Cheryl.JARVIS-SMITH@odot.
oregon.gov>, BOYD David <David.BOYD@odot.oregon.gov>

[Quoted text hidden]

3 attachments

¥ |-84 to Colonel Jordan Rd..JPG
3 227K

E 20220406183341.pdf
247K

E 20220406183454.pdf
85K
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April 20, 2022

MEMO
To: Umatilla County Planning Commission
From: Carol Johnsoﬁgenior Planner
Re: April 28, 2022, County Planning Commission Hearing
Scout Camp, LLC, Applicant
Umatilla County Development Code Text Amendment, #T-089-22,
Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) and Grazing-Forest (GF) Zoning Code Amendment
cc: Doug Olsen, County Counsel

Robert Waldher, Planning Director

Applicant and property owner proposes a Text Amendment affecting resource zoned land
within Umatilla County zones, EFU and GF. The scope of the Text Amendment adds youth
camps, to the list of conditional uses permitted in the County’s resource zones, EFU and
GF, along with a set of criteria for approving youth camps into the conditional use section
applicable to EFU and GF. Youth camps are allowed in the EFU and GF zones per ORS
215.457 and OAR 660-033-0130 (40).

Provided are draft findings for your consideration along with the proposed amendment
language to the following Umatilla County Development Code (UCDC) sections:

§ 152.003 DEFINITIONS.

§ 152.060 (EFU) CONDITIONAL USES PERMITTED.

§ 152.085 (GF) CONDITIONAL USES PERMITTED.

§ 152.617 STANDARDS FOR REVIEW: CONDITIONAL USES AND
LAND USE DECISIONS ON EFU AND GF ZONED LANDS.

The proposed amendments are first presented to the Planning Commission for review, and
discussion. Planning Commission’s action on the proposed amendment is a
recommendation to the Board of County Commissioners. The hearing before the Board of
Commissioners is scheduled for 9:00 a.m., June 1, 2022.

Approval of the amendment by the Board of County Commissioners would result in the
adoption of the Umatilla County Ordinance approving the final code language. Following
County approval, the Umatilla County Development Code text and the notification of
adoption is sent to the State Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD).

216 S.E. 4 Street » Pendleton, OR 97801 = Ph: 541-278-6252 « Fax: 541-278-5480

Website: www.umatillacounty.net/planning * Email: planning@umatillacounty.net






Umatilla County Development Code
Chapter 152 Amendments

§ 152.003 DEFINITIONS

Youth Camp. Youth camp means a facility
that is either owned or leased, and is
operated by a state or local government or a
nonprofit corporation as defined under ORS
65.001 and is established for the purpose of
providing an outdoor recreational and
educational experience primarily for the
benefit of persons 21 years of age and
younger. Youth camps do not include a
juvenile detention center or juvenile
detention facility or similar use.

Youth Camp Low Impact Recreational
Facilities. Youth camp low impact
recreational facilities that have a limited
amount of permanent disturbance on the
landscape and are likely to create no, or only
minimal impacts on adjacent private lands.
Low impact recreational facilities include,
but are not limited to, open areas, ball fields,
volleyball courts, soccer fields, archery or
shooting ranges, hiking and biking trails,
horseback riding areas, swimming pools and
zip lines. Low impact recreational facilities
are designed and developed in a manner
consistent with the lawfully established unit
of land’s natural environment. Intensive
developed facilities such as water parks and
golf courses are not allowed.

Youth Camp Participants. Youth camp
participants means persons directly involved
with providing or receiving youth camp
services, including but not limited to,
campers, group leaders, volunteers or youth

camp staff.

Page | 1

(EFU Zone)
§ 152.060 CONDITIONAL USES
PERMITTED.

(GG) Youth camp as provided in
OAR 660-033-0130 (40). A youth camp
may be located only on a lawfully
established unit of land that is at least 1,000
acres in size, composed predominantly of
class VI, VII or VIII soils, not located within
an irrigation district, not located within three
miles of an urban growth boundary, and not
established in conjunction with an existing
golf course, as provided in § 152.617 (1) (Z).

(GF Zone)
§ 152.085 CONDITIONAL USES
PERMITTED.

(OO) Youth camp as provided in
OAR 660-033-0130 (40). A youth camp
may be located only on a lawfully
established unit of land that is at least 1,000
acres in size, composed predominantly of
class VI, VII or VIII soils, not located within
an irrigation district, not located within three
miles of an urban growth boundary and not
established in conjunction with an existing
golf course, as provided in § 152.617 (I) (Z).



§ 152.617 STANDARDS FOR REVIEW:

CONDITIONAL USES AND LAND USE
DECISIONS ON EFU AND GF ZONED

LANDS.

(I) EFU AND GF ZONE CONDITIONAL
USES

(Z) Youth Camp.

A youth camp may be located only
on a lawfully established unit of land
suitable to ensure an outdoor experience in a
private setting without dependence on the
characteristics of adjacent and nearby public
and private land. A campground as
described in ORS 215.283 (2)(c), OAR 660-
033-0120, and OAR 660-033-0130 (19) may
not be established in conjunction with a
youth camp.

In determining the suitability of a
lawfully established unit of land for a youth
camp the county shall consider its size,
topography, geographic features and other
characteristics, the proposed number of
overnight participants and the type and
number of proposed facilities.

(1) Number of Youth Camp Participants.
The maximum number of overnight youth
camp participants shall be 350 participants,
unless the applicant meets the provisions in
OAR 660-033-0130 (40) (¢), (d) and (e) for
an increase in the number of camp
participants.

(2) Youth Camp Development Area. The
youth camp facilities must be clustered on a
single development envelope of no greater
than 40 acres, with the exception of trails,
paths and ordinary farm and ranch practices
not requiring land use approval.

Page | 2

(3) Youth Camp Facilities. The youth
camp may provide only the facilities
described in this section:

(a) Youth camp low impact
recreational facilities.

(b) Cooking and eating facilities:

(1) Cooking and eating
facilities may not be provided
in a building that includes
sleeping quarters.

(i1) Food services are limited
to those provided in
conjunction with the
operation of the youth camp
and only provided for youth
camp participants. The sale
of individual meals may be
offered only to family
members or guardians of
youth camp participants.

(c) Bathing and laundry facilities.

(d) Up to three camp activity
buildings, not including a building for
primary cooking and eating facilities.

(e) Sleeping quarters, including
cabins, tents or other structures, for up to
350 youth camp participants only, unless the
applicant meets the provisions in OAR 660-
033-0130 (40) (¢), (d) and (e) for an increase
in the number of camp participants:

(1) Sleeping quarters intended
as overnight accommodations
are not allowed for persons
not participating in activities
or as individual rentals.

(11) Allowed sleeping quarters
may include restroom

xS



facilities and, except for the
caretaker's dwelling, may
provide only one shower for
every five beds. Sleeping
quarters may not include
kitchen facilities.

(f) Covered areas that are not fully
enclosed for youth camp activities.

(g) Administrative, maintenance and
storage buildings including permanent
structures for:

(1) administrative services,
(ii) first aid,

(iii) equipment and supply
storage, and

(iv) gift shop available to
youth camp participants but
not open to the general
public.

(b) Infirmary and infirmary sleeping
quarters for medical care providers (e.g., a
doctor, registered nurse, or emergency
medical technician) may be provided.

(1) A caretaker's residence,
provided no other dwelling is
on the lawfully established
unit of land on which the
youth camp is located.

(4) Buffers and Siting Setbacks. The
youth camp must adhere to setbacks, as
follows:

(a) Setbacks to riparian areas require
structures such as buildings, major
improvements and similar permanent
fixtures to be setback from the high water
line along all streams, lakes or wetlands a

Page | 3

minimum of 100 feet measured at right
angles to the high water line or mark.

(b) Setbacks from adjacent public
and private lands, public roads and roads
serving other ownerships shall be 250 feet,
unless the use of vegetative, topographic or
other natural features can separate the visual
and audible aspects of youth camp activities
from other nearby and adjacent lands and
uses.

(c) Setbacks of at least 1320 feet
from any other lawfully established unit of
land containing an approved youth camp.

(5) Archaeological Protection. The
county shall require, as a condition of
approval of a youth camp, that the youth
camp adhere to standards for the protection
of archaeological objects, archaeological
sites, burials, funerary objects, human
remains, objects of cultural patrimony and
sacred objects, as provided in ORS 97.740
t0 97.750 and 358.905 to 358.961, as
follows:

(a) If a particular area of the lawfully
established unit of land proposed for the
youth camp is proposed to be excavated, and
if that area contains, or is reasonably
believed to contain resources protected by
ORS 97.740 to 97.750 and 358.905 to
358.961, the application shall include
evidence that there has been coordination
among the appropriate Native American
Tribe, the State Historic Preservation Office
(SHPO), and a qualified archaeologist, as
described in ORS 390.235 (6)(b).

(b) The applicant shall obtain a
permit required by ORS 390.235 before any
excavation of an identified archeological site
begins.



(c) The applicant shall monitor
construction during the ground disturbance
phase(s) of development if such monitoring
is recommended by SHPO or the appropriate
Native American Tribe.

(6) Fire Safety. The county requires a
fire safety protection plan for each youth
camp. A fire safety protection plan includes
fire prevention measures, on site pre-
suppression and suppression measures, and
the establishment and maintenance of fire-
safe area(s) in which camp participants can
gather in the event of a fire. (A copy of the
youth camp’s fire safety protection plan,
meeting all fire prevention measures shall be
submitted to the County.)

(a) A youth camp’s on-site fire
suppression capability shall at least include:

(i) A 1000-gallon mobile
water supply that can
reasonably serve all areas of
the camp;

(ii) A 60 gallon-per-minute
water pump and an adequate
amount of hose and nozzles;

(iii) A sufficient number of
firefighting hand tools; and

(iv) Trained personnel
capable of operating all fire
suppression equipment at the
camp during designated
periods of fire danger; and/or

(v) An equivalent level of fire
suppression facilities
determined by the governing
body or its designate based
on the response time of the
effective wildfire suppression
agencies.

Page | 4

(7) Campgrounds. The county shall
require, as a condition of approval of a
youth camp, a condition prohibiting
campgrounds as described in ORS 215.283
(2)(c) and OAR 660-033-0130 (19), in
conjunction with a youth camp.

(8) Covenant Not to Sue. The county
shall require, as a condition of approval of a
youth camp, that the land owner of the youth
camp sign and record in the deed records for
the county a document binding the land
ownet, the operator of the youth camp if
different rom the owner, and the land
owner's or operator's successors in interest,
prohibiting a claim for relief or cause of
action alleging injury from farming or forest
practices for which no action or claim is
allowed under ORS 30.936 or 30.937.

(9) Future Land Divisions. The county
prohibits future land divisions resulting in a
lawfully established unit of land containing
the youth camp that is smaller in size than
required for the original youth camp
approval.

(10) Future Land Development. The
county prohibits future development on the
lawfully established unit of land not related
to the youth camp and that would require a
land use decision as defined at ORS 197.015
(10) unless the county’s original approval of
the camp is rescinded and the youth camp
development is either removed or can
remain, consistent with a county land use
decision that is part of such rescission.

(11) Goal 5 Protection. The county
requires that the applicant consult with an
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlifc
biologist whether siting a youth camp
triggers a site-specific assessment of the
land for potential adverse effects, as
provided by this section.
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(a) Development of a youth camp on
land containing a protected Goal 5 resource
under the county’s comprehensive plan
where the plan does not address conflicts,
the applicant shall together with the county
and any state or federal agency responsible
for protecting the resource or habitat
supporting the resource, develop a resource
management plan to mitigate potential
development conflicts according to OAR
660-033-0130 (40) and consistent with OAR
chapter 660, divisions, 16 and 23.

Where a County does not have a
program to protect the Goal 5 resource, and
the applicant and the appropriate resource
management agency cannot successfully
agree on a cooperative resource
management plan, the county is responsible
for determining appropriate mitigation
measures in compliance with OAR chapter
660, division 23; and

(b) The applicant must consult with
an Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife
biologist as to whether the potential exists
for adverse effects to state or federal special
status species, habitat, or to big game winter
range or migration corridors that would
result in a requirement to conduct a site-
specific assessment of the land as specified
in OAR 660-033-0130 (40).

(c) Where the applicant and the
resource management agency cannot agree
on what mitigation, if any, will be carried
out under (a) or (b) of this section, the
county is responsible for determining
appropriate mitigation measures in
accordance with OAR 660-033-0130 (40).

(12) Extension of Sewer to a Youth
Camp. Where applicable, authorization of an
extension of a sewer system to serve a youth
camp would require an exception to Goal
11, and must be taken pursuant to ORS
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197.732 (1)(c) and Goal 2, as stipulated in
OAR 660-033-0130 (40).
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UMATILLA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
DRAFT FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
UMATILLA COUNTY DEVELOPMENT CODE TEXT AMENDMENT, #T-089-22

1. Introduction

The Umatilla County Development Code (UCDC) provides that “an amendment to the
text of this chapter or to a zoning map may be initiated by the County Board of Commissioners,
the County Planning Commission, or by application of a property owner.” (UCDC Section
152.750) Therefore, the County has the authority to consider the property owners’ text
amendment.

2. Procedural Matters
A. Categorization of this Matter

This matter is a legislative matter because it proposes to amend the text of the Umatilla
County Development Code in a manner that will affect all Umatilla County properties zoned
Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) and Grazing-Farm (GF) within rural Umatilla County.

B. Post-Acknowledgment Amendment

This legislative amendment is an amendment to the County's acknowledged 1983 Zoning
Ordinance. ORS 197.610(1) and OAR 660-018-0020(1) require that the County provide notice
to the Oregon Department of Land Conservation and Development (“DLCD”) at least 35 days
prior to the initial evidentiary hearing. The County provided the 35-day notice to DLCD on
March 24, 2022. The County has satisfied ORS 197.610(1) and OAR 660-018-0020(1) by
mailing the post-acknowledgement amendment notice so that it arrived at the office of DLCD at

least 35 days prior to the initial evidentiary hearing.

UCDC Section 152.771(B) requires the County provide a legal notice for the Planning
Commission hearing April 28, 2022 and Board of Commissioners June 1, 2022 hearing by
publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the County at least ten (10) days prior to the
date of the first hearing. The notice was published in the East Oregonian newspaper on April
16, 2022.

The County has satisfied the post-acknowledgement amendment notice required by
ORS 197.610(1) and OAR Chapter 660-018-0020(1) and the legal notice of hearing publication
in UCDC Section 152.771(B).

C. Procedure

UCDC 152.752 is entitled “Public Hearings on Amendments.” This section provides, in
relevant part:



“The Planning Commission shall conduct a public hearing on the
proposed amendment according to the procedures in section
152.771 of this Chapter at its earliest practicable meeting after it is
proposed. The decision of the Planning Commission shall be final
unless appealed, except in the case where the amendment is to the
text of this Chapter, then the Planning Commission shall forward
its recommendation to the Board of Commissioners for final
action.”

Therefore, the County will hold two (2) hearings for this legislative amendment, one (1)
before the Planning Commission and the second before the Board of Commissioners.

Additionally, UCDC Section 152.771(A)(1) provides that a public hearing is required for
legislative amendments. The procedures and requirements for a quasi-judicial hearing are not
applicable to this hearing. Therefore, UCDC Section 152.772, which applies to quasi-judicial
hearings, is not applicable to this legislative proceeding.

3. Description of Amendment

The applicant and property owner, Scout Camp, LLC, (Randall and Marie Martin) made
application to Umatilla County to amend the Umatilla County Development Code (UCDC) text
to add “Youth Camps” to the list of conditional uses permitted in the County’s Exclusive Farm
Use (EFU) zone and Grazing Farm (GF) zone.

The applicant and property owner, Scout Camp, LLC, intends to apply for a youth camp
conditional use permit under the adopted set of conditional use permit criteria for establishment
of a Boys Scout Camp on the applicant’s property. The application for a conditional use permit
for a Boys Scout Camp is not, at this time, before Umatilla County.

4. Approval Criteria

UCDC Section 152.751 requires an amendment to the text of the UCDC shall comply
with provisions of the Umatilla County Comprehensive Plan (the “Plan”), the Oregon
Transportation Planning Rule (the “TPR”), OAR Chapter 660, division 12, and the Umatilla
County Transportation Plan (“Transportation Plan”).

Umatilla County has adopted a County Transportation Plan and implementing
ordinances, including the requirement for a Traffic Impact Analysis, as provided in UCDC
Section 152.019. The County Public Works and Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT)
also have been provided notice of this amendment and given opportunity to comment.

ODOT responded the proposed amendment to include youth camps as a conditional use
should move forward.

Comments received from the County Public Works Department include that potential
transportation impacts would be best reviewed at the time application for a youth camp is
submitted and reviewed for a specific area in the County.



The County finds OAR 660-012-0060 (3), is not directly implicated by this text
amendment; resulting applications for a conditional use permit for camp development where
significant impacts are believed could occur, could result in the requirement for the applicants to
conduct Traffic Impact Analysis to assure camp development is consistent with the function,
capacity and performance standards of identified transportation facilities.

The County finds that UCDC Section 152.751 is satisfied.

A. Applicable Statewide Planning Goals

There are 19 Goals. The Board of Commissioners finds that Goal 1, “Citizen
Involvement,” Goal 2, “Land Use Planning,” Goal 3 and 4 “Agriculture and Forest lands,” and

Goal 5, Natural Resources, are relevant to this application.

(a) Goal 1. “Citizen Involvement: To develop a citizen involvement program that
insures the opportunity for citizens to be involved in all phases of the planning
process.”

Finding: The County has an acknowledged citizen involvement program. The citizen
involvement program is implemented through UCDC Chapter 152. The public has two (2)
de novo opportunities to testify on this text amendment. By following the post-acknowledgement

amendment process, the County will satisfy Goal 1.
The County finds that Goal 1 is satisfied.

(b) Goal 2. “Land Use Planning: To establish a land use planning process and
policy framework as a basis for all decisions and actions related to the use of land and
to ensure an adequate factual basis for such decisions and actions.”

Finding: Goal 2 requires that County land use actions be consistent with the County's
comprehensive plan. Goal 2 also requires that the County's action on this text amendment be
coordinated with affected governmental entities, as coordination is defined in ORS 197.015(5).
Further, Goal 2, Guideline C.1 requires that the County have an adequate factual base for its

decision adopting the text amendment.

The County finds as follows on each requirement of Goal 2. The County has given
notice of the application to affected governmental entities including, but not limited to, the
Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD), Oregon Fish and Wildlife
(ODF&W), ODOT and the County Public Works Department. Coordination requires that the
affected governmental entities be provided with the proposed text amendment, given a
reasonable opportunity to comment, and that the County incorporate comments as much as is
reasonable. The County has followed coordination requirements.

The County finds that Goal 2 is satisfied.



(©) Goals 3 and 4.

Goal 3. Agricultural Lands. “To preserve and maintain agricultural lands.” “...
land shall be preserved and maintained for farm use, consistent with existing and
Suture need for agricultural products, forest and open space and with the state’s
agricultural land use policy expressed in ORS 215.243 and 215.700.

Counties may authorize farm uses and those nonfarm uses defined by commission rule
that will not have significant adverse effects on accepted farm or forest practices.”

Goal 4. Forest Lands. “To conserve forest lands by maintaining the forest land bas
and to protect the state’s forest economy by making possible economically efficient
JSorest practices that assure the continuous growing and harvesting of forest tree
species as the leading use on forest land consistent with sound management of soil, air,
water, and fish and wildlife resources and to provide for recreational opportunities and
agriculture.”

The County has applied EFU zoning to open spaces and agricultural lands and GF zoning
to open spaces and mixed agricultural and forest lands and has established minimum parcel sizes
for farm uses and for mixed farm and forest uses in the County’s resource zones that are
accepted as appropriate to maintain commercial agricultural and forest practices. Non-farm uses
are limited within the resource use zones to those non-farm uses permitted by statute in ORS
215. 283 (2) — (4) and uses defined by commission rule.

The County finds the applicant has applied to add a non-farm conditional use to allow
applications to establish youth camps in the County’s EFU and GF zones, permissible through
commission rules as provided specifically in OAR 660-033-130 (40).

This proposed adoption of the text amendment is consistent with the terms of Goal 3 and
Goal 4 to permit certain non-farm uses on agricultural and mixed agricultural/forest lands where
implementation can show the use will not significantly adversely affect accepted farm and/or
forest practices.

The County finds that Goal 3 and Goal 4 are satisfied.

(d) Goal 5. Natural Resources. “To protect natural resources and conserve scenic
and historic areas and open spaces.”

The County finds non-farm uses are limited within the resource use zones to those non-
farm uses permitted by statute in ORS 215. 283 (2) — (4) and uses defined by commission rule;
additionally, the commission rules for permitting a youth camp require compliance with adopted
Goal 5 resources as specified in OAR 660-033-130 (40).

The County finds the applicant’s application to add a youth camp as a text amendment is
a non-farm conditional use permitted by commission rule as defined in OAR 660-033-130 (40)
and the commission rules consider Goal S resources and implement a set of protection
requirements.
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(e) Conclusion

The other fourteen Goals are not applicable to this application request. The County finds
the applicable Goals are satisfied.

B. Applicable Oregon Administrative Rules

The County finds that the specific text amendment to include youth camps as a non-farm
use in the County resource zones is provided by rule in OAR 660-033-130 (40).

C. Applicable Plan Policies

The County finds there are four (4) relevant plan chapters, Chapter 4, “The Planning
Process”, Chapter 5, “Citizen Involvement”, Chapter 6, “Agriculture” and Chapter 7, “Grazing-

Forest.
(a) Chapter 4, “The Planning Process”

Finding 6: “Other public agencies (e.g. state, federal, county, special district,
city) have jurisdiction and /or management responsibilities for land in the County.”

Policy 6: “To insure public agency involvement, the County will endeavor to
notify affected agencies through the processes outlined in the Comprehensive Plan and
Development Code.”

Finding: The County finds this policy is satisfied where the County coordinated with
affected governmental entities in providing notice of the Planning Commission and Board of
Commissioners' hearings on the text amendment. Coordination requires that affected
governmental entities be provided with the proposed text amendment, given a reasonable
opportunity to comment, and that the County incorporate comments as much as is reasonable.

The County finds that this policy is satisfied.
(b) Chapter 5, “Citizen Involvement”

(D Policy 1: “Provide information to the public on planning issues and
programs, and encourage citizen input to planning efforts.”

Finding: The County finds Chapter 5, Policy 1, is satisfied because notice of the
Planning Commission and Board of Commissioners' hearings are in a newspaper of County-wide
circulation and there are two (2) de novo hearings where the public may testify on the proposed
text amendment.

The County finds that this policy is satisfied.

2) Policy 5: “Through appropriate media, encourage those County
residents’ participation during both city and County deliberation proceedings.”



Finding: The County finds, as explained above, the publication of notice of the Planning
Commission hearing and the Board of Commissioners’ hearing in a newspaper of County-wide
circulation fulfills this requirement.

The County finds that this policy is satisfied.
© Chapter 6, “Agriculture”

Finding 8. “The non-farm uses allowed in ORS 215.283 exist in the county and
new ones can be accommodated without major conflict in most of the county’s
agricultural regions.”

Policy 8. “The county shall require appropriate procedures/standards/policies
be met in the Comprehensive Plan and Development Ordinance when reviewing non-
Jarm uses for compatibility with agriculture.”

Finding: The County finds Agriculture policy 8 and finding 8 is met by the proposed
text amendment and has the effect of upholding the policy with the substantive conditional use
permit standards proposed for a conditional use permit for development of a youth camp on
resource zoned land.

The County finds that this policy is satisfied.
(d) Chapter 7, “Grazing-Forest”

Finding 7. “Many of the compatible non-resource uses allowed in the mixed
use forest area pursuant to EFU zone (ORS 215) and state administrative policies can
be accommodated within the County’s designated Grazing/Forest areas.”

Policy 7. “The County shall require that appropriate procedures (conditional
uses), review standards and policies be met in the Comprehensive Plan and
Development Ordinance, pursuant to appropriate state administrative rules when
reviewing new non-resource uses for compatibility with resource activities now taking
place within areas designated Grazing/Forest.”

Finding: The County finds Grazing/Forest policy 7 and finding 7 is met by the
applicant’s proposed text amendment and has the effect of upholding the policy with the
adoption of substantive conditional use permit standards through this legislative text amendment
action and consistent with the amendment process.

The County finds that this policy is satisfied.



S. CONCLUSION

For the reasons contained herein, the County finds the applicable approval criteria for the
text amendment have been satisfied and the proposed text amendment to the EFU and GF zones
to add youth camps is approved as a use permitted conditionally.

UMATILLA COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

John M. Shafer, Commissioner

Daniel N. Dorran, Commissioner

George L. Murdock, Commissioner

Date:
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Planning Administrative Rules Working Copy
Youth Camps in EFU and GF Zones

OAR 660-033-0130 (rules filed as of January 14, 2022)

(40) A youth camp may be established on agricultural land under the
requirements of this section. The purpose of this section is to allow for the
establishment of youth camps that are generally self-contained and located on a
lawfully established unit of land of suitable size and location to limit potential
impacts on nearby land and to ensure compatibility with surrounding farm uses.

What is a youth camp?

(a) Definitions: In addition to the definitions provided for this division in
OAR 660-033-0020 and ORS 92.010, for purposes of this section the
following definitions apply:

(A) “Low impact recreational facilities” means facilities that have a
limited amount of permanent disturbance on the landscape and are
likely to create no, or only minimal impacts on adjacent private lands.
Low impact recreational facilities include, but are not limited to, open
areas, ball fields, volleyball courts, soccer fields, archery or shooting
ranges, hiking and biking trails, horseback riding areas, swimming
pools and zip lines. Low impact recreational facilities are designed
and developed in a manner consistent with the lawfully established
unit of land’s natural environment.

(B) “Youth camp” means a facility that is either owned or leased, and
is operated by a state or local government or a nonprofit corporation
as defined under ORS 65.001 and is established for the purpose of
providing an outdoor recreational and educational experience
primarily for the benefit of persons 21 years of age and younger.
Youth camps do not include a juvenile detention center or juvenile
detention facility or similar use.

(C) “Youth camp participants” means persons directly involved with
providing or receiving youth camp services, including but not limited
to, campers, group leaders, volunteers or youth camp staff.
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Where youth camps may be located, setback requirements, and mitigation of

impacts.

(b) Location: A youth camp may be located only on a lawfully established
unit of land suitable to ensure an outdoor experience in a private setting
without dependence on the characteristics of adjacent and nearby public and
private land. In determining the suitability of a lawfully established unit of
land for a youth camp the county shall consider its size, topography,
geographic features and other characteristics, the proposed number of
overnight participants and the type and number of proposed facilities. A
youth camp may be located only on a lawfully established unit of land
that is:
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(A) At least 1,000 acres;

(B) In eastern Oregon;

(C) Composed predominantly of class VI, VII or VIII soils;
(D) Not within an irrigation district;

(E) Not within three miles of an urban growth boundary;
(F) Not in conjunction with an existing golf course;

(G) Suitable for the provision of protective buffers to separate the
visual and audible aspects of youth camp activities from other nearby
and adjacent lands and uses. Such buffers shall consist of natural
vegetation, topographic or other natural features and shall be
implemented through the requirement of setbacks from adjacent
public and private lands, public roads, roads serving other ownerships
and riparian areas. Setbacks from riparian areas shall be consistent
with OAR 660-023-0090. Setbacks from adjacent public and private
lands, public roads and roads serving other ownerships shall be 250
feet unless the county establishes on a case-by-case basis a different
setback distance sufficient to:

(1) Prevent significant conflicts with commercial resource
management practices;
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(ii) Prevent a significant increase in safety hazards associated
with vehicular traffic on public roads and roads serving other
ownerships; and

(ii1) Minimize conflicts with resource uses on nearby resource
lands;

(H) At least 1320 feet from any other lawfully established unit of land
containing a youth camp approved pursuant to this section; and

(I) Suitable to allow for youth camp development that will not
interfere with the exercise of legally established water rights on

nearby properties.
Number of camp participants and restrictive covenants.

(c) Overnight Youth Camp Participants: The maximum number of
overnight youth camp participants is 350 participants unless the county finds
that a lower number of youth camp participants is necessary to avoid
conflicts with surrounding uses based on consideration of the size,
topography, geographic features and other characteristics of the lawfully
established unit of land proposed for the youth camp. Notwithstanding the
preceding sentence, a county may approve a youth camp for more than 350
overnight youth camp participants consistent with this subsection if resource
lands not otherwise needed for the youth camp that are located in the same
county or adjacent counties that are in addition to, or part of, the lawfully
established unit of land approved for the youth camp are permanently
protected by restrictive covenant as provided in subsection (d) and subject to
the following provisions:

(A) For each 160 acres of agricultural lands predominantly composed
of class I-V soils that are permanently protected from development, an
additional 50 overnight youth camp participants may be allowed;

(B) For each 160 acres of wildlife habitat that is either included on an
acknowledged inventory in the local comprehensive plan or identified
with the assistance and support of Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife, regardless of soil types and resource land designation that
are permanently protected from development, an additional 50
overnight youth camp participants may be allowed;
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(C) For each 160 acres of agricultural lands predominantly composed
of class VI-VIII soils that are permanently protected from
development, an additional 25 overnight youth camp participants may
be allowed; or

(D) A youth camp may have 351 to 600 overnight youth camp
participants when:

(1) The tract on which the youth camp will be located includes
at least 1,920 acres; and

(i1) At least 920 acres is permanently protected from
development. The county may require a larger area to be
protected from development when it finds a larger area
necessary to avoid conflicts with surrounding uses.

(E) Under no circumstances shall more than 600 overnight youth
camp participants be allowed.

(d) The county shall require, as a condition of approval of an increased
number of overnight youth camp participants authorized by paragraphs
(c)(A), (B), (C) or (D) of this section requiring other lands to be permanently
protected from development, that the land owner of the other lands to be
protected sign and record in the deed records for the county or counties
where such other lands are located a document that protects the lands as
provided herein, which for purposes of this section shall be referred to as a
restrictive covenant.
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(A) A restrictive covenant shall be sufficient if it is in a form
substantially the same as the form attached hereto as Exhibit B.

(B) The county condition of approval shall require that the land owner
record a restrictive covenant under this subsection:

(i) Within 90 days of the final land use decision if there is no
appeal, or

(ii) Within 90 days after an appellate judgment affirming the
final land use decision on appeal.
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(C) The restrictive covenant is irrevocable, unless a statement of
release is signed by an authorized representative of the county or
counties where the land subject to the restrictive covenant is located.

(D) Enforcement of the restrictive covenant may be undertaken by the
department or by the county or counties where the land subject to the
restrictive covenant is located.

(E) The failure to follow the requirements of this section shall not
affect the validity of the transfer of property or the legal remedies
available to the buyers of property that is subject to the restrictive
covenant required by this subsection.

(F) The county planning director shall maintain a copy of the
restrictive covenant filed in the county deed records pursuant to this
section and a map or other record depicting the tracts, or portions of
tracts, subject to the restrictive covenant filed in the county deed
records pursuant to this section. The map or other record required by
this subsection shall be readily available to the public in the county
planning office.

(e) In addition, the county may allow:

(A) Up to eight nights during the calendar year during which the
number of overnight youth camp participants may exceed the total
number of overnight youth camp participants allowed under
subsection (c) of this section.

(B) Ovemight stays at a youth camp for participants of adult programs
that are intended primarily for individuals over 21 years of age, not
including staff, for up to 30 days in any one calendar year.

What type of development is allowed?

(f) Facilities: A youth camp may provide only the facilities described in
paragraphs (A) through (I) of this subsection:

(A) Low impact recreational facilities. Intensive developed facilities
such as water parks and golf courses are not allowed;
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(B) Cooking and eating facilities, provided they are within a building
that accommodates youth camp activities but not in a building that
includes sleeping quarters. Food services shall be limited to those
provided in conjunction with the operation of the youth camp and
shall be provided only for youth camp participants. The sale of
individual meals may be offered only to family members or guardians
of youth camp participants;

(C) Bathing and laundry facilities;

(D) Up to three camp activity buildings, not including a building for
primary cooking and eating facilities.

(E) Sleeping quarters, including cabins, tents or other structures, for
youth camp participants only, consistent with subsection (c) of this
section. Sleeping quarters intended as overnight accommodations for
persons not participating in activities allowed under this section or as
individual rentals are not allowed. Sleeping quarters may include
restroom facilities and, except for the caretaker's dwelling, may
provide only one shower for every five beds. Sleeping quarters may
not include kitchen facilities.

(F) Covered areas that are not fully enclosed for uses allowed in this
section;

(G) Administrative, maintenance and storage buildings including
permanent structures for administrative services, first aid, equipment
and supply storage, and a gift shop available to youth camp
participants but not open to the general public;

(H) An infirmary, which may provide sleeping quarters for medical
care providers (e.g., a doctor, registered nurse, or emergency medical
technician);

(I) A caretaker's residence, provided no other dwelling is on the
lawfully established unit of land on which the youth camp is located.

(g) A campground as described in ORS 215.283(2)(c), OAR 660-033-0120,
and section (19) of this rule may not be established in conjunction with a
youth camp.

Page | 6



(h) Conditions of Approval: In approving a youth camp application, a
county must include conditions of approval as necessary to achieve the
requirements of this section.

(A) With the exception of trails, paths and ordinary farm and ranch
practices not requiring land use approval, youth camp facilities shall
be clustered on a single development envelope of no greater than 40

acres.

(B) A youth camp shall adhere to standards for the protection of
archaeological objects, archaeological sites, burials, funerary objects,
human remains, objects of cultural patrimony and sacred objects, as
provided in ORS 97.740 to 97.750 and 358.905 to 358.961, as

follows:

Fire Safety Plan.

(i) If a particular area of the lawfully established unit of land
proposed for the youth camp is proposed to be excavated, and if
that area contains or is reasonably believed to contain resources
protected by ORS 97.740 to 97.750 and 358.905 to 358.961, the
application shall include evidence that there has been
coordination among the appropriate Native American Tribe, the
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and a qualified
archaeologist, as described in ORS 390.235(6)(b).

(ii) The applicant shall obtain a permit required by ORS
390.235 before any excavation of an identified archeological

site begins.

(1i1) The applicant shall monitor construction during the ground
disturbance phase(s) of development if such monitoring is
recommended by SHPO or the appropriate Native American
Tribe.

(C) A fire safety protection plan shall be adopted for each youth
camp that includes the following:
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(i) Fire prevention measures;

(i1) On site pre-suppression and suppression measures; and
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(ii1) The establishment and maintenance of fire-safe area(s) in
which camp participants can gather in the event of a fire.

(D) A youth camp’s on-site fire suppression capability shall at least
include:

(1) A 1000-gallon mobile water supply that can reasonably
serve all areas of the camp;

(i1) A 60 gallon-per-minute water pump and an adequate
amount of hose and nozzles;

(ii1) A sufticient number of firefighting hand tools; and

(1v) Trained personnel capable of operating all fire suppression
equipment at the camp during designated periods of fire danger.

(v) An equivalent level of fire suppression facilities may be
determined by the governing body or its designate. The
equivalent capability shall be based on the response time of the
effective wildfire suppression agencies.

(E) The county shall require, as a condition of approval of a youth
camp, that the land owner of the youth camp sign and record in the
deed records for the county a document [CNTS] binding the land
owner, the operator of the youth camp if different from the owner, and
the land owner's or operator's successors in interest, prohibiting;:

(1) a claim for relief or cause of action alleging injury from
farming or forest practices for which no action or claim is
allowed under ORS 30.936 or 30.937;

(11) future land divisions resulting in a lawfully established unit
of land containing the youth camp that is smaller in size than
required by the county for the original youth camp approval,
and

(iii) development on the lawfully established unit of land that is
not related to the youth camp and would require a land use
decision as defined at ORS 197.015(10) unless the county’s
original approval of the camp is rescinded and the youth camp
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Goal 5 Compliance.

development is either removed or can remain, consistent with a
county land use decision that is part of such rescission.

(F) Nothing in this rule relieves a county from complying with other
requirements contained in the comprehensive plan or implementing
land use regulations, such as the requirements addressing other
resource values (e.g. resources identified in compliance with statewide
planning Goal 5) that exist on agricultural lands.
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(1) If a youth camp is proposed to be developed on lands
that contain a Goal 5 resource protected under the county's
comprehensive plan, and the plan does not address conflicts
between youth camp development and the resource, the
applicant and the county, together with any state or federal
agency responsible for protecting the resource or habitat
supporting the resource, will cooperatively develop a specific
resource management plan to mitigate potential development
conflicts consistent with OAR chapter 660, divisions 16 and 23.
If there is no program to protect the listed Goal 5 resource(s)
included in the local comprehensive plan or implementing
ordinances and the applicant and the appropriate resource
management agency cannot successfully agree on a cooperative
resource management plan, the county is responsible for
determining appropriate mitigation measures in compliance
with OAR chapter 660, division 23; and

(11) If a proposed youth camp is located on lands where, after
site specific consultation with a district state biologist, the
potential exists for adverse effects to state or federal special
status species (threatened, endangered, candidate, or sensitive)
or habitat, or to big game winter range or migration
corridors, golden eagle or prairie falcon nest sites, or pigeon
springs), the applicant shall conduct a site-specific assessment
of the land in consultation with all appropriate state, federal,
and tribal wildlife management agencies. A professional
biologist shall conduct the site-specific assessment by using
methodologies accepted by the appropriate wildlife
management agency and shall determine whether adverse
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effects to special status species or wildlife habitats are
anticipated. Based on the results of the biologist’s report, the
site shall be designed to avoid adverse effects to state or federal
special status species or to wildlife habitats as described above.
If the applicant’s site-specific assessment shows that adverse
effects cannot be avoided, the applicant and the appropriate
wildlife management agency will cooperatively develop an
agreement for project-specific mitigation to offset the potential
adverse effects of the youth camp facility. Where the applicant
and the resource management agency cannot agree on what
mitigation will be carried out, the county is responsible for
determining appropriate mitigation, if any, required for the
youth camp facility.

(111) The commission shall consider the repeal of the provisions
of subparagraph (ii) on or before January 1, 2022.

Sewer service extensions to youth camps - exception to State Planning Goal 11.

(i) Extension of Sewer to a Youth Camp. A Goal 11 exception to
authorize the extension of a sewer system to serve a youth camp shall be
taken pursuant to ORS 197.732(1)(c), Goal 2, and this section. The
exceptions standards in OAR chapter 660, division 4 and OAR chapter 660,
division 11 shall not apply. Exceptions adopted pursuant to this section shall
be deemed to fulfill the requirements for goal exceptions under ORS
197.732(1)(c) and Goal 2.

Page | 10

(A) A Goal 11 exception shall determine the general location for the
proposed sewer extension and shall require that necessary
infrastructure be no larger than necessary to accommodate the
proposed youth camp.

(B) To address Goal 2, Part II(c)(1), the exception shall provide
reasons justifying why the state policy in the applicable goals should
not apply. Goal 2, Part II(c)(1) shall be found to be satisfied if the
proposed sewer extension will serve a youth camp proposed for up to
600 youth camp participants.

(C) To address Goal 2, Part II(c)(2), the exception shall demonstrate
that areas which do not require a new exception cannot reasonably
accommodate the proposed sewer extension. Goal 2, Part IT(c)(2) shall
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be found to be satisfied if the sewer system to be extended was in
existence as of January 1, 1990 and is located outside of an urban
growth boundary on lands for which an exception to Goal 3 has been
taken.

(D) To address Goal 2, Part II(c)(3), the exception shall demonstrate
that the long term environmental, economic, social, and energy
consequences resulting from the proposed extension of sewer with
measures to reduce the effect of adverse impacts are not significantly
more adverse than would typically result from the same proposal
being located in areas requiring a goal exception other than the
lawfully established unit of land proposed for the youth camp. Goal 2,
Part II(c)(3) shall be found to be satisfied if the proposed sewer
extension will serve a youth camp located on a tract of at least 1,000

acres.

(E) To address Goal 2, Part II(c)(4), the exception shall demonstrate
that the proposed sewer extension is compatible with other adjacent
uses or will be so rendered through measures designed to reduce
adverse impacts. Goal 2, Part II(c)(4) shall be found to be satisfied if
the proposed sewer extension for a youth camp is conditioned to
comply with section (5) of this rule.

(F) An exception taken pursuant to this section does not authorize
extension of sewer beyond what is justified in the exception.

Addition of more restrictive standards of approval to ensure compliance.

(J) Applicability: The provisions of this section shall apply directly to any
land use decision pursuant to ORS 197.646 and 215.427(3). A county may
adopt provisions in its comprehensive plan or land use regulations that
establish standards and criteria in addition to those set forth in this section,
or that are necessary to ensure compliance with any standards or criteria in
this section.

Page |11
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To: Carol Johnson <carol.johnson@umatillacounty.gov>
Cc: Robert Waldher <planning@umatillacounty.net>, LANI Richard <Richard.LANI@odot.oregon.gov>

Wed, Apr 20, 2022 at 10:07 AM

Carol,

I spoke to ODOT Region Planner Cheryl Jarvis Smith, and the Department is in agreement that the county should go
forward to apply for the conditional permit for adding youth camps. Please continue with the amendment.

Thanks,

[Quoted text hidden]
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lots within Arbogast Acres, one of the manufactured homes on Lot 1 must be removed within 90
days from when the Certificate of Occupancy is issued for the new dwelling.

Applicant Rebuttal: Kimberley Arbogast, 33009 W Spearman Road, Hermiston, Oregon 97838.
Mrs. Arbogast stated that they plan to remove both of the manufactured homes after the stick
built home is completed. She expressed frustration with delays in construction due to COVID
and added that it could take up to two years to complete the project.

Commissioner Wysocki added the emails from Greg Silbernagel at OWRD and Annette
Kirkpatrick at HID into the record as Exhibit A and Exhibit B, respectively. He asked for any
requests for the hearing to be continued or the record to remain open, there were none.

Commissioner Wysocki closed the hearing for deliberation.
DELIBERATION

Commissioner Tucker made a motion to approve Type | Land Division, Subdivision Request #S-
060-22, Ty & Kimberley Arbogast, Applicants and Owners. Commissioner Green seconded the
motion. Motion passed with a vote of 5:0.

MINUTES

Commissioner Wysocki called for any corrections or additions to the minutes from the February
24, 2022 meeting. There were none. Commissioner Williams moved to approve the minutes as
presented. Commissioner Tucker seconded the motion. Motion carried by consensus.

OTHER BUSINESS

Carol Johnson, Senior Planner, stated that next month we plan to have our meeting in person at
the Umatilla County Justice Center, with an option to attend virtually. She added that there will
be two agenda items presented at the April 28™ meeting so it will likely take a bit longer.

ADJOURNMENT

Commissioner Wysocki adjourned the meeting at 6:54pm.

Respectfully submitted,

Tierney Cimmiyotti,
Administrative Assistant

March 24, 2022; Umatilla County Planning Commission DRAFT Minutes
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