3.

SOLLS LLILITATIONS FOR SEPTIC PILTER ['LELDS

Che functionung of saptic tank filter fielda are influunced by tha
catde of downward movement of afifluent through the soll (promeaby liry)
Seasonal high vater tablea, [looding and tnpography are other o1l pre-
partied Lhat ol lect the fanotloning of Lilter fields. ‘“iround wat e
contamination ts a hazard where sand and gravel are present Lalow o sinpth
of three leet.

The map shows a general pattern., Indivlidual site investigations are
rocommended prlor to installation of filter fields. Note that thoge lund
areas with "slight" soils Llimltations are the darker value tones on thig
map.

An explanation of the map legend is given below:

Sliuht

Soils rated as slight are relatively free of limitations or have

limltations that are easlly overcome; howaver, ground water contamina-

tion is a hazard In some places,

Moderate

Solls rated as moderate have limitations that need to be rezcognized,
but can be overcome with proper management and careful design.

Severe

—

severe rating indicates the limitations are severe ~nough to make
use ¢uestionable. A severs rating does not mean the soil cannot be usad

for septic tanks, but it means that careful planning and dasign and -ery
good.hmnmqaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁagéjngﬁdedg Solls in this category generally have a slow

rate of paﬁheﬂ ity and/or steepnass. In some cases, the soils limita-
< C e oy

o~ ToEw

,@. Y -.' ” S , .
:ions for‘ﬁéptgﬁiﬁﬁnks may not bz =sconomically feasible to correct.
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. SOIL LIMITATIONS FOR DWELLINGS THREE STORIES OR LESS

This map has been prepared t§ phow the relative suitabillty of soils
for residential dwellings and small commercial buildings in the study
area. The map is dlvided into three soil sultability categories, sliaht,
moderate and severe.

The emphasis in rating solls for dwellings is on the properties
that affect foundationg, but also conasidered beyond the effects related
exclusivaely to foundatlons are slope, susceptibility to flooding, and
seasonal wetness, The properties influencing foundation support are
those affecting bearing capacity and settlement under load and those
affecting cost of excavation and construction., Properties affecting
bearing strength and sattlement of the natural soil are density, wetness,
flooding, plasticity, texture, and shrink-swell potential. Properties
influencing the amount and ease of excavation are wetness, slope, depth
to bedrock, stoninems and rockiness. Also considered are soll proper-
ties, particuiarly depth to bedrock, that influence installation of
utility lines, such as the lines between dwellings and trunklines. It
ig important to note that onsite investigations are needed for inter-
pretations relevant to detailed design of foundations and to specific
placement of buildings and utility lines. It is also important to note
that interpretations for soil induced ¢orros%vity of steel and concrete
are not included in these ratings, Interpre;ations for use of soils as
septic tank absorption fields are not included in this section: those

interpretations are given in the section covering Soils Limitations For

Septic Tank Filter Fields.
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e

s

‘soil Aor»—'des‘ign

at less desirable than eoiis:natedﬁslight. The degree

e
soilsgade,sqmewh

EO st

of limitation for moderate sol! ‘can be:ove
sign or maintenance. Construction moc
fields, extra

and éhe like.

Severe

e

50115 in this category hf e'one'efemqfeﬂprqperties which are un-

favorable for bulldlng constructlon, such as steep slopes, bedrock near

the - surface, floodlng hazard hlgh ehrlnk swell potential, a seasonal

high water table, or low bearlng strenqth These limitations generally

T

require major 5011 reclamatlon, specmal de51gn or 1ntensive maintenance.

Sle
. g.

Some soils can be lmproved by reducing or remOVLng the limiting soil

Lry

feature, but in most 51tuations it is- difficult and cost]y to alter the

a. qtructure to compensate for a severe deqree of llmlta-

tion.
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ate soils can be :

5. SOILS LIMITATIONS FOR ROADS

OB

The Soxls errtatlons For Roads map shows the SUltablllty of soils

in the study area for constructlon and maintenance of lmproved county

roads that have all weather surfacrng whlch are expected to carry year

ound automoblle trafflc

have an underlylng local sorl material, whether cut or £i1ll, which is

The sultablllty ratlngs are for roads that

called the "subgrade," a crushed rock base materlal and elther an as-

phalt or crushed gravel surfacing. The roads also are crowned or graded

to shed water and conventlonal drarnage measures are prov1ded Excluded

from consideration in the suitability rating are highways designed for

fast moving heavy trucks.

The map delineates the soils into three suitability classes, slight,

moderate and severe. The following is a general description of each

suitability class.

Slight
Soils in this category have properties which are favorable for road

construction. Limitations are minor and can be easily overcome. Good

performance and low maintenance can be expected.

Moderate

Soils in this category have properties which are moderately favor-

able for road construction. Moderately rated solls are somewhat less

desirable than soils rated slight. The degree of limitation for modexr-

overcome by special planning, design or maintenance.

-64 -
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Savere

Solls in this category have one or more propertiecs which are un-
favorable for road construction, such as steep slopes, badrock near the
surface, flooding hazard, hiah shrink-gwell potential, a seasonal high
water table, or low bearing strength. These limitations generally re-
quire major soil reclamation, special design or intensive maintenance.
Some solls can be improved by reducing or removing the limiting soil
feature, but in most situations it Ls difficult and costly to alter

the soil or design a road to compensate for a severe degree of limita-

tion.
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B. RELIET
The Relief map was developed to show the optimum elevation range of human

habitation in the study area. Ovcr 95% of the people rcaiding in the_lower

—
[EOP e

the County, live below 1,200 feet in eLevatien The land bhbove

-

o,
o
g
€T
t.a.
0
bes 1
o
™

e Y

(e

the 1,200 feet level lg mountainoua, rugged and ateup. The slevatlons below
1,200 feet are gentle terraces along the Columbia River and the river valleys
and plateaus of the Washougal, North Fork Washougal, Wind, Little White Salmon
and tha White Salmon Rivers,

The limiting factor for development with regard to elevation is the seasonal
snowfall., In the lower portions of the river valleys and along the Columbia
Rivar terraces snowfall is light, and seldom remains on the ground longer than
one week or reaches a depth in excess of 8 to 12 inches. Snowfall increases
in the mountains with the snow line in mid-Winter extending down to approximately
1,500 foet above sea level. In the higher elevationg, snow can be expected in
October and will remain on the ground until June or later in heavy snowfall
seasons. Maximum snow depths to be expected during the heaviest snowfall

winters are 24-30 incheg in the lower elevations below 600 feet, and 50 - 80

inches at 1,200 feet.

Elevation zones were determined from U.S. Geologlecal Survey maps. Four
elevation zones were selected for evaluation (see map). The lowest elevation
range (0~400 feet) is considered the most suitable for development and, con-

versely, elevations over 1,200 feet the least desirable for development.
LSS s et e et Y

The importance of relmef as a plan input should not be underestimated

“_/_—-.-——-
Fostering developmenmwat lower elevations would reduce the o¥erall fuel con-

sumption of motor vehicles, and therefore, is an ehergy conservation measure l
in itself. Travel time and our dependency on the automobile could also be

W ,L{ . Y 2yaa ‘«
decreased by the pladement of development at lower levels rather than higher [

elevations. I
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C. TIMBERLAND
Forestry is the main land use activity within the study area. The to-
pography of the study area is principally mountalnous and generally suited

. Rt
only for timber. Logging and forest products manufacturing are the most

important source of economic activity in the ocounty.

Lands designated as PRIMARY on tha Tiﬁbé#lﬁnd map are commercial Forest

DRy w4
P - v

land primarily devoted to and used ﬁqﬁ*@§ﬁWihg and harvesting of timber.
R Nt
Gk @ o

Forest land in Skamania County is, .on the average, more productive than

itand elsewhere in the Pacific Northwest &nd in the western half of Wash-

ington and Oreqon.l
As can be seen on the Ownership map most of the Primary timbaerland is
owned by the U.S. Forest Service, State of Washington and timber companies.

These lands will undoubtedly remain under their present ownership for some

time in the future and will be managed for timber production under sustalned
v‘s—-‘:;‘a‘ - o-v-\. - e -

b

oo e s g ¢ -
v —

yileld management.

Land designated as SECONDARY Timbgg agiAcommercial forest land having
Tkl
conversion potential to uses oﬁheﬁ-thwﬁ! roduction but which are pre-

omesites. There ls presently

.69 -



nd ‘now :contdining timber.
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WAREA (llght shaded areas)

are found.
lmportant w1nter feedlng areas."

'elevatlon provmde summer range for blg g

copnty . )

b.” ‘WILDLIFE

Skamanla County:prov1des a woodland type Tof w1ld11fethahitatdt§at is”

conducive to big game (deer, e1x) “and grouse productlon. 'Theqfimitinéy

factor for big game populations is the amount of availablé‘winéé}”faﬁgé?

Generally, lands below l SOO “Feet in elevatlon arenthevoriticalﬁyinter

ife map as WINTER RANGE

range for deer and elk, and are . shown on the Wlldl

i yalleys and stream bottoms under 1,500

feet elevatlon are where the heaviest concentrations of wintering animals

The hlgh snow fall o Skamahia County creates a difficult win-

-,

e e = EE A SO e RS
ter 51tuatlon for blg game and these valleys and ‘stream bottoms are very

These areas are desmgnated as HEAVY WIN—

TER CONCENTRATIONS (dark shaded areas). Landshlying'aboyéﬂlfédoﬁfeet in '

Ruffed and blue grouse are the main upland bird species'in the county

and arenqulte ahﬁndant.' Habitat for pheasant and quall is very {imited

g ‘the' Coluribia Rlver Most” SF Skamania:"

County is not sultable for these spec1es.

" Bandtail pigeons are a migratory

bird that utilize second and old growth tlmber types for nestlng areas and

h as dogwood, cascara, wild cherry, elderberry and

fruit producing trees suc

St. Martin's Hot Springs and Franz Lake are important

huckleberry for food.

fall gathering areas for these birds when they are moving south.

The wild turkey has been recently introduced into the eastern portion

of Skamania County. These birds are adaptable to the oak-fir brush type

vegetation intermixed with farm fields which are common to this area of the

Skamania County does not support a large waterfowlipophlation;“howeyer,h'

79




nesting for Canada geese occurs on the islands in the Columbia River and sev-
eral back water areas of the Columbia. The annual production is around 200
birds for the county. Other waterfowl species use the many small lakes and
beaver ponds for nesting areas.

The Wind and Washougal Rivers are very important steelhead and salmon
gstreamg. Many gmall lakes and streams, open to the public, are planyed with
trout. Over 200,000 fish are planted annually in the lowland waters of Skam-
ania County.

Osprey, a fish eating hawk, reside in the county in limited numbers. These
birds nest in tall trees and snags near water areas. Tha presence of these

birds along with other hawke and eagle species will be affected if development

destroys thelr nesting habitat.

The Osprey and bald eagle are considered "potentially threatened" species
within the s;ate of Washington. Potentially threatensd species are birds and
animale which the state game department feels are threatened with éftinction in
Washington within the foreseeable future.l! Two other county wildlife residents,
the spottéd owl and pileated Woodpecker are considered to be potentially threat-

ened species. The Larsell's salamander, a resident of Archer Creek in township

2 North, Range 6 East, has been considered for threatened species status. The
galamander 1s believed to occur within the full length of Archer Creek, which is

a short drainage. It is confined to the damp,krdcky areas in the creek bed, may-

be no further than 50 to 100 feet away from the banks of this small stream.

.

2 S ,
3}'} In summary, wildlife mdnagement in Skamania County is primarily dependent
‘ e e L . S

B

,./" ‘ T, . ‘ y e st s
~.on the available winter range. Wintering grounds £6t all species is somewhat

limited. Lands below 1,500 feet in elevation are the primary winter range.
Overdevélopment in these critical areas will be detrimental to wildlife, espe-

cially big game herds. Intensive development along stream and lake shores and

P Ar S



Y. for the residents of Skam_ -A;soq aFiarge num-

rgcreat'dhal activit

pastime. The economic impact from this form

tail and service trades has in the past’

1Marlne Shorellne Faunaa

ment of Game’,’ 1975‘~*" = e e s e e e o
1967, PP.55-62.

‘Base Study, Kozlovski Assocxates,

2 , o,
Skamania County-Economlc

np




3 WOICLINNJD ININMNYIZ 31K IND  VEINYMEXS

I417dTIM

o

SNOIVEINIDONOD ¥31nim Aav3H f

VIEVY IDNVY 31N

M * ":,.
Lot gk
=ty

L
it
= o
§ o)
L] (] -
o 1
(=AW o
1 & 0. £
- 1] | LA
/

e
fa
|

3014 i 363 .| | 3t EVA.| | 394

\3_57/ : :i/}/%
\R
s
f

I

L

.
So’el &
g

EER.

f\ixl('

+ NLL

NZ1

NEL

NV L



- #. e

“ L'. | SHORELINE ENVIRONMENTS

v g TR TRy : U R e

) - 'I‘he 1971 Wash:.ngton State Shorellne Management Act requmred an en-

D 7 vafoameneal land use plan for all rivers and streams w1t}v1“‘a ‘st.rea;n flow

Pj ,' C of‘20 euble feee per‘”slee’leca‘gmand lakes .20 acres and U]_arger in SJ.Ze The

5) shorelines include the land extending landwa:.;;i“for ZCO.Afee.gi‘.;JI:'om the

) water's edge on these streams and lakes.

? =i iInorder-to \re"«ffectiv;ellﬁ'1rﬁan'age +the :shoreline resources of the county,
’) + " the: shorelmes ‘were: classifiedinto three ‘shoreline environments; -Urban,
). e fCogeeriraney";“'an& Natural. - Notey these classifications .should.not be

2 i o :"ccin"fiised \with the {and use system classes déveloped 'in this plan.

) : 'fﬁe -S}fd;é;l"ijn"é- map 55H_SWSE'5tﬁhe,-'“énvir.onmenta‘l designations for the shore-
) “Yine streams ard .lakes within :the-study -area.

¢ ‘Following is an exﬁlarfa'tion .of the shoreline environmentsy: -

D ) Urban ﬁ}—iﬂxnv::.reﬂar.r.\enbt:_'s | ey ) )

) TﬁeTUrban Env:.r;nmentls :Lntended to ensure opt:.mum ut:.lization of

) shorelines within urbanized areas by prov:Ld:Lng forlntensr\rep:bllc use

: and by managing development SO that it enhances the visual quality of

) shorelines and maintains thevshorelines for a multiplicity of urban uses.
) Shoreline uees in the Urban Environment will be oriented toward quality

/ of development rather than toward density or type of development.

)

) Conserffancy Environment

;’ The Conservancy _EnVironment is intended to protect, conserve and

) manage existing natural resources and valuable higtoric and cultural
v areas in order to ensure a continuous “flow of recreational -benefits-to --
1 e

.TA .




the public and to achieve sustained resource utilization. The uses per-
mitted in the Conservancy Environment are those which can utilize resources
on a sustained yield basis. Such uses include diffuse outdoor recroation

activities, timber harvesting, agricultural uses, low density residential

and othar related usas.

Natural Environment

The Natural Environment is intended for those areas which have extreme
importance for the maintenance of natural systems, and areas where any nor-
mal intruslon by man would result in a substantial impact on Eh%’system.

o

No permanent structures are allowed, except shoreline protective works
which are necessary to protect property from overbuhk flow 6f high water
and to stgbilize eroding stream bahks. No roads other than foot trails are
Recreational developments will be considered as a conditional

allowed.

use. Timber harvesting is permitted only when necessary to prevent epide-

mic outbreaks of insect or disease infestations or salvage areas devastated

by extensive wind throw or fire. All other uses will not be allowed.

an

17
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F. OWNERSHIP

Within the entire county area the Federal Government is the larg-
est landowner. Over seventy-five percent (75%) of the land is held by
the Federal Government. The State of Washington aloo holds a large
share of the land within the county.

On the following page ig given a breakdown of fLndividual (private), State
and [federal land ownership on a county wide bagis, as well as uﬁ owner-
ghip resume of the lands within the area studied., This area is indicat-
ed by the ownership map following.

Within the planning area the land ownership pattern may be correlat-
ed with the physical geography. The U.8, Forest Service, Waghington
State Department of Natural Resources and timber companies ownerships
cover lands which are conducive to forestry due to climate, terrain and
soil conditions. These ownerships are generally in the mountainous re-
giong away from the more intensely used land in and near the populated
areas. Note that these forestry oriented ownerships tend to corresporid
with the Primary timberland indicated on the Timberlands map of the area.

The State of Waghington land holdings within the planning area in~
clude the Department of Natural Resources,ggpich ls_the mqgor landowner

| 5 GG o MEL
in this ownership cateqcry The, Department of Game and the Sta%i,iiibggggs

e waren =t

- vt
I B 44

Department. The Fisherie# and Game departments ownerships are minor, a-
mounting to less than one percent of land under state ownership.

The State Department of Natural Resources holdings include Forest
Board Lands which DNR manages and from which the county receives a per-
centage of the gross income from timber sales. Most of the Forest Board
Lands are tax delinguent land which the county deeded in trust to the

State., Forest Board Lands account for over half the state~owned land in

Skamania County.l

lcf. Income From State Management of Skamania County Forest Board
-t ~f Washinoton Department of Natural Resources, 1971, p.l.

L Nl



Apb?gximat
Square Miles:

d ) study Area s 2
Perceht of-

Study Area

/ ownership

Individual

uzr ez

state of Washingtonl

b
¥
y Timber Companies
P
b ’
) U.S. Government; f
2 Beacon Rock St. Pk. .
J Semi—public3
b . 4
) Municipalities
) _..
) : T »'.'5'.‘:‘ ) N * N
) 1. Includes Department of Natural Resources; Department of Game & Depart-
ment of State FiSheries.: : o
) ' Do o
) 2. Includes U.S. Forest Service, Federal Fish Hatcheries, U.S. Corps of
; Engineers and "In Lien Indian. Lands."
T 3, Girl Scout and Camp Fire Girl camps.
) 4. City, County and Port District.iand. o
U
J
3 gource: Skamania County Assessor
)
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. EXISTING LAND USE *

ShMents, offices.and restau-

\”/ Agricultural land has also been shown on the map.:~Vefy liﬁﬁfe~

land is being farmed{c@hmercially at;pregept. The majorlty of farming

‘. consists of orchards and pasture lands. = - ‘. - e
N P e T L
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Ner o ocems s
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,,,

*The quarter‘sectionﬁmapmof.the pianning area was::then

sources examined are llsted‘below:

. basis.

lower valued guarter sections.

EVALUATION SYSTEM (QUEST SYSTEM) .

Durinq th

de51gned and utlllzed to derlve three levels of land development These

i.‘:t. ¢

e of the plan and this section w111 explaln

LA

three levels are the very coxr

(Quarter Sectlon

the evaluatlon system, whloh has been labeledb QUEST‘

s - ...‘:".\’-",.‘.'*. .:L': 3,

SN I

Evaluatlon System)

HIANR AT R

“The planningﬂarea,*whichgisﬂnormaily%mapped showing ifull sections"

of and (sgquare miles);wwasﬁmappedushowing guarter -sections (% square mile).

used. as; a matrix:

t over lOOO quarter sectlons w1thin the planning area

PR

There were jus

and each of these were evaluated for lO types of resource data. The re=

coet LR
! H

1. Agricultural Soils 6. Relief
2. Soil Slopes ' 27, Timberland: .
3. Septlc Tank Filter Flelds Soils 8. wildlife
o, w801 18 imitations £6T DWelllngs =By Shoreline.:Environments

5. Soils Limitations for Roads o lQ._dwnership
Each of these 10 resources were mapped and evaluated on a quarter section
Individual quarter sections were given a numerical value ranging

from 0 to 10.
A higher value indicates development of that quarter section by man

woﬁld have little impact on the particular resource being considered.

Looking at it another way, a higher value indicates that the particular

quarter section is, relatively speaking, more suitable for development than




For oxample, on the Agricultural Soils map the dark shading shows

he Clage II & III agricultural soils, which are wall suited for cultivated

-

crope, hay and pasture. This group of soils is the best for gonaral agri-
cutural purposes. Land development on these soils would have & high noega-
tive impact on this agricultural resource. Therafore, quarter sections
with class II & III polls were given a low value (0). Conversely, clags
VII & VIII agricultural soils have severe limitations that make them un-
suited for cultivation, hay or pasture. Development on these soils would
have little impact on this solls resource and quartar sections with these
soils were given a rating of 10.

Ag each quarter gsection may not be uwniform in regard to soil, elevation,
etc.. some interpolation was necessary. Figure A , on the following page,
shows the method of interpolation used for the Qildlife regource map. All
of 'the nine other maps use a similar interpolation system,

After evaluating each quarter section for each resource category it
wag then posglble to come up with a Eotal value for each quarter section.
Note that as there are 10 resource categories and 10 possible "points" for
each, the highest score any quarter section could receive was 100. No guar-
ter section received this many points, the highest total for any quarter

section was 86.

Next step in the system was to determine where the separation should

occur for each level of land development. Initially two ideas were studied,

a 4-level scheme and a 3-level scheme. For the sake of simplicity, the 3-

level scheme was chosen and developed.
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After making and examining various maps of the 3-level scheme, and
comparing these with the existing development pattern, a system map was

produced using the following values as divisions:

VALUES
Lavel 1 (Rural 1) 58 to H6
Lovel 2 (Rural 2) 41 to %7
Level 3 (Congervancy) 17 to 40

These values gave a map which appeared to reflect the most realistic
pattern in terms of the system itself and existing development. This map
was used for the first set of informal public meetings.

A resume of the system and frequency of values by number of quarter
sections 1s given in the table on the following page. Also, on the bottom
of this table is a breakdown of the area in square miles, by development
levels and by percentage of each level to the whole. Tabulation sheets on
each quarter section and maps of each resource category showing the value

gilven each quarter section are on permanent file in the County Planning

Dapartment.

- RT-



LEVEL 1 LEVEL 2 LEVEL 3
(RURAL 1) (RURAL 2) (CONSERVARCY)
iy NUMBER OF - NUMBER OF ” NUMBER OF
i VALUE QTR. SECS. VALUE QTR. .SECS. VALUE  QTR. SECS.
¢ 58 9 41 29 17 1
7’ 59 3 42 15 ‘18 3
o 60 7 43 17 19 . 2
61 8 44 14 21 2
i 62 6 45 16 22 - 5
B 63 3 46 25 23 11
. 65 3 47 20 24 10
1) © 67 2 48 18 .25 13
Y 68 1 49 22 - 26 17
N 69 2 50 30 27 13
4 70 3 . 51 , 13 28 23
3 72 2 52 20 29 13
" 73 2 53 13 30 40
75 2 54 19 31 135
y 77 1 55 16 32" 43
. 79 1 56 11 33 40
¥ 83 2 57 13 34 29
84 1 35 87
85 1 36 43
86 1 37 29
[j}- _ 39 20
¥ _ . 40 38
y .60. 311 . 638
-
3
)
) NUMBER OF
: QTR. SECS. SQUARE MILES % OF TOTAL
b : B
y LEVEL 1 (RURAL 1) 60 15.00 - 5.95 )
) LEVEL 2 (RURAL 2) 638 159.50 63.23
y .
’ LEVEL 3 (CONSERVANCY) 311 _17.75 _30.82
)
S 1009 .. .. .. 282,25 _ _  100.00 %
L)
Ao’
J

. RR -
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V. LAND USE .PLAN

A. INTRODUCTION

;E" S *The Land Use Plan 15 the majorfelement of thls comprehensmve plan. It

4 .

i o

b i SRR A ; E . .

. publlc services plannlnq can be dlrected Tt prov1des a gulde o prlvate

J development by lndlcatlng those areas most sultable and economlcal for de—

i velopment. -

| : ‘

; -Tﬁe'major‘gggildfltﬁe*plan'is to provide'forffhe"oiderly’development of
i

{

i - level schemeé for: ldand ‘use was deveﬂdped?” THis ‘wag’ 1nLt1ally presented to the
/

entiat a series of

general publlc in the fall of l9ﬂ5 ‘b »the plannlng departm

meetings held throughout the county.

=

into consxderatlon publlc input from the meetlngs and from wrltten mater1a1

9 . el EEEY )'?:_u 5 a8 - -
Y- recelved by the plannlng department .
!
/ The original proposal was also modified to include some areas not covered
) o
h ] e s : ‘
Ij -»no anqw,“,,w_dd J.ng%y e a%%&’@.%%ﬁér e
!
;) SEAAAY: " S0
) .Mdﬁﬁgﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ mbianRiver; 'k g VTR
\ s G o il
) feane »xunm e b IR
/ W""mﬁn }% S RrEATAESIyEd acentass
)
v ‘Immediately-following this page are the proposed standards for the three
R Land Use Areas, or categories, and a map indicating the distribution of the
() .
/', \‘_Hd,}
- areas. 3
)-
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B.  LAND USE AREA STANDARDS

RURAL 1

l. Purpose and Objectives: The Rural 1l category indicates areas of ox-
isting or present development. Much of this area i8 presently rural in char-
acter. The intent is not to alter this character. However, the potantial
for future development is greater here than for other lands within the county .
The natural limitations are fewer and most areas are served by water systems,
roads and electricity. More varied and denser davelopment could take place

within this land use category.

Therefore, growth in these areas would be encouraged. Further, it is
recommendad that these areas, in particular, be considered for zoning in the

near future.

2, Uses: The following uses would be permissible in the Rural | areas:

8. Residential (single-multi family) £. Industry (light-heavy)

b. Moblle home parks g. Public (school, library, etc.)

c¢. Motels and hotels h. Semi-publie (hoepital, church, etc.)
d. Commercial (light-heavy) i+ Agriculture

e, Officer (professional services) j. Forest management

L e Lk i Lnapproprdatecnsesauiichenaycssszcwe s onf

3. The minimum lot size in the Unincorporated area would conform to the
county subdivision and short plat ordinances.

RURAL 2

1. Purpose and Objectives: Rural 2 areag are considersd suitable for
more widely digpersed residential uses compatible with natural land LlLimita-
tions and resource potentials., This land use category would provide for rural
living without eignifloantly encroaching upon agricultural and timber lands. ,

a. Agriculture N e. Recreational camps
b. Forest management £. Logging and mining camps

c¢. Residential (single family) &7 BT EIBNE) iRl St
d. Camping clubsg

The following inappropriate uses may be allowed on a conditional or
temporary basis: J

é/? /54405 koo

\Sa. Regidential (multi-family)
b. Mobile home park

3. The minimum lot size for subdivisions and short plats in the Rural 2

Areas would be two acres. [



e : Bﬁurpose and Objectives:- Conservancy‘
and" manage exlstlng natural resources in order. t

<=p

Rz ) e

w

T .

v
R S

q

E} 2
)

: 07.




RIOE

]. e -‘“F...]
A R X Pt
ST

: S
h

7L
!
]

R9E

R8E

RGE

RSE

N¥L -+

gl
S

s
<
o
)
e

N
=
o
=
//%
_

>
)
Z
e
L
p)
y4
O
O

i PLANNING AREA

LAND USE ARE

AS

i
t
I

T ateisg Cowmieeioe swaiive

BAY

Tlsal cevigiom  Sejtemome "



INDE X

Hu

94



o EHER, PLANS AND STUDIES

sociates,

KAMANIA. COUNTY ECONOMIC BASE STUDY Kozlovski

Lake Oswego, Oregon.

TR ot o S GRS

i)
b try. It points out the need to capture a larger share of the "travel
’ dollar" “ind ‘to-dapitalize on industrial Gitd locaﬁioné'Within the

b e e )

' s b e TS S

; county. 2

f VT phpeher Studies aﬁddpromoﬁfoﬁil?piogfamétwefe'rEthmended. The

. yduE would ‘Be to make known ‘the Counities’ special and ‘particular attri-

L secs
B

; v+ blites to industry, travelers and fegidents. “Suggested were the fol-

i lowing: T

? 1. An .Industrial Sites Survey 1ncluding comparative industrial costs
;' | '!"aﬁaiysis. The latter should ‘cover’ water, power, “taxes, insurance,
¥ '££apépo?tation; employment; etc;, in Skamanla County as’ opposed to
? specific sites, or ‘state-wide averages, in Oregon“aﬁd?Washington.
’ Distanoee to‘hajor’harkete,.avaiiabiiiﬁy of transportation facili-

ties, and other pertinent industrial data should also be included.

2. gurvey 0f Public And Private Recreationalggacilities_and demand and

d be to pinpoint recreation-

¥
? _ - supply. - The purpose of this study woul
§ :
5 ' al needs and stimulate private investment where needed.
r i
o z
qional Growth Industries to determine the

3. survey 0f National And Reg

prospects for their location in the county.

"4, Transportation Study covering ma

! .95-

jor- state and county road patterns;




Columbia River barge and ghip movement potential: rall, barge, and

motor vehicle freight rate advantages and disadvantages.

5. Survey of the feaslbility of Industrial Development based on Jocal

utilization of mill and forest wastes and residuals.

6. Shopper Survey to detormine pressnt shopping pattarns of the local
populace. This should include volume of purchases by type and ex-
penditure as well ac location. The purpose of puch a study would
be to provide a basis for agsessing and correcting (where possible)
commercial deficlencles, in the county -- i.,e., to stimulate growth

in the commercial sector of the county's economy.

The gtudy provides some very good economic information and should

not be overlooked by anyone interested in the development of Skamania

County.

1969, PRELIMINARY LAND USE PLAN, SKAMANIA COUNTY, Barnard And Burk Of

Oregon, Portland, Oregon.

This plan hag been covered in the Background section of this com-

prehensive plan.



R «ger  smer

wE

.- 1969, COMPREHENSIVE WATER.AND SEWER PLAN ~'F.03"{SvKAMANiJA COUNTY,, WASHING-

fo i TONG ARaw;jBeokﬁﬁndqmssooiateswxseattleﬁlWéshingtoniiﬁ

1969-1990. The major emphasis of the plan is to prOV1de County offi-
cials with tHe.neoeésery:information to achieve adeguate planning .and

construction of water and sewerage facxlities in the future.

populated areas. Slnce it is 1mp0351ble to predict the exact loca-

f?tion~ofﬁfutune§popu;ationVgrowthywthe4plen‘aavocateSLthat the County
adopt a ipolicy whidh"ﬁequires'existing“andwdevelbping:population cen-
‘ters with a popuiation'deneit§mgfeater’than*one house or five persons
perrecré to provide anoommunity.ueter-supply.
The County has a number of small water systems ‘in operation, most

The Town of Stevenson .and the Pub—

of which are presently inadequate.
lic Utility District, which has the water system for the Carson and
Underwood communities, have applied for state grant funds to make a

feeeibility étudy to devéio§ new water gources ‘and increase the reser-

voir capacity of these water systems.
Sewage disposal in the County is presently handled individually,

except for Stevenson, which has a recently upgraded and expanded sys-

tem, which includes a secondary treatment plant. Septic tanks are

_the predominant method of individual sewage disPosal, but a number of

cesspools and pit privies are also in use. It is anticipated that




individual sewage disposal will continue to predominate during the

study perlod (l969-1990). Soil conditions in many areas are unsuit-
able for smeptic tank drainfields and it will be necesoary to enlarge
the present minimum lot sizes required in the County subdivision ord-

inance and in some areas proHibit development until community troat-

ment faclllties are Llnatalled.

1970, SKAMANIA COUNTY PARK AND RECREATION COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 1969-1979,

Skamanda County Parks And Recreation Board.

The County Parks and Recreation Board completed a ten year com-
prehensive park and recreation plan (1969-1979) for the County in
1970, The plan identifies 30 potential park and recreation areas,
20 of these sites are water orlented, and estimated the County will

need 5.2 miles of shoreline for recreational purposes during the 10

year period.

1971, SUBDIVISION & PLATTING ORDINANCE 71-1, Skamania County Planning
Commigsion.

The County subdivision and platting ordinance has beeh in effect
gince September 1971 and applies to all unincorporated areas where

land is to be subdivided into five or more parcels under ten acreg in

size. It is intended to insure proper density and improvements for

.98 .



_new housxng d velopments.‘ Minlmum lot sxze w1th publlc water and

W

o

uare feet, w1th public water and individual

. sewer systems 1' .00

s_lz OOO quare feet, w1th lndividual wells and septic

B

b The Department of Highways conducted a highway corridor study

2 | on this section of State Highway 14 and presented the study to the

: . public in September of 1971, [The study was.undeftaken te cure thres

§ | major highway deficiencies along this portion °ﬁi§%§§ﬁ§Ys%35 which
the Department identified as: (1) traffic congestion from Ashes

5 et Lake;through Stevenson, kZ)“ deficiemtiﬁbrfgeﬁteilgifbnment be- A

% - twaen Stevenson and Carson Junctiom’and, (3)'“def45§e§t.etegping

J xmmwwfw.wand paSSLng ‘sight distances between Carson‘Umnetiemmama'ﬁome~Valley.

fhree.route‘relocations were*proposed to correct these ‘deficien-

il cies.

; Route A is primarily a realignment of the present location to

improve sight.passing distances and to provide a right angle inter-

section at the Carson junctmon. The hlghway thropgh Stevenson would

have a one-way couplet utilizing the present location for west bound

traffic and an existing stfeet one block south for east bound traffic.

.99 -




Route B would relocate Highway 14 along the Columbia River shore-
lines to a point east of Carson junction where it would coincide with
Route A, Route C im espentially the game as B except the point of

intercept with route location A isg further eagt.

The County officials and the general public favored Routs A since
it was the loast comtly, had the least impact on the environment, pro-
vides a more direct route to Carscn and would not cause a double fa-

cility which would require the Gounty to maintain exlsting SR 14,

1972, SKAMANIA COUNTY HOUSING STUDY, Mid~Columbia Economic Develop-

ment Digtrict.

This housing study report is an analysis of the existing hous-
ing conditions in the county, a projection of future housing needs,
an examination of the problems which must be solved in order to achieve

optimum housing goals, and finally a proposal designed to achieve these

goals.

1973 CAMPING CLUB ORDINANCE 73-1, Skamania County Planning Commission.

This ordinance applies to camping club development in unincorpor-
ated areas and is designed to insure suitable loéation, proper density,
size, and arrangement of camping vehicle sites, adequate toilet facili-

tieg, and proper accesgs (traffic safety and ease of movement within the

club).

-100-



C 2 .. 1873, MoBILE HOME PARK ORDINANCE 73-4, Skamania County Planning Comiyssion.

i : .
) This ordinance was adopted for ‘the unlncorporatebﬁaneaeuof the
' ~Mg»<;fc9u§FY to meet health requlrements for water and sewage and to pre-
, ,&;J.yénfwoge;crowdlng of . land w1th1n moblle home parh developments.

) ar, . PR : TR . v | ’

; i

‘ v .l;;gffl:!i,,‘?{S»I:I_QREI_;I.I'Z:I\‘{E.,;MAST@R ‘PROGRAM, ~ Skama

] Comm:.ttee.r R SR SR CYL R EL oo e G vl o s

! . , , e

; ke ‘shorelines Master Program§ ”afééﬁgféﬁéhéf3e ﬁéﬁ@géﬁént plan

! for theﬂshorellne streams and lakes w1th1n.hhe.oonn£§\§h§ohcmere desig-
j nated as shorelines of>the stafj‘ nder “the 1971 Shorellnes Management

Act;' The Master.Program deflnes the shoreline env1ronments ﬁrban, Con-

servancy and Natural with Goals, poi c1ee and‘Regnlagions'gormthe

) .
. management of the shorellne areae.
I L et ',“ A_:?.i;.\j-; dpeia owow e < v mia, oo e s
)
j
; . M i ' ) . . ) . »
’ 1974, SHORT PLAT ORDINANCE 74-2, Skamania County Planning Commlssion.
i3 ‘ . .
)
The Short Plat Ordinance pertains to subdivision of land within
? . ;
3 the unincorporated areas of the County for dividion of land into two

r ten acres in size. This

or more lots, but less than five lots, unde

e adequate facilities for

T

platting ordinance is intended to provid

water, sewage, proper ingress and egress, and to require conveyancing

S

by accurate legal description.

L N T anant g
i
|
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1974, SKAMANIA COUNTY SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT PLAN, Skamania County

Solid Waste Committee.

This plan was devised to modify the existing solid waste manage-
mant practices in Skamania County in order to comply with the Statae
of Washington requlations on solid waste management. The prcseht
gystem of handling solid waste is three centrally located open dumps.
Open dumps present health and environmental hazards and are no longer
permittad by state law. Garbage lg collected by private collection
services in North Bonneville and Stevenson, and from heavily used
recreastion sites, and in unincorporated areas which have a large
enough population to economically justify collector services. Resi-
dancee and businegses without regular weekly collection services must
‘haul their own solid waétes to the county dumps.

In terms of economy and quality of services, the study recom-
mended a County owned system of rural drop box stations to be loc-
ated at the present dump sites would provide the most efféctive and
convenient service at a reasonable cost. Hauling of the waste drop
boxes to a sanitary landfill in Klickitat County would be done by a
commerclial hauler.

Special purpose areas are planned at each drop box station for
the collectign of metal and tires, burial sites for animalg, burning

sites for tree prunings and other wood wastes.

FOR THE SKAMANIA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

/k{ Aé%éaézzz/ /23;44?22
C
/Zé;;zfé/] }4ZZ’ 6/£>

CHAIRMAN ¢
SECRETARY
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f APPENDIX "C" PLAN MODIFICMATIONS .

i — : Original Changed

‘/v» ,; 'Own‘g; L'ocaf.ki‘o.xj Designé.tion:_De's'ignation

Lo .J. Deo swh,Sec.15,T3N,R. 10E, W.M. Rural 2 “Rural 1
G. de Groote  SBEk,Sec.l5,T3N,R.1OE, W.M. Rural 2 Rural 1

| W: Marsh SE%,Sec.15,T3N,R.10E, W.M. Rural 2 Pural 1

3 R.W. Barnes Robbins DLC.Sec.26,T3N,R.8E,W.M. Rural 2

b &NWH,Sec.BS,TBN,RBE(, WM. Rural 1

b J. Carleton NWk & SWH,Sec.36,T3ﬁ,R.7%B,W.M. Rural 2 " Rural 1

) |

‘ G. de Groote sec.2,& 11,T2N,R.7E, W.M. Rural 2 Rural 1

b N. Engleman .Sec.18, T2N, R.5E.W.M., Conser- Rural 2

‘L ‘ . vancy

b S. McGuire Sec.30, SWh-NWk,T2N,R.5E, W.M. ' 'Qon'ser- Rural 2

i : vancy

b A.F.Houston NWk-NWhk-NWk , Sec. 23, T3N,Rge.l0E.W.M. Rural 2 Rural 1

) L. Barnett Swh-SWk~-SWk, Sec.l15,T3N.Rge.lOE. W.M. Rural 2 Rural 1

H A. Skaalheim Tax Lot 1800, Sec.36, T3N,Rge.7%E. Rural 2 Rural 1

h

} Home Valley Plan Amendment/1983-01 Rural 2 Rural 1
Home Valley Plan Amendment/1985-01 Rural 2 Rural 1
Home Valley Plan Amendment/1986-01 Rural 1 Rural 2

’é' Skomeanie Plan Amendment/1986-02 Rural 2 Rural 1

) Skamania Pilan Amendment/1986-02 Rural 1 Rural 2

g -Skamania- Plan- Ameiidment/1986-02 Rural 1 R_u_-i'-a.l. 2

; Skamanis Plan Amendment/1986-02 Conser—  Rural 2

) . : ] vancy )

] .G. W..Jensen Amendment./1988-01 Rural 2 Rural 1

b .Gary '& Rose. Carpenter Amendment/1289-02 Canservancy Rural 2

) 4 . 4

b

{

)

)
|
?
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