Skamania County
Community Development
Department

Skamania County Courthouse Annex
Post Office Box 790
Stevenson, Washington 98648

509 427-3900 FAX: 509 427-3907 R EC E I VE D

January 21, 2010

JAN 27 2013
Allen 1. Fiksdal, EFSEC Manager ENERGY FACILITY SITE
State of Washington
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council EVALUATION COUNCIL

P.O. Box 43172
Olympia, WA 98504-3172

Re: Whistiing Ridge Energy Progect, EFSEC Application No. 2009-01

Dear Mr. Fiksdal,

Enclosed you will find a copy of the Skamania County Board of County Commissioners Resolution
2009-54 Certification of Land Use Consistency Review for the amended application for the
Whistling Ridge Wind Energy Project. This resolution repeals Resolution 2009-22 in its entirety,
and the Staff Report for Land Use Consistency Review.

If you have any questions and comments feel free to call me at 427-3900 or email me at
witherspoon@co.skamania.wa.us and we can discuss this matter in further detail. Thank you.

Sincerely,

SEL A

Karen A. Witherspoon, AICP
Director

Enclosure: Resolution 2009-54
Staff Report for Land Use Consistency Review






RECEIVED
SKAMANIA COUNTY

Do 28

RESOLUTION 2009-54 GOMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

NEPA
(Certification of Land Use Consistency Review for the amended application for%];ﬂngNT

Whistling Ridge Wind Energy Project, This resolution repeals Resolution 2009-22 in its
entirety.)

WHEREAS, Whistling Ridge Energy Project, LLC (“Applicant”) filed an Application for Site
Certification (“ASC”) to the Washington Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (“EFSEC”) on
March 10, 2009 for the Whistling Ridge Energy Project (“Project”) pursuant to RCW 80.50; and

WHEREAS, EFSEC has assumed lead agency status pursuant to the State Environmental Policy
Act, RCW 43.21C for the environmental review of this Project. Skamania County anticipates
participating in the SEPA process; and

WHEREAS, the Applicant filed an amended ASC to EFSEC on October 12, 2009 for the
project; and

WHEREAS, said amended ASC removes all ground disturbing and review uses from any area
within the National Scenic Area jurisdiction; and

WHEREAS, the Skamania County Community Development Director reviewed the amended
ASC to determine the project’s consistency with applicable County and use plans and zoning
ordinances and prepared a Certificate of Land Use Consistency; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners have reviewed the Community Development
Director’s Certification of Land Use Consistency for the amended application; and

WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners on December 22, 2009 considered the
Community Development Director’s determination at a regularly scheduled public meeting; and

WHEREAS, due notice of the Commissioner’s meeting set forth above has been given as
required by law; and

WHEREAS, the development of the Whistling Ridge Energy Project, if approved, will be
specifically governed by a Site Certification Agreement signed by the Governor and the
Applicant, including conditions of approval developed through the upcoming public process,
including SEPA review; and

WHEREAS, more detailed findings of consistency are included in the Community Development
Director’s Certificate of Land Use Consistency, which is attached hereto and is incorporated
herein by reference as if set forth in full; and

WHEREAS, this resolution repeals Resolution 2009-22 in its entirety; and






NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Board of County Commissioners, after due
deliberation, adopts the Certificate of Land Use Consistency as a staff report to EFSEC, not a
decision, and resolves that the Whistling Ridge Energy Project is consistent with the Skamania

. County land use plans and applicable zoning ordinances. A representative for Skamania County
appointed by the Board of Commissioners is serving as a member of the Siting Council.
Consequently, Skamania County does not, at this time, make any findings or determination
regarding compliance with any other regulatory requirements or siting standards, and any
potential conditions of approval recommended by Skamania County will be made at such time as
the SEPA review is completed and after public meetings and hearings have been duly conducted
- by EFSEC, in accordance with Chapter 80.50 RCW.

d

PASSED IN REGULAR SESSION this 2.2"“day of December 2009.

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
SKAMANIA COUNTY, WASHINGTON
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Skamania County
Community Development
Department

Skamania County Courthouse Annex
Post Office Box 790
Stevenson, Washington 98648
509 427-3900 FAX: 509 427-3907

STAFF REPORT FOR LAND USE CONSISTENCY REVIEW
SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ACTION (Project description)

This Land Use Consistency Review Staff Report is to address the application for the
Whistling Ridge Energy Project to the Washington State Energy Facility Site Evaluation
Council. This is not a land use decision. It is a review to provide guidance to EFSEC as to
the proposed project’s potential consistency with Skamania County fand use plans and
zoning ordinances.

If the application had been submitted to the County, the project would require the
following county issued reviews and permits; a SEPA Review, a Conditional Use permit
(only for the portion of the project located within the zoned area), Building Permits,
Critical Area Review, On-site Septic Permit, Well Driling Inspection, and a Water
Availability Verification Evaluation, Further, a Moratorium Lift application would be
required as the alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance Building is
located on tax parcel #03-09-00-0-0-0100-00, which currently has a Forest Practice

The amended application would include all of the previously mentioned reviews. The
project will no fonger contain any ground disturbance or reviewable activities within the

National Scenic Area.

As originally proposed by the application submitted March 10, 2009 to the Energy
Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC), Jason Spadero, President of SDS Lumber Co,
and of Whistling Ridge Energy LLC, is proposing a facility, collectively called the

wind turbine, In addition to the turbines, the planned facility would include: electrical
transformers, 34.5 kilovolt collector lines and systems (primarily underground),
permanent meteorological towers, an Operations and Maintenance facility (including
bathrooms and kitchen), a new well for potable water, an on-site septic system), a
substation located adjacent to BPA’s existing North Bonneville to Midway 230-kv
transmission line, and approximately 2.4 miles of newly-constructed gravel roads. There
are 7.9 miles of existing private logging roads and road improvements, 7.8 miles located
in the project area and 2.5 miles of access roads or road improvements not in the



project area, but outside of the National Scenic Area boundary. All existing, improved,
and new roads will provide access to the wind turbine locations during construction and

for operations and maintenance.

An amendment to this application was submitted to EFSEC on October 12, 2009. The
amendment discusses an alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance
Building, as well as moving the proposed access road improvements outside of the
National Scenic Area boundary. The first proposed location for the Operations and
Maintenance building is adjacent to the substation on the project site. The alternative
location for the Operations and Maintenance building would be approximately 0.9 miles
off site, located on the proposed new connection from Willard Road to West Pit Road.
This parcel is owned by Broughton Lumber Co. and is zoned Residential-5 (R5). The
maintenance yard was originally proposed as two acres in size as is now proposed as
five acres in size,

The original proposal stated that several wind turbines would be placed in a Residential
10 (R10) zoning designation on the project-site. While researching the parcels using the
County’s Geographic Information System (GIS), legal descriptions and official zoning
maps, no R10 zoning designation was found within the project site. This has been
corrected in the amended submittal.

The original proposal states that roughly 400 acres of the project site is located within
FOR/AG 20 zoning and Residential 10 zoning designations. The referral to Residential 10
zoning has been corrected in the amendment. However, Community Development staff
research of the County’s GIS and assessor maps show that approximately 1,036 acres of
the project site is unzoned, and approximately 127 acres of the project site is zoned
FOR/AG 20. County GIS and assessor maps show the project area to be approximately
1,163 acres, however, this is just an approximation based on legal descriptions since no
boundary survey was conducted. This information does not affect the consistency review
of the project; rather it is a clarification of the project based on County’s consistency

review.

The original proposal further included improvements to roads and intersections within
the National Scenic Area in order to provide access to the project site. The roadways
affected include Cook Underwood Road, Kollock-Knapp Road, Scoggins Road and private
logging road CG2930. The October 12, 2009 amendment cites changes to the access
roads that would take any ground disturbing activity outside of the National Scenic Area.
Access to the site would now be provided from SR-14 to Cook Underwood Road to
Willard Road and through a new connection to West Pit Road. No road improvements or
changes would occur within the National Scenic Area boundaries.

The amended application proposes access to the project area via 5R-14 to Cook-
Underwood Road to Willard Road, with a new connection to West Pit Road. West Pit
Road is an existing 2.5-mile-long logging road originally 8-12 feet wide. In summer
2009, the road was widened to approximately 20-26 feet wide. This road passes over a
Class V stream with a current culvert, which will need to be widened as well.

Improvements to the county roadways and the private logging road would be necessary
to support the long and heavy loads that would be required for the delivery of the wind
energy components from SR 14 to the proposed project site. These improvements may



include 1) Rebuilding large sections of the existing roadway network, 2} Widening
certain sections of the existing roadway network, 3) Flattening and/or rebuilding existing
roadway topography both horizontally and vertically, and 4) Placing asphalt in select
areas for equipment access. All improvements will be located outside of the National

Scenic Area.

IL. GENERAL INFORMATION

Owner(s}): SDS Lumber Co Broughton Lumber Co
PO Box 266 92 Office Road
Bingen, WA Underwood, WA
: 58605 38651
Applicant(s)/Applicant(s) Jason Spadero, President, SDS Lumber Co
Representative: and Whistling Ridge Energy, LLC
' ' ' Bingen, WA 98605
Tax Parcel Number(s); (3-10-00-0-0-0300-00 (portion)

03-10-00-0-0-0400-00 (full}
013-10-00-0-0-0800-00 (portion)
03-10-00-0-0-1100-00 (portion)
03-09-00-0-0-2990-00 (portion)
03-09-00-0-0-0100-00 (alternative location
for the Operations & Maintenance
Building)
Skamania County Road Right-of-Way
Location: The subject parcels are located in the
eastern portion of Skamania
T3N, R10E & T3N, RSE, W.M.
Zoning: 127 acres of the proposed project area is
zoned FAZ20. The alternative location of the
Operations & Maintenance Building is
zoned R5. The remaining 1,036 acres is

un-zoned.
Comprehensive Plan Designation Conservancy {outside NSA)
Square Footage/Acreage: The entire project area is located outside

of the NSA and is 1,152 acres (1,163 acres
by County calculations), spanning portions
of five parcels. If the alternative location
for the Operations & Maintenance Building
is used, it will span six parcels.
Approximately 384 acres would be
developed for the wind turbine
foundations, connecting roadways, and
overhead and underground transmission

lines.
Proposed Use Semi-public utility facility
Number of Lots: The project area spans portions of five

parcels. If the alternative location for the
Operations & Maintenance Building is
used, it will span six parcels.



Density: N/A

Sanitary Sewer District: Individual On-Site Septic System for
proposed Operations and Maintenance
Facility

Domestic Water Supplies: Applicant is proposing an individual well to

IV.

VI.

serve the kitchen and bathroom facilities in
the Operations and Maintenance Building.

Fire District: Fire District #3

School District: #31 Milt A and White Saimon School
Districts

Drainage Basin: Wind / White Salmon

WRIA: Wind / White Salmon

WRIA Number o ) 298

III. HISTORY/BACKGROUND:

Skamania County is one of ten counties in Washington State that is not required to
fully plan under the Growth Management Act. The County is not required to establish
zoning classifications on all the land within its jurisdiction.

The 2007 Comprehensive Plan applies to all unincorporated land within Skamania
County. Not all of unincorporated Skamania County has a zoning classification. The
critical area regulations only apply outside of the NSA.

SDS Co. LLC submitted their application for the Whistling Ridge Energy Project on
March 10, 2009. SDS Co. submitted an amended application to EFSEC on October
12, 2009. Skamania County Community Development Department is providing
EFSEC with a consistency review of ail county regulations that apply to the project.
The County is not providing a decision on this project at this time.

The original application included roadway improvements on roads located within the
National Scenic Area. The amended application has removed any roadway
improvements and ground disturbing activity inside of the NSA. Therefore, portions
of the previous staff report relating to the NSA activity, no longer apply.

SEPA THRESHOLD DETERMINATION:
EFSEC issued a scoping notice on April 6, 2009 to begin the EIS review process. A
revised notice was issued April 21, 2009.

PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE:
EFSEC published all required notices.

NATURAL ENVIRNOMENT

A. Topography:
The resource maps indicate that the subject parcels within the project area, have
slopes ranging from zero percent to over 40%. Under Skamania County’s Critical
Areas Ordinance (Title 21A), the subject parcels are located in a Class II
Landslide Hazard Area. As such, this requires a geotechnical assessment report
be completed for the proposed project. A geotechnical assessment repost is



VIIL,

prepared by a Washington state licensed hydrologist or geotogist and requires
the following, at minimum:
a. A description of the topography, surface and subsurface
hydrology, soils geology, and vegetation of the site;
b. An evaluation of the analysis area’s inherent erosion
hazards;
¢. A site plan of the area delineating all areas of the site
subject to erosion hazard; and
d. Proposed mitigation measures to be implemented by the
applicant, including, but not limited to, minimizing site
disturbance or grading, implementing erosion control
measures, such as the retention of existing vegetation and
controlling surface water drainage through stormwater
retention and detention systems.

B. Sails: o ‘ :
.According to the Natural Resources Conservation Service (N RCS) Seil Survey of
Skamania County, the sail types of the parcels are: McElroy gravelly loam (types
66, 67, 68), Timberhead gravelly loam (types 135. 136), Underwood loam (type
144). Each of these soils has a T Factor of 5. Under Skamania County’s Critical
Areas Ordinance, Title 21A, the subject parcels are located in a Class I Erosion

Hazard Area.

C. Swface Water:
Within the proposed project area there is: One (1) Class 4N stream; 19 Class 5N

streams; and five (5) unclassified streams.

D. Vegetation:
The project area is covered by second and third growth commercial timber

stands.

E. Wildlife:
The entire project area is within Elk winter range habitat. No other habitat was

found on resource maps.

F. Sensitive Areas.
No Sensitive Areas were found on the Resource maps within the proposed

project area. No known cultural or archaeological resources were found within
the project area.

NEIGHBORHOOD CHARACTERISTICS

The Comprehensive Plan designation of this project area is Conservancy. The
alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance Building is within Rural
Lands 1I Comprehensive Plan designation. Some of the surrounding area is Rural

Lands II, with the majority being Conservancy.

The southern project boundary line (including the southeast project line) horders the
Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area, but is not within the National Scenic

Area,



VIII. TRANSPORATION PLANS

iX.

The original proposed access was from State Route 14 to Cook-Underwood Road, to
Kollack-Knapp Road to Scoggins Road. This would have required road improvements
within the National Scenic Area. The amended application has access to the
proposed site provided from State Route 14 to Cook- Underwood Road, to Willard
Road and through a proposed new connection to existing West Pit Road, located on
SDS Lumber Company and Broughton Lumber Company property. The alternative
Operations & Maintenance building location would be accessed off of Willard Road.

UTILITIES

A, Stormwater:
Discharge of stormwater runoff would be regulated by EFSEC based on the

Department of Ecology’s stormwater pollution control program. The proposal
indicates mitigation measures by Best Management Practices and by

-implemeniting a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Pian (SWPPP) during and-after -~ =+ <

construction. The final design would conform to the applicable Ecology
~ Stormwater Management Manual-in effect at the-time or as instructed by EFSEC.

B. Wastewater Disposal:
The Applicant is required to apply for an On-Site Septic System permit as the
Operations and Maintenance Building will include bathroom and kitchen facifities.
Prior to issuance of any building permit, the applicant is required to have an
approved On-Site Septic System Design.

C. Potable Water:
Prior to the issuance of a building permit for the proposed Operations
and Maintenance Building, the applicant is required to have an approved Water
Availability Verification Evaluation (WAVE).

COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
The following Goals and Policies of the Skamania County Comprehensive Plan are

applicable to the proposed project.

Chapter 2: Land Use Elerment
Goals and Policies
Conservancy Desighation

Goal LU.1: To integrate long-range considerations (comprehensive planning) into the
determinations of short-term action (individual development applications).

Policy LU.1.2: The plan is created on the premise that the land use areas designated
are each best suited for the uses proposed therein. However, it is not the intention
of this plan to foreclose on future opportunities that may be made possibly by
technical innovations, new ideas and changing attitudes. Therefore, other uses that
are simifar to the uses listed here should be allowable uses, review uses or
conditional uses, only if the use is specifically fisted in the official controls of
Skamania County for that particular land tse designation.

Finding:



The project area lies within the Conservancy Comprehensive Plan Designation. The
alternative location for the Operation and Maintenance Building lies within the Rural
Lands II Comprehensive Plan Designation. Within the conservation designation and
the Rural Lands II designation, public facilities and utilities, and utility substations

are allowed.

Conclusion:
The project is considered a semi-public utility facility and would therefore be

consistent with the Conservancy Designation.
Goal LU.3: To coordinate public and private interests in land development.

Policy 1U/.3.3: Encourage industry that would have minimal adverse environmental or
aesthetfc eﬁ‘ects

Fmdlng - ‘ '
The project area is located outside of the Columbia River Gorge National Scenic Area

“bouindary. The turbines would be painted gray to minimize aesthetic effects. The
proposed project would be located within an area where roadways and high voltage
regional transmission lines already exist, which would minimize the need for new

disturbances.

Conclusion:
The project is consistent with this goal and policy.

Goal LU.4: To promote interagency cooperation and effective planning and
scheduling of improvements and activities so as to avoid conflicts, duplication and

waste.

Policy LU.4.3: Land use patterns, which minimize the cost of providing adequate
levels of public services and infrastructure, should be encouraged.

Finding:

High-voltage regional transmission lines, owned and operated by Bonneville Power
Administration (BPA) are located on the project site. Access roadways already exist,
with the exception of the proposed connection from Willard Road to West Pit Road.
The project uses existing patterns in Land Use, which helps to minimize the public

costs of providing services and new infrastructure,

Conclusion:
The project is consistent with this goal and policy.

Goal LU.5; To promote improvements which make our communities more livable,
healthy, safe and efficient.

Policy LU.5.5: Promote compalibility of industry with the surrounding area or
community by fostering good quaiity site planning, landscaping, architectural design,
and a high level of environmental standards.



Policy LU, 5.7: Adequate on-site wells and septic systems should be properly
instafled, monitored and maintained in accordance with local and state health

departments,

Finding:

The proposed project is located in the Conservancy Designation, which allows for
public utility facilities and utility stations. The surrounding areas are Conservancy
Designation, as well as Rural Lands 1I Designation, which also allows for utility
facilities and utility substations. The project site has been previously logged by
forestry activities and the proposal would allow the forestry activities to continue.
High-voltage transrnission lines, cell towers and rock quarries currently exist in the
area, so the project would be compatible with these uses.

The proposed Operations and Maintenance Building is located in the Rural Lands 11

e - Designation; which allows for public ut!lrty facilities and- ‘utility stations. It would- -

include bathroom and kitchen facilities and would theréfore be required to have an
_-approved on-site septic system as well as an adequate potable water supply. .
- If/when an application is submitted to this department, this would be a condition of

approval.

Conclusion:
The project is consistent with the goals and policies. A valid 0SS and proof of

potable water would be a condition of approval.

Chapter 3, Environmental Element
Goals and Policies

Goal E. 1: To ensure the proper management of the natural environment to protect
critical areas and conserve land, ai, water and energy resources.

Policy F.1.4: Implement and preserve critical area buffers based on Best Available
Science adjacent to critical areas to adeguately protect such areas from development
and land use impacts.

Finding:
Several streams exist on the proposed project site, with buffers ranging from 25 to
50°, which must be maintained at all times unless exemptions are met or variances

are granted.

Conclusion:
This proposal is consistent with the goals and policies.

Goal E.3: To minimize the foss of life and property from landslides, seismic, volcanic
or other naturally occurring events, and minitnize or efiminate land use impacts on
geologically hazardous areas.

Policy E.3.4: Require geotechnical studies to determine construction methods and
technologies necessary to further public safety in geologically hazardous areas. The
development design and constriction technology used shafl be appropriate to the
soif limitations on the particular site.



Finding:

The project should require a geotechnical assessment report and soil borings to be
conducted on-site. The repoit should be reviewed and accepted by Skamania County
prior to issuing any buiiding permits. Any and all sethacks determined within the

report must be followed.

The proponent had a geotechnical assessment report prepared for this project. At
this time, the report has not been reviewed by Skamania County.

Conclusion:
The project is consistent with these goals and policies,

Chaptef 4 Transpo;faﬁon E/emenr

Goal TI Transportation — Encourage an efficient multi-modal tfanspodaﬁon o
. netwerk that is based on regional pr/om‘/es aﬁd coort mnafed W/th counl]/ and CI[J/
comprehénsive plans,

Goal T.3: Public Facilities and Services — Ensure that those public fadilities and
services necessary to support development should be adequate to serve the
development at the time the development is available for occupancy and use without
decreasing cutrent service fevels below locally established minimum standards.

Finding:

Most roadways that will be used for this proposal exist and some improvement wili
he necessary for the transportation of the equipment and construction materials. A
short road span connecting West Pit Road to Willard Road is proposed for access to
the site. Other proposed roadways for the site will be Jocated on the project site.
Some intersection improvements are needed to allow safe turning of construction
and equipment delivery vehicles. These improvements, as well as the added traffic,
would not degrade the existing levels of service at nearby intersections below
minimum standards. The applicant should consult with the Skamania County Public
Works Department regarding the sufficiency of roads. Turbine equipment would
likely be transported to either the Port of Longview or the Port of Vancouver, and
much of it transported by barge up the Columbia River to the Applicant’s existing
barge and dock facilities in Bingen, Washington. If rail is used, it Wlll be by existing

rail lines.

Conclusion:

This proposal is consist with these goals and policies. The road improvements will
enhance the level of service on these roads and benefit the community.

Chapter 5: Archaeology and Historic Preservation Element

Goal AHP. 1: Identify and encourage the preservation of lands, sites, and structures
that have historical or archaeofogical significance:

Policy AHP.1.3: Coordinate county inventory efforts with Native American groups and
governmental efforts.



Finding:

Research conducted by Skamania County Community Development found no
archaeological or historical resources located on the project area. CH2M HILL
conducted an intensive cultural resource inventory survey of the proposed area of
potential effect in August 2003. No evidence of prehistoric activity was observed and
no archaeological sites or historic properties were identified, although two histotic
archaeological isolates were found and documented, consisting of piled basait
cobbles and scatter of historic debris previously disturbed by power line construction
and logging. No known archaeological or cultural resources were found on the
Washington State Department of Archaeological and Historic Preservation (DAHP)
resource maps that staff used to research the project area.

Further, if the project proponent applies for a Conditional Use permit, the application
“-would be sent to various state dgencies; federal agencies, and Native-American-~ -
Gavernments, allowing the opportunity to comment on the prOJect ‘EFSEC should
consuit thh these groups during the process. -

Conclus:on:
This project is consistent with these goals and policies.

Goal AHP.3: Protect historic, archaeological, and cuftural resources through a
comprehensive planning approach.

Finding:

Research conducted by Skamania County Community Development found no
archaeological or historical resources located on the project area. CH2M HILL
conducted an intensive cultural resource inventory survey of the proposed area of
potential effect in August 2003. No evidence of prehistoric activity was observed and
no archaeological sites or historic properties were identified, although two historic
archaeological isolates were found and documented, consisting of piled basalt
cobbles and scatter of historic debris previously disturbed by power line construction

and logging.

Conclusion:
This project is consistent with these goals and policies.

STATUTES/CODES:
Skamania County Code Title 21 — Zoning
Chapter 21,64 — Unmapped Classification (UNM)

21.64.020 — Allowable Uses
In the areas classified as Unmapped, all uses which have not beern
declared a nuisance by statute, resolution, ordinance, or court of
Jurisdiction are allowable. The standards, provisions, and conditions of

this title shall not apply to unmapped areas.

Finding:

10



1,036 acres of this project is unzoned and therefore there are no restricted uses.
Utility facilities and utility substations have not been declared a nuisance by a known
Washington State Court or by local ordinance or resolution or by any known state or
federal statutes.

Conclusion:
The project is consistent with the zoning designation of UNM.

Chapter 21,56 — Resource Production Zone Classification (FOR/AG 10 & 20)
21.56.030 — Conditional Uses
(C) Semi-public facilities and ulifitics

Finding:

«- Approximately 127 acres’ of this pro]ect is located- w1thm the’ FOR/AG 20

“zoning classification. The SAT string of the project within this zoning

classification. The "A” string includes seven turbines. All other proposed

turbines are outside of the zoned area. Semi-piblic facilities and utilities aré”

a conditional use within this zoning designation. The applicant would need to
submit a conditional use application for review by the Hearing Examiner for
approval of this project if the County was conducting the project review. Conditional
use permits are reviewed and issued by the County Hearing Examiner.

Chapter 21,36 — Residential 5 Zone Classification (K5)
21.36.031 — Conditional Uses
(G} Semi-public facilities

Finding:

The proposed alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance Building is
located approximately 0.9 acres from the project site on a parcel zoned Residential
5. The proposed maintenance yard would be approximately 5 acres. Semi-public
facilities are a conditional use within this zoning designation. The applicant would
need to submit a conditional use application for review by the Hearing Examiner for
approval of this project if the County was conducting the project review. Conditional
use permits are reviewed and issued by the County Hearing Examiner.

21.16.070 - Hearing Examiner - Duties and Responsibilities
The Hearing Examiner shall hear and decide:

A, Applications for conditional uses. Conditional uses are those uses, which may
or may not be compatible with permitted uses in a specific zoning
designation. If the Hearing Examiner determines the use is not compatible
with permitted or existing uses in the specific area of the proposed tse then
the proposed use shall be denied. Afternatively, if the Hearing Examiner
determines that the proposed use is compatible with permitted and existing
uses in the specific area of the proposed use then the proposed use then the
proposed use may be approved or approved with condjitions to make it make
it compatible with the area.

1. In determining whether the use is compatible with the area, the
proposed use shall:

11



a. Be either compatible with other uses in the surrounding area
or is no more incompatible than are other outright permitted
uses in the applicable zoning district;

Finding:

The proposal is to install up to 50 wind turbines on a parcel of land in
unincorporated Skamania County, 1,036 acres are unzoned, and 127 acres are
zoned FOR/AG 20. The Operations and Maintenance Building will either be
located on the project site adjacent to the substation or in an area off Willard
Road approximately 0.9 miles from the project area and is zoned R5. The entire
proposal is located within the Conservancy Comprehensive Plan Designation,
with the exception of the alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance
building which is located in Rural Lands 1L

- Unzoned- areas of: Skamania County and the Conservancy Comprehensive Plan -
Designation aflow for public utility facilities and utility substations, The FOR/AG -
20 and the R5 zoning districts list semi- public utifity facilities and utlllty
substations as a conditional usé arid allow public facilities outright with' no’
additional zoning review being required.

The surrounding areas are located within the Conservancy Designation, as well
as the Rural Lands II Designation, both of which allow public utility facilities and
utility substations. The property is currently uses for commercial forestry
activities, and these activities will be alfowed to continue once the turbines are
constructed. Cell towers, high-voltage transmission lines and rock quarries exist
in the area. There is a small portion of the project site that abuts Residential 10
(R10) zoning, which aiso lists semi-public utilities as conditional use.

Conclusion:
The proposal is compatible with other uses within the area, both within the

Comprehensive plan designation and the zoning designation.

b, Not materially endanger the health, safety, and welfare of the
strrounding community to an extent greater than that
associated with other permitted uses in the applicable zoning
district.

Finding:
The subject parcel is located in a geological hazard area due to the slope and soil
type and requires a geotechnical assessment report.

The applicant is required to show proof of potable water and obtain an on-site
septic system permit from the Skamania County Community Development
Department through the building permit process. The proposal includes
bathroom and kitchen facilities located in the Operation and Maintenance

Building.

EFSEC has required an EIS to be prepared and will ultimately decide what
conditions of approval would be necessary for the project to be found to not
materially endanger the health, safety and welfare of the surrounding

12



community. By obtaining the water, septic and building permits, conducting the
geotechnical analysis and best management practices during construction, the
project could be found consistent with this provision.

Conclusion:
The proposal will not materially endanger the health, safety, and welfare of the

surrounding community.

¢ Not cause the pedestrian and vehicular traffic associated with
the use to confiict with existing and anticipated traffic in the
neighborhood to an extent greater than that associated with
other permitted uses in the applicable zoning district.

Finding:
Access of the proposed site would be provided from State Route 14 to Cook-

Underwood Road, Willard Road and with a new connection fo existing West Pit
Road, located on SDS Lumber Company and Broughton Lumber Company

; property

All roadways that will be used for this proposal exist, with the exception of the
new connection from Willard to West Pit Road and access roads within the
project site boundaries, and some improvement will be necessary for the
transportation of the equipment and construction materials. Some intersection
improvements are needed to allow safe turning of construction and equipment
defivery vehicles. These improvements, as well as the added traffic, would not
degrade the existing levels of service at nearby intersections below minimum
standards. The applicant will consult with the Skamania County Public Works
Department regarding the sufficiency of roads and road upgrade requirement.
Other permitted uses include: single family residences in conjunction with forest
or farm management, recreational facilities, semi-public facilities and utilities,
saw mills, shake and shingle mills, chippers, pole and log yards, geothermal
energy facilities, aircraft landing fields, cluster developments, child mini day care

centers, and child day care centers.,

Conclusion:
The proposal will not cause a conflict with existing pedestrian and vehicular

traffic.

d. Be supported by adequate service facilities and would not
adversely affect public services to the surrounding area.

Finding:

The proposal states that an Engineering, Procurement, and Construction (EPC)
contractor will prepare a safety plan that would apply to all personnel working
on-site. The plan would ensure compliance will all laws, ordinances, regulations
and standards concerning health and safety. An Environmental Compliance
Program would cover aveidance of sensitive areas during construction, waste
handling and storage, stormwater management, spill prevention and controf, and
other components required by State and County regulations. An Emergency
Response Plan would be established to ensure employee safety from the
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following: medical emergency, major power loss, fire, extreme weather,
earthquake, volcano, and bomb threat. This plan would be established prior to

construction.

Condition:
All safety plans and programs are required to be in place prior to construction.
These plans and programs should be included as a conditional of approval.

e. Not hinder or discourage the development of permitted uses
on neighboring properties in the applicable zoning district as a
result of the location, size, or height of the buildings,
strictures, walls, or required fences or screening vegetation o
a greater extent than other permitted uses in the applicable
zoning district.

Flndmg _
The proposal is to install up to 50 wmd turbine structures on a project site

* spanninig porticns of five parcels. This use Is classified as’a semi-public utility
facility within the FOR/AG 20 zoning designation. If the alternative location for
the Operations and Maintenance building were selected, the project would span
six parcels. This use is classified as a semi-public utility facility within the RS

zoning designation.

Other uses in the FORJAG 20 zoning designation include, among others: forestry
practices and associated management activities of forest crop, commercial and
domestic agriculture, water resource management facilities, log sorting and
storage areas, etc. Other uses in the R5 zoning designation include, among
others: single-family dwellings, commercial and domestic agriculture, public
facility and utilities, and accessory equipment structures, etc.

Surrounding zoning includes FOR/AG 20, as well as R10 (Residential 10) and R5
outside of the NSA. To the south of the project area, inside the NSA, the
surrounding area is zoned Large Scale Agriculture, Commercial Forest, Small
Woodland and Open Space. Current uses surrounding the project site include
commercial forestry uses, agriculture including pear and apple orchards, and
three small, unincorporated residential communities and other agriculture related

dwellings.

Conclusion:
The proposal is compatible with other uses in the region and will not affect the

allowed uses on those parcels. The proposal states commercial forestry activities
will likely continue on the project site parcels as well,

£ Not be in conflict with the goals and policies expressed in the
current version of the County's comprehensive plan.

Finding:

As discussed above, the proposal is consistent with the Skamania County
Comprehensive Plan.

14



2. Criteria for determining conditions to be imposed on conditional uses
shall be based on the health, safety, and general welfare of the
public, any environmental standards in force in Skamania County,
other applicable provisions set forth in this Title and shall be subject
to conditions which may include, but are not limited to the following;

a. Limiting the manner in which the use is conducted including
restricting the time an activity may take place, and restraints
to minimize such environmental effects as noise, vibration, air
pollution, glare, and odor.

Finding:
The EIS and EFSEC will determine what conditions, if any, are required to be
implemented for this project.

- b+ Establishing a special yard, open space Jot area or Jot o
dimensions. ,

'Fmdmg
Not apphcable

¢.  Limiting the height, size, or location of a building or other
structure.

Finding:

127 acres of this project site, which includes seven proposed turbines, is located
within FOR/AG 20 zoning designation. Under the current FOR/AG 20 zoning
designation, the required front yard setback is 35-feet from the centerline of the
private road or 20-feet from the front property line with the front defined as the
line which parallels a public road right-of-way or a private road easement, or that
line where a road, driveway, or access panhandle enters a lot. The required rear
setback under the current regulations is 20-feet from the rear lot line with the
rear defined as the lot line which is opposite and farthest away from the front lot

line.

The alternative location for the Operations and Maintenance building is on land
designated Residential 5 (R-5). Under the current R5 zoning designation, the
required front yard setback is 50-feet from the centerline of the public road right-
of-way or 35-feet from the centerline of a private road right-of-way, or 20-feet
from the property line, whichever is greater. The required rear sethack is 20-feet
and the required side yard setbacks are 20-feet.

The remainder of this parcel, 1,036 acres, is unzoned and therefore has setbacks
as determined by the Building code list from Title 15. Building Code setback
requirements for un-zoned lots 12,500 square feet or larger is:

Front Yard: No building or accessory building shall be constructed closer than 45
feet from the centerline of the public road right-of-way or 35 feet from the
centerline of the private road {(note including private driveways), or road or 15
feet from the front property line, whichever is greater;

Side Yard: On each side of the building or accessory building a side yard shall be
provided for not less than 5 feet; and
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Rear Yard: A rear yard shall be provided of not less than 15 feet, including
accessory buildings.

Conclusion:
Under the current regulations, the proposed location meets the minimum

requirements. However, EFSEC may require additional setbacks or micro siting
of turbines.

d, Designating the size, number, location, and nature of vehicle
access points.

Finding: - ‘

No new major roads are proposed at this time. Only a small connection from
Willard Road to West Pit Road will be constructed for access. Other proposed
roads include access roads within project boundaries: The EIS traffic studies and
road design plan will determine any requirements for vehicle access points,

e. Increasing the amount of sé‘reét"c./éd/‘céff'oﬁ, roadway width, oF
improvements within the street right-of-way.

Finding:

The EIS traffic studies and road design plans will determine the necessary road
improvements. No new roads are proposed at this time, other than the short
connection from Willard Road to West Pit Road and roads within project

bhoundaries,

£, Limiting or otherwise designating the number, size, location,
height, and lighting of signs.
Finding:
Non-applicable

g. Limiting the location and intensity of outdoor lighting and
requiring it to be shielded.

Finding:

Lighting of turbine strings will need to meet Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) requirements. Lighting on buildings is requested to be hooded and
shielded. This is a request and not currently a requirement in the County zoning

code.

h.  Requiring berming, screening, landscaping, or another facility
to protect adjacent or nearby properties and designating
standards for its instaflation and maintenance.

Finding:

The residences closest to the project site are located approximately 0.48 mile
and 0.8 mile from proposed turbine locations. A new home site location has been
applied for, and would be approximately 2,000 feet (0.38 Mile) from the south
property line. The unincorporated community of Willard is located approximately
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2.25 miles northwest of the project site. The unincorporated community of Mill A
is also located near the project site, approximately 1.5 miles west of the site. The
homes near the project site are rural, primarily single family, between 30 and 50
years old, and low- to medium-density.

The residence closest to the alternative location for the Operations and
Maintenance building is approximately 0.25 miles,

Conclusion:

In order to protect adjacent and nearby properties, the applicant shoutd only
excavate the minimum needed to install the wind turbines and accessory
structures, and the Operations and Maintenance facility; maintain existing trees,
and re-vegetate all undeveloped disturbed areas with native trecs and shrubs
along the west and south ot fines. However, since this land is being used for
Commercial Forestry, the removal of timber in conjunction with this operation
should not be restricted. o A

1" Désighating the height, location, and materialé for 4 fence.

Finding:
EFSEC will determine if any fencing is required for safety and/or aesthetic
reasons.

] Protecting and preserving existing trees, vegetation, water
resources, wildlife habitat, or other significant natural, historic,
or cultural resources.

Finding:

The proposed project is located within a Class II Landslide Hazard Area and a
Class 1 Erosion Hazard Area due to the soil type and requires a geotechnical
assessment report. The entire project site is also located within elk winter range
habitat. Several streams exist on site, which would require buffers ranging
between 25" to 50°. There are no current County requirements to preserve trees
or vegetation outside of critical resource stream buffers. No cultural or historic

resources found in database research. -

Conclusion:

In order to prevent possible wind and water erosion, the applicant should use
Best Management Practices during all phases of construction and replant all
undeveloped disturbed areas with native vegetation. The project requires a
geotechnical assessment report to address the landslide hazard on the property.
The applicant has already submitted a geotechnical assessment report, which

has not been reviewed by the County.
Skamania County Code Title 214 — Critical Areas
214.04.010 - General Provisions

A. RELATIONSHIP TO SHORELINES MANAGEMENT MASTER PLAN AND
SHORELINES MANAGEMENT ACT PERMITS ORDINANCE.
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In event of any confiict between this Title and reguiations contained in the
Shorelines Ordinance, those regulations that provide greater protection of
Critical Areas shall apply.

Finding:

There are several streams located on the subject parcel. The proposal is to erect
up to 50 wind turbine structures. No stream located on-site is a Shoreline of
Countywide or Statewide significance and therefore the Skamania County
Shoreline Management Program does not apply.

Conclusion:
Skamania County Critical Areas Ordinance, Title 21A, provides the greatest
protection to the critical areas and only applies outside of the National Scenic
Area. |
C214.04.030 - STREAMS, CREEKS AND RIVERS
(’ 4) Buffer Widths '
(5) ... " unidisturbed buffers shall be preservea’ around a//
requlated streams, creeks and rivers,
(c) The reqguired width of undisturbed buffer areas shall
depend upon the class of water represented by the
stream, creek or river protected, the type or scale of use
or development proposed by an applicant and the
vegetative community adjacent to the water body. -
(v} For Class IV streams, creeks and rivers, the
standard buffer zone width shall be 50 feet.
(v} For Class V streams, creeks and rivers, the
standard buffer zone width shall be 25 feet.

Finding:

The proposed project area includes several streams ranging from a 25" to 50/
undisturbed buffer requirement. The proposal states that no new construction
would occur within wetlands, streams, or associated buffers. Most of the existing
road improvements in these regulated fish and wildlife protection areas do not
exceed the allowed expansion threshold (100% or less of the original footprint).

West Pit Road is an existing logging road that will be used to access the site. The
road was originally 8 to 12 feet in width, and has been widened to approximately
20 to 26 feet in width. Further widening of sections of the road is proposed to
25-feet in width, with 5 shoulders on each side. Also proposed is the widening of
the existing culvert across the Class V stream on West Pit Road. No Critical Areas
Variance will be required if the expansion/widening is less than 100% of the
original size. If the expansion is greater than 100%, a Critical Areas Variance will

be required.

Conclusion:

Maintaining critical areas buffers would be a condition of approval. If any
expansion of existing roadways or culverts occurs within critical area buffers that
are greater than 100% of the original size, a Critical Areas Variance will be

required.
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The applicant has already had a wetland delineation report prepared for the
project. This report has not been reviewed by Skamania County at this time.

21A.05.050 — Fences in Deer and Elk Winter Range
(A) New development permits issued by the County shalf include a
requirement that, in deer and elk winter range, construction of new and
replacement fences shall be subject to the following.

1. New fences in deer and efk winter range shall be allowed only
when necessarty to control fivestock or pets or to exclude wildlife
from specified areas, such as gardens or orchards. Fenced areas
shall be the minimum necessary to meet the needs of the project
appficant.

2. New and replacement fences in winter range shall comply with the

- following, unless. the applicant demonsfrates the need for an
afternative design:

4 The top wire shall not be more than 42 inches high to

" “make It easiér for deer'to jump over the fence.”

b, The distance between the top two wires shall be at least
10 inches to make it easier for deer and to free themselves
if they become entangled.

c. The bottom wire shall be at least 16 inches above the
ground to aflow fawns to crawl under the fence. It should
consist of smooth wire because barbs often injure animals
as they crawl under the fence.

a. Stays or braces placed between strands of wire shall be
positioned between fence posts where deer are most likely
to cross, Stays create a more tigid fence, which allows
deer a better change to wiggle free if their hind legs
become caught between the top two wires.

3. Woven wire fences may be authorized only when a project
applicant clearly demonstrates that such a fence is reguired to
meet his or her specific needs, such as controlling hogs and

sheep.

Finding:
EFSEC will determine if any fencing is required for safety and/or aesthetic

reasons.

Conclusion:
If EFSEC requires fencing, a condition of approval would be to follow the above

guidelines for fencing within deer and elk winter range.

The proponent has already had a wildlife survey completed. This report has not
been reviewed by Skamania County at this time.

21.A.06 Geologically Hazardous Arcas

21A.06,010 Erosfion Hazard Areas
A. (Class I Frosion Hazard Areas.
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Class I Erosion Hazard Areas (FHAs) area areas that are subject to
severe development constraints due to a site’s susceptibility to
erosion from wind and/or water.

Class 1 EHAs are identified in the Soif Survey of Skamania County
Areas, Washington, prepared by the United States Department of
Agriculture, Sofl Conservation Service, as having an index of greater
than or equal to 3.75

21A.06.020 [ andslide Hazard Areas
A. Class IT Landslide Hazard Areas (LHAs) are areas with slopes 20%
and 30% that are underlain by soils that consist largely of silt, clay or
bedrock, and all areas with siopes greater than 30%.

- . Class IT-LHAs shalf-be identified using the Soil Survey of Skamania
County Areas, Washington, prepared by the United States
- Departtment of Agriculture, Soif Conservation Setvice. Department
personhel shall make a preliminaiy determination’of percentage of ~ =~
slope. The applicant shall verify soil type and precise percentage of
slope.

Finding:
The proposed project site is [ocated within a Class T Erosion Hazard Area and a
Class II Landslide Hazard Area under Skamania County Critical Areas Ordinance
Title 21A. The resowrce maps indicate that the subject parcels have slopes
ranging from zero percent to over 40%. As such, this requires a geotechnical
assessment report be completed for the proposed project. A geotechnical
assessment report is prepared by a Washington state licensed hydrologist or
geologist and requires the following, at minimum:
a. A description of the topography, surface and subsurface
hydrology, soils geology, and vegetation of the site;
b. An evaluation of the analysis area’s inherent erosion
hazards;
€. A site plan of the area delineating all areas of the site
subject to erosion hazard; and
d. Proposed mitigation measures to be implemented by the
applicant, including, but not limited to, minimizing site
disturbance or grading, implementing erosion control
measures, such as the retention of existing vegetation and
controlling surface water drainage through stormwater
retention and detention systems.

Conclusion:
The proposal discusses submitting a geotechnical assessment report and

performing soil borings on site. This report must be reviewed and approved by
Skamania County and would be a condition of approval.

The applicant submitted a Geotechnical Assessment Report, which has not been
reviewed by the County at this time.
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Skamania County Code Title 22 — National Scenic Area

The original proposal included road improvements on existing roadways within the
National Scenic Area. However, the amended proposal changes the access roads and road
improvements to roadways not located within the National Scenic Area. Therefore, as
currently proposed, no National Scenic Area review would be completed and is not

required.

Skamania County Code Title 24 - Clearing & Grading

249.02.50

Applicabifity

Unless exempted under SCC Section -24.02.060, no person shall perform any

grading activily without having first oblained a permit from the Department.
Exemplion from the permit process shall not refieve any person the requirement
for installation ‘of appropriate erosfon conlref measures for -their project: No
permit or exemgtion granted pursuant to this title shall remove an applicant’s

obligation to comply in all respects with the app/;cab/e pfowsmns of any oz‘her _

" federdl, state, of local law or reguiation.”

24.02.060

Exemptions

The following activities are exempt from the permit requirements of this title,
Materials from exemplted excavations may require a separate permit for
placement as fill.

A

Mining, quarrying, excavating, processing, or stockpiling activities of rock,
sand, gravel, or clay if such operations are authorized by a valid Department
of Natural Resources Surface Mine Reclamation Permit or Skamania County
Conditional Use Permit or other provision of Skamania County Code,
All State Department of Natural Resources regulated Class [ II, I, or IV
specdial forest practice activity conducted in accordance with Chapter 76.09
RCW and WAC Title 222,
Grading, clearing, filling or excavation of less than 500 cubic yards, only if
focated outside Critical Areas (SCC Title 214) and requlated Shorelines (SCC
Title 20).
Emergency actions which must be undertaken immediately or for which there
is insufficient time for full compliance with this title in the event that:
1. There is an imminent threat to public health or safety.
2. There s imminent danger to public or private property;
3. There is an imminent threat of serious environmental degradation;
a. A person or agency detenmines that the need to take
emergency action s so urgent that there is not sufficient time
for review by the Department; such emergency action may be
laken immediately. Any person or agency undertaking such
action shall notify the Department within one working day
following the commencement of the emergency action.
Following such notification the Depariment shall determine if
the action taken was within the scope of the emergency
actions allowed in this subsection. If the Department
determines that the action taken or part of the action taken is
beyond the scope of allowed emergency action, enforcement
action is authorized, as outlined in SCC Section 24.02.120,
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b, If the action taken qualifies as an emergency, and would have

otherwise required a grading permit under this Title, then an
application for a grading permit will be submitted with in 30
days following the emergency event. The application
requirements, review, issuance, and inspections wifl be
conditioned as outlined in this Title.

£, All exemptions as enumerated in the Critical Area and Shorefine Ordinances.,

F. Nothing herein may interfere or overrile the Right to Farmn Ordinance.

G. Nothing in this ordinance shall be retroactive and all current projects are

hereby vested

Finding: :
The proposal will include excavation work to install concrete foundations with a diameter

of up to approximately 60 feet for each wind turbine. The Collector System wilt disturb
- an area approximately 30 feet in width, with 8.5 miles of underground collector cable

trenches proposed. Approximately 2.4 miles of new gravel access roads will be -

constructed for, construction, maintenance and operation as part_ of the proposal.

Conclusion:

As the volume and area of the clearing activities exceeds the exemption amount of
volume and/or area, the applicant/property owner is required to obtain a Clearing and
Grading Permit under SCC Section 24.02.050. EFSEC will make a determination on what

conditions of approval are necessary.

24.02.070 Application Requirements
Unless exempted under SCC Section 24.02.060, all persons proposing to conduct
grading and/or dearing activity within the jurisdictional boundaries of
unincorporated Skamania County shall first apply for a grading permit. The
applicant shall obtain a grading permit in conformance with this title prior to any
grading activity.
A. The permit application shall at a minimum include the following:

1. A completed application, signed by the properly owner and the
applicant, a vicinity map, environmental checklist (if required),
and any relevant supplemental information required by the
Director.

Grading plans as described in SCC Section 24.02,080.

A full identification and written description of the work to be
covered by the permit for which the application is made.

A timeline for completion of the project.

Non-refundable application fee as determined by resolution of the
Board of County Commissioners.

RN

S RN

Finding:
The applicant/property owner does not meet the exempt criteria for a Clearing and
grading permit and is therefore required to submit a Clearing and Grading permit

application.
Conclusion:

The proposed project will require a Clear and Grading permit application, which would
be a condition of approval.

22



The proposal states that an Engineer licensed in the State of Washington will prepare
detailed clearing and grading plans that will be submitted to EFSEC for review and
approval prior to the start of construction. These plans will substantively comply with
SCC Title 24 standards.

A. Granting of Permits
1. After an application has been filed and reviewed the Director shalf
ascertain whether such proposed grading work complies with the
provisions of this title. If the application and plans so comply, or if
they are corrected or amended so as to comply, and the proposal is
consistent with all other relevant county codes, the Director shall
issue a grading permil.
2. The applicant/property owner shall maintain the appmved grading
 plans and permit available on the site, and provide an individual copy
. to any grading corrtractor who will be working-at the site. . '
3. A grading permit shéfll be valid for a petiod of two.years fiom the date
©of permit issuaice, onfy for the grading work applied for. An
" extehision may be granted for an-additional 12 months for spetial -
circumstances, Request for extensions shall be submitted in writing
to the Department prior (o expiration of the current permif, setting
forth the reasons and justification for the request. No permit may be
extended more than once. Renewal of permits may be accomplished
with existing plans and reports, if no changes are being made to the
proposal, and no new significant issues. are raised during the review., -

Conclusion:

In order to be in compliance with this section of the Clearing and Grading Ordinance, a
condition of approval should be that the permit and grading plans are available on site
and that the grading permit is valid for two years.

24.02.080 Grading Plan

An application for clearing and grading shall be accompanied by a grading plan.
If the clearing and grading project involves engineered grading, than an
engineered grading plan based on an engineering report or an engineering
geology report shall be submitted with the application. Engineered grading plans
shall be prepared and stamped by an engineering geologist, geotechnical
engineer and/or civil engineer ficensed to work in the State of Washington.
Grading within a geological hazard critical area may reqguire a geotechnical
assessment report in compliance with the Critical Area Protection Ordinance (SCC
Title 21A). A grading plan shall include:

A. An casfly reproducible drawing at a scale of appropriate size to show
location and details of all cuts and all fills including depth and finished
slopes of all cuts and all fills.

B. A general vicinity map of the area and site plan of the project.

C. North arrow.

D. Dimensions and location of subject property boundary lnes, focation of
the permit area boundary, existing and proposed roads, or driveways,
easements, natural or man made bodies of water and drainages, critical
areas, shorefines, and any existing or proposed structures, wells or septic
systerns on the site, and the distance between such features.
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. Bodies of water, critical areas, structures, wells and septic systems on
adjacent property and lving within 50 feet of the subject grading activity
boundary that could be affected by the proposed grading operations.
. Location and dimensions of buffer areas to be maintained or established,
and location and description of proposed erosion-control devices or
structures.
. Map drawn with contour intervals (5 foot or fess) that adequately depict
existing and proposed slope for the proposal.
. Total quantities, in cubic yards, and type of cut and fill material, incluiding
on-site grading material, and imported material. Cross section drawings
that include.
1. Maximum depth of fill and maximum height of cuts.
2. Existing and proposed buildings and their setbacks from cut or fiff
slopes. _
. 3 Existing grades extend/ng a minimum of 20 feet beyond the scope
C o of work.

4. Fnished grades of cuts and fils extend/ng a m/mmum of 20 reet . o

" bevond the scope of work.
5. Retaining walls and the aajiacenr grade at Jeast 20 feet on either

side of the wall(s).
6. Grades of all existing cut and fill areas expressed as a ratio of
horizontal to vertical slope.
The disposal site for excavated material. Off-site disposal may require a

separate grading permit. .

The focation of proposed erosion and sedimentation controf measures
showing compliance with the requiremnents of SCC Section 24.02.090.

. Detailed plans of all surface and subsurface drainage devices, walls,
cribbing, dams, berms, settling ponds, or other water or erosion contro/
devices to be ulilized as a part of the proposed work.

. Any recommendations included in an engineering geology or geotechnical
assessment or report for grading or developing the property. If required,
assessment and reports shall be completed in compliance with SCC Title
214 prior to issuance of a clearing and grading permit.

Finding:

Under Skamania County's Critical Area Ordinance (Title 21A), the subject parcel is
designated as a Class I Erosion Hazard Area due to the soil susceptibility to wind and
water erosion and a portion of the subject parcel is designated as a Class II Landslide
Hazard Area due to 20% slopes underlain with clay type soils. A geotechnical
assessment report is required for the proposed project. The project is further required
to have effective erosion control measures in place during all phases of the project.

A geotechnical report has been prepared for this project, but has not been reviewed by
Skamania County at this time.

Conclusion:
The proposal states that an Engineer licensed in the State of Washington will prepare

detailed clearing and grading plans that will be submitted to EFSEC for review and
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approval prior to the start of construction. These plans will Substantsvely comply with
SCC Title 24 standards.

24.02.090

Grading Standards

Unless otherwise recommended in an approved soils engineering or engineering
geology report, grading shall conform to the following standards. Erosion controf
measures may be installed as oulfined in this title, unless otherwise

recommended by a project engineer,

A.

Appropriate erosion controf measures shafl be instafled prior to any
grading activity, All erosion control measures shall be maintained in place
until vegetation s established for suitable erosion and sedimentation
control. No sediment from grading operations shall be permitted to leave
the site or enter any surtace waters or wetlands.  If the grading activity
timetine includes winter months, then a “winter shutdown™ standard for
site erosion control will be provided by the applicant..
Sites shall have a finished grade that drains away from strua‘ura/
foundations for a minimuin of 10 feet,

__A// sites shall be-clearied upoh ‘brofect completion; iicluding ;nsta//atfon of =
permanent native grass seeding, landscaping, or other organic means of

erosion control,

Cuts or fills of five feet in depth or greater shall be set back from property
fines by a minimum of 25 feet. This can be decreased with appropriate
engineering. Setback dimensions shall be horizontal a?stances measured

perpendicular to the site boundary.

The top of cut sfopes shall not be made nearer toa permit area boundary
line than one fifth of the vertical height of cut with a minimum of two feet
and a maximum of 10 feet, The setback needs to be increased for any
required interceptor drains.

The toe to fill slopes shall be made not nearer to the permit area
boundary line than one-half the height of the slope with a minimum of
two feet and a maximum of 20 feet.

The Director may approve alternate setbacks at the request of the
applicant.  In approving these alternate setbacks, the Director may
require an investigation and recommendation by a qualiied engineer or
engineeting geologist to demonstrate that the intent of this section has
been satisfied.

Any proposed finished sfope that is steeper than two horizontal to one
vertical shall be engineered,

The ground surface shall be prepared to receive filf by removing all
organic material, non-complying fill, and scarifying topsorl.

Sofid Waste as defined in this chapter, and delrimental amounts of
organic material shall not be used as fill materials.

Fill slopes shall not be constructed on natural or cut slopes steeper than
two units horizontal in one unit vertical (50 percent slope) unfess the
permjttee furnishes a geotechnical engineering or an engineeting geology
report or both, stating that the site has been investigated and giving an
opinfon that a cut at a steeper sfope will be stable and not create a
hazard to public or private property.

At the request of the applicant, the Director may approve the use of
alternate grading standards. These approvals shall be based on sound
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M.

M.

Finding:

engineering practices and may require the submittal of additional
doctimentation, reports, or testing.

No grading shall obstruct or after any existing natural drainage way,
stream, or any other natural body of water.

No grading shall alter or increase surface drainage onto any adjacent

properties.

The proposal states that an Engineer licensed in the State of Washington will prepare
detailed ciearing and grading plans that will be submitted to EFSEC for review and
approval prior to the start of construction.

Conclusion:

These plans wiif substantively comply with SCC Title 24 standards.

24 02.100

Graa‘/ng Inspection

. Grading projects for which-a permit is reqwred sha// be subjecf o, mspect/on by
" _the Director.” A licensed Washingtoh State’proféssional engineer shall provide ™
professional  inspections of grading operations if engineeting Is required
elsewhere in this title. An inspection schedule shall be established for each

project prior to permit issuance based on the following:

A.

mD

A civil’ engineer _shall provide professional inspections within such
engineer's area of technical specialty, which shall consist of observation

-and review as to the establishment of fine, grade and surface drainage of .

the development area. If revised plans are required duting the course of
the work, they shall be prepared by the civil engineer.

A geotechnical engineer and/or engineering geologist shall provide
professional inspection within such engineer’s area of technical specialty,
which shall include observation during grading and testing for required
compaction. The engineer shall provide sufficient observation during the
preparation of the natural ground and placement in accordance with the
conditions of the approved plan and the appropriate requirements of this
titke. He or she shafl also provide professional inspection of any
excavation to determine if conditions encountered are in conformance
with the approved report or plan. Revised recommendations relating to
conditions differing from the approved engineering geology or
geotechnical reports shall be submitted to the permittee, the Department,
and the civil engineer.

The permittee shall be responsible for the work being performed in
accordance with the approved plans and specifications and in
conformance with the provisions of the title. When approved by the
Director, the permittee may engage consuftants, if required, to provide
professional inspections on a timely basis. The permittee shall act as a
coordinator between the consultants, the contractor and the Department.
In the event of changing conditions, the permittee shall be responsible
for informing the Department of such change and shall provide revised
plans for approval,

The Department may inspect the project in various stages of work.

I, in the course of fulfitling their respective duties under this title, the civif
engineer, geotechnical engineer, or engineering geologist finds that the
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work is not being done in conformance with this title or approved grading
plans, the discrepancies shall be reported in writing within three working
days to the permittee and to the Department.

F. If the civil engineer, geotechnical engineer, or engineering geologist of
record is changed during grading, the work shall be stopped until the
replacement has agreed in writing to accept the responsibility within the
area of technical competence for approval upon completion of the work.
It shall be the duty of the permittee to notify the Department in writing of
such a change prior to the recommencement of such grading.

Finding:
The proposal states that an Engineer licensed in the State of Washington will prepare
detailed clearing and grading plans that will be submitted to EFSEC for review and

approval prior to the start of construction.

Conclusion: e S - .
. These plans will substantively comply with SCC Title 24 standards. . . ..
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