
Date:

Jurisdiction:
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DLCD file no.:

March 24, 2016
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The Department of Land Conservation and Development (DLCD) received the attached notice of 
adopted amendment to a comprehensive plan or land use regulation on 03/21/2016. A copy of the 
adopted amendment is available for review at the DLCD office in Salem and the local government 
office. 

Notice of the proposed amendment was submitted to DLCD 36 days prior to the first evidentiary 
hearing.  

Appeal Procedures

Eligibility to appeal this amendment is governed by ORS 197.612, ORS 197.620, and 
ORS 197.830. Under ORS 197.830(9), a notice of intent to appeal a land use decision to LUBA 
must be filed no later than 21 days after the date the decision sought to be reviewed became final. 
If you have questions about the date the decision became final, please contact the jurisdiction that 
adopted the amendment. 

A notice of intent to appeal must be served upon the local government and others who received 
written notice of the final decision from the local government.  The notice of intent to appeal must 
be served and filed in the form and manner prescribed by LUBA, (OAR chapter 661, division 10).  

If the amendment is not appealed, it will be deemed acknowledged as set forth in 
ORS 197.625(1)(a).  Please call LUBA at 503-373-1265, if you have questions about appeal 
procedures.

If you have questions about this notice, please contact DLCD’s Plan Amendment Specialist at 503-
934-0017 or plan.amendments@state.or.us

DLCD Contact

NOTICE OF ADOPTED CHANGE TO A
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OR LAND USE REGULATION

mailto:plan.amendments@state.or.us


3/21/2016

001-15 {24789}

DLCD FORMZ NOTICE OF ADOPTED CHANGE 
TO A COMPREHENSIVE PLAN OR 

LAND USE REGULATION 

FORDLCDUSE 

File No.: 

Received: 

Local governments are required to send notice of an adopted change to a comprehensive plan or land use regulation 
no more than 20 days after the adoption. (See OAR 660-018-0040j. The rules require that the notice include a 
completed copy of this form. This notice form is not for submittal of a completed periodic review task or a plan 
amendment reviewed in the manner of periodic review. Use f.2rm 4 for an adopted urban growth boimdary 
including over 50 acres by a city with a population greater than 2,500 within the UGB or an urban growth boundary 
amendment over 100 acres adopted by a metropolitan service district. Use f..9!!D2 for an adopted urban reserve 
designation, ox amendment to add over 50 acres, by a city with a population greater 1han 2,500 within ihe UGB. Use 
Fonn 6 with submittal of an adopted periodic review task. 

Jurisdiction: Crook County 

Local file no.: 217-15-000100-PLNG 

Date of adoption: 3/16/2016 Date sent: 3/22/2016 

Was Notice of a Proposed Change (Form J) submitted to DLCD? 
~ ate (use tbe date of last revision if a revised Form 1 was submitted): 12/17 /2015 

No 

Is the adopted change different from what was described in the Notice of Proposed Change? Yes 'No 'I 
lf yes, describe how the adoption differs from the proposal: 'C:__) 

Local contact (name and title): Ann Beier 

Phone: 541-447-8156 

Street address: 300 NE 3rd Street 
E-mail: ann.beier@co.crook.or.us 

City: Prineville Zip: 97754-

PLEASE COJ.\,IPLETE ALL OF THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS THAT APPLY 

For a change to comprehensive plan text: 
Identify the sections of the plan that were added or amended and which statewide planning goals those sections 
implement, if any: 

The comprehensive plan was amended to add a 9-acre site to the Goal 5 inventory of significant mineral and 
aggregate resources {Appendix A of the Comprehensive Plan). The Crook County Court also adopted the site­
specific ESEE analysis. There is no change in plan map designation 

For a change to a comprehensive plan map: 
Identify the foimer and new map designations and the area affected: Jv / A 

Change from to acres. A goal exception was required for this 
change. 

Change from to acres. A goal exception was required for this 
change. 

Change from to acres. A goal exception was required for this 
change. 

Change from to acres. A goal exception was required for this change. 

Location of affected property (T, R, Sec., TL and addrer)~T14 S, R 14 E WMJ Section 9, tax lot 101 .L ) 

, ac.-~s. on y o.dcfed to /nve,,,o,y/, The subject property is entirely within an urban growth bound~ 

bu.e1Lww__w~qregon.gov/LQ)Lfa..!!filifQ,:ms.aspx -1- N /J'(J Form updated November 1, 2013 



The subject property is partially within an urban growth boundary N / A 
If the comp1·ehensive plan map chnnge is a UGB amendment including less than 50 acres and/or by a city with a 
population less than 2,500 in 1he urban area, indicate the number of acres of the funner rural plan designation, by 
type, ir,cluded in the bowidary. N / A 
Exclusive Parnl Use - Acres: Non-resource - Acres: 
Forest - Acres: Marginal Lands - Acres: 
Rural Residential - Acres: Natural Resource/Coa~1al/Open Space · Acres: 
Rural Commercial or Industrial -Acres: Other: - Acres: 

If the comprehensive plan map change is an urban reserve amendment including less than 50 acres, or 
establishment or amendment of an urban reserve by a city with a population less than 2,500 in the urban area, 
indicate the nwnber of acres, by plan designation, included in the boundary. N /IQ 
Exclusive Fann Use - Acres: Non-resource - Acres: 
Forest - Acres: Margin.al Lands - Acres: 
Rural Residential · Acres: Natural Resource/Coastal/Open Space - Acres: 
Rural Commercial or Industrial - Acres: Other; -Acres: 

For a change to the text of an ordinance or code: 
Idcntily the sections of the ordinance or code lhat were added or amended by title and number: 

N/A 

For a change to a zoning map: 
Identify the former and new hase zone designations and the area affected: Iv /,<l 
Change from to Acres: 
Change from to Acres: 
Change from to Acres: 
Change from to Acres: 

Identify additions to or removal from an overlay zone designation and the area affected: 

Overlay zone designation: N/A Acres added: N/A Acres removed: N/A 

Location of affected property (T, R. Sec., TL and address): N/A 

List affected state or federal agencies, local governments and special districts: Lone Pine Irrigation District, Crook 
County Road Department, OR Department of Geology and Mineral Industries, OR Department of Environmental 
Quality, OR Department of Land Conservation & Development, OR Department of Fish & Wildlife 

Identify supplemental infonnation that is included because it may be useful to infonn DLCD or members of the 
public of the effect of the actual change that has been submille<l ,vith this Notice of Adopted Change, if any. If the 
submittal, including supplementary material", exceeds I 00 pages, include a sununary of the amendment briefly 
describing its purpose and rcquiremeJJls. 

The ordinance adding the site to the Goal 5 inventory and adopting the site-specific ESEE analysis is attached. The 
planning commission's recommendation and supporting documents are also attached . 

.!ttJ~://www.oregon.gov[L~Difages/forms.aspx -2- Form updated November 1, iol3 



RECORDING COVER SHEET 
Any etrors in 1his cover sheet DO NOT affect 1hc 
transactioD(s) contained in the ins1rument itself 

AFTER RECORD·Il!oJG, RETURN TO: 

CLERK'S VAULT 

NAME OF TRANSACTION 

Crook County Official Records CJ2016.036 
c;:~•;::orters' Jou<nel 03/17/2G164:30:21 PM 

Ordinanc~ 2.92, An ordinanee amendi:ng the Crook County Pmn 
Goa! 5 Inv-:nto~, by including a n.e,iv 3C aggreg2te site and adopting 
a si.te sper..ific ESEE ( E!lr..ronmen1&1 Social Economic Energy) 
Analysis for the .mm.era] and z.ggregate site 



IN THE COUNTY COURT OF THE STATE OF 0.RE'GoN 
FOR THE COUNTY OF CROOK 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING 1llE 
CROOK COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE 
PLANGOALSINVENToRYBY 
INCLUDING A NEW 3C AGGREGATE 
SITE AND ADOPTING A SITE 
SPECIFIC ESEE (ENVIRONMENTAL 
SOCIAL ECONOMIC ENERGY) 
ANALYSIS FOR THE MINERAL AND 
AOOREGATI! SITE . 

Ordinance No. 292 

WHEREAS, Ongon's Statewide Planning Goal S establishes a state policy to oonserve open 
space and protect natural resources, including aggregate and mineral resources; and 

WH8REAS, Goal 5 further provides that in conj1moo.o:n with the inventory of mineral and 
aggregate resources, sites should be analyzed fur the Economic, Social, EnvironmenW and 
EnellJY (ESBE) oonsequ.enc~ of allowing mining and potential impacts on conflicting uses; and 

WHEREAS, the Crook County Planning Commission has recommended that the Crook County 
Comprehensive Plan be amended to include nine (9) acres of the subject property on tilt 
County's inventory of significant aggregate and mineral resource site; and 

WHER.BA.S, the Crook County Planning Commission recommends adoption of the site specific 
ESEE (Economic, Social, Environmental and Energy) analysis for the proposed mineral and 
aggregate site; and 

WHEREAS, the oomprehensive plan amendment is auihorlzed by Crook County Code Title 18 
Chapter 18.170 and the Comprehensive Plan of Crook C-Ounty. 

NOW, THEREFORE, fbe Crook County Court ordains as follows: 

SECT[ON ONE. Amendment. Ordinance I 7 is amended by amending the comprehensive 
plan to add the approximately nine (9) acre site, described as a portion ofT 14 S, R 14 EWM, 
Section 9, tax lot 101, to the Goo! 5 Inventory as a significant aggregate resource site and to 
adopt the site·specific ESBB Analysis as a text amendmmt to place the subject site on the 
inventoiy of significant sites as a JC site, which shall be oonserved and protected fur mining, 
subject to oonditions required by the Planning Commission's oonditional use approval. 



SECTION TWO. Fl'ffdings. The Crook County Court adopts the rooommendation of1he 
Crook Connty Planning Commission and the 81tached herein as its findings in support of its 
Decision including the proposed inventory (Attachment A). The Crook County Court also adoplll 
the BSB.E anal~is and map attached heieto (Attaclnnent B). 

First Reading March 2, 2016 

Seccnd Reading March 16, 2016 

Datcdwt'dayo~ ,2016 

CROOK COUNTY COURT 

Vote: 
Mike Mc:Oibe 
Ken Fablgru1 
Sdh Crawford 

AY.e Nay Abstain Excused 
,l 

.L. 
_(_ 

Attest: - -----



Crook County 
J>lanniog Department 

300 NE 3"' Street, Prineville, OR 97754 
(541) 447-8156 

Q.cplan@.w.crook.or.us 

February 18, 2016 

RECOMMENDATION TO THE CROOK COUNTY COURT 
217· 15-000100-PLNG 

OWNER: Charles Hegele 
7950 N Lone Pine Road 
Terrebonne, Oregon 97760 

A.GENT; Heidi Kennedy 
64180 Old Bend Redmond HWY 
Bend, OR 97701 

PROPERTY: Township 14 South. Ronge 14 East, Section 9. Tax Loi IO l 

A.PPllCATION NO: 2 r 7-15-000100-PLNG (Comprehensive Pion Amendment) 

REQUEST: The applicant asks !hot the Planning Commission mok.e a 
recommendation lo the Crook County Court on a request for approval of a 
Comprehensive Plan Amendment lo amend Crook County's existing Goal 5 
inventory map by adding a new aggregate site and adopting a site specific 
ESEE (Economic. Social. Environmental, Energy) Analysis for the aggregate site. 
The request is lo add a 9 (nine) acre site lo the Goal 5 inventory. The site is port 
of a 278 acre property zoned for Exclusive Farm Use - 2 f Prineville Valley-Lone 
Pine Areas}. 

A request for conditional use approval for the proposed mining activities has 
been submitted under a separate application (217-15--000236-PLNG). The 
conditional use approval cannot toke effect until the County Court adopts an 
ordinance to place !he aggregate site on the Comprehensive Plan Goal 5 
Inventory map and adopts the site specific ESEE Analysis. 

APPLICATION DATE: 
DEEMED COMPLETE: 

PUBLIC NOTICE: 
PROPERTY OWNER NOTICE: 
HEARING DA. TES: 

Hegele Aggregate Site 
Page I o/3 
217-15-000100-PLNG 

April 20. 2015 
November 23, 2015 (the applicant ogreed to 
an extension of the review period) 
December 23, 2015 
December 21, 2015 
January 13 and 27; Planning Commission 
deliberation February 10, 20l6 

., 



FINAL DECISION: Recommend approval of comprehensive plan amendment 
and adoption of site-specific asseJsment of !he Economic, Soda!, Envtronmental 
and Energy Consequences of allowing mining on the proposed 9-acre site {the 
ESEE Analysb) by a 4-1 vote of !he Planning Commission members In attendance 
at the February 10, 2016 meeting. 

On the basis of the Aggregate Resource Investigation for the Hegele s,te 
submitted by the applicant {Summarized in ATIACHMENT Al, documenting the 
location, quantity and quality of resources available on the site, the Commission 
concludes !hot the quality and quantity of the resource on the proposE:d site 
qualify ii as a significant site. The Commission required a 1500 foot Jmpoct Area 
to assess impacts associated with mining. This is in excess of the 500 foot Impact 
Area required by Crook County Comprehensive Plan policies. (See the ESEE 
analysis - ATTACHMENT BJ. 

On the basis of the staff reports and the ESEE Analysis {ATTACHMENT BJ, the 
applicant's Burden of Proof statement, and testimony received, the Commission 
concludes tho! the proposed aggregate operation will provide economic 
benefits lo Crook County in the form of employment, tax revenue, and 
availability of aggregate material. On the basis of the ESEE Analysis, the 
Commission concludes that any negative economic, social, and environmental 
consequences of the proposed aggregate operation on the surrounding area 
can be minimized by conditions on mining activities. 

On the basis of the above. lhe Commission recommends that a Comprehensive 
Plan Amendment be approved to odd the subject site to the Gool 5 Inventory as 
a significant site; AND that the site-specific ESEE Analysis be adopted as a 
Comprehensive Pion Text Amendment to place the subject site as a "3c" Grovel 
site on the inventory of significant sites, allowing the site lo be protected while 
limiting impacts on conflicting uses. A "3c" site is one for which the Planning 
Commission hos determined, based on the ESEE analysis, thot both the resource 
site and conilicting zoning uses ore important relative to each other. The ESEE 
consequences were balanced and limits and conditions placed on the mining 
and on the conflicting uses to resolve conflicts described in lhe ESEE analysis. 

The Commission requires that all criteria of permits for the site from the Oregon 
Deportment of Geology and Mineral Industries and the Oregon Department of 
Environmental Quality are required to be adhered to. 

DATED THIS ( 9 DAY OF f<.h .;-t4,;:V<f • 2016 

217 • 15·000100-PLNG 
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(.J ''1 1~ c---
w R Govten 
Commission Chairman 

William 'P. elenka 
Planning Director 

ATTACHMENT A - Goal 5 Inventory 
An ACHMENT B - ESEE Analysis 

217-lS·OOOlOO·PLNG 
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ATTACHMENT A 
217 · 15·000100-PLNG 
GOAL 5 INVENTORY 

Goal 5 Inventory • Applicable Criteria 

Crook County's Comprehensive Pion includes the Counly's existing Goal 5 inventory, 
including on inventory of significant mineral and aggregate sites. This inventory hos 
been amended over lime to include odditional. significant Goal 5 resources. 

Oregon Administrative Rules !OAR) 660-16 outlines the requirements and procedures for 
complying with Statewide Goal 5 (natural resources}. 

660-016-0000 (2) A 'Valid" inventory of a Goo/ 5 resource under subsection (SJ(c) of this rule must 
include a determination of the location, qualify. and quantity of each of the resource sites. 
Some Goal 5 resourct;ts (e.g., natural areas. historic sites. mineral and aggregate sites. scenic 
waterways} ore more site-specific than others (e.g., groundwater. energy sources/. For site. 
specific resources, determination of location must include a description or map of the 
boundaries of the resource site and ot the impact area to be affected, if different. For non-site­
specific resources. determination must be as specific os possible. 

lOCATION: The nine {9) acre resource location is defined within the Hegele site based 
on setbacks from the property boundaries. A legal description of the mining area will 
be provided as port of the mining and reclamation permit that will be required by the 
Oregon Deportment of Geology and Mineral Industries. Attachments 1--4 show the 
properly location, the mining area boundary, the location of test pits and the 1500-foot 
impact area. 

QUALITY AND QUANfJTY: OAR 660-016 does not include specific language relating to 
the quality and quantity of aggregate ond mineral resources. 11 describes quality in 
terms of the site's relative value compared to other examples of the some resource thot 
ore found in the jurisdiction. A determination of quantity requires consideration of the 
relative abundance of the resource on the site. 

Crook County has retained the provisions of OAR 660-016 in evaluating Goal 5 resources 
rather than adopting language in OAR 660--023, which outlines the State's current 
requirements related to local plans and programs to protect Goal 5 resources. Division 
23 includes specific guidance regarding the quality and quantity of mineral resources 
needed to rnok.e a finding thot the resource is "significant." Specifically, 

(3) An aggregate resovrce site shall be considered significant if adequate information regarding 
the quantity, quality, and location of the resource demonstrates thot the site meets any one of 
the criteria in svt>secfions fa) through (cl of this section. except as provided in subsection (d) of 
this section: 

(a) A representative set of samples of aggregate material in the deposit on the site 
meets applicable Oregon Department of Transportation (ODOT} specifications for base 

'-..-W ... =eaeeern,:w~:er&••e 'I •-.u.!"lWf- re , ... ,..,.,... err-~ -. .,.. ~ 
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rock for air degrodation, abrasion, and sovndness, and the estimated amount of 
material is more lhon 2,000,000 tons in the Willamette Valley, or mora than 500,000 tons 
ovtside the Willamette Valley: 

Although the applicant is not required to meet the specifications in 660-023, these are 
useful parameters in determining whether or not the aggregate resource is "significant." 

QUALITY: The applicant provided information on resource quality. An initial report on 
the quality of aggregate material was prepared by Carlson Geotechnicol in 2002 ond 
Kleinfelder, Inc. in 2002 for the applicant's original proposal to mine a 24-acre site. This 
information was evaluated by the Wallace Group in February 2015. The Wallace Group 
assessed the commercial aggregate potential of the 9-acre site by visiting the site, 
observing the excavation of six test pits and reviewing the published geologic mops 
and reports for the site prepared in 2002 to determine if the qualify of the material on 
the proposed 9-acre site was consistent with material found on the larger 24-acre site. 

Geo technical staff from the Wallace Group evaluated 6 test pits on the proposed mine 
site. {Applicant's burden of proof statement). Bulk samples were collec1ed for lab 
analysis. According to the Wallace Group's summary memo !June 4, 2015), "Based on 
our previous site visits. recent exploration , knowledge of the local geology and a 
review of the Conson(2002J lob lesting resulls; it is our opinion that lhe aggregate 
quality on the 9-acre site is relatively consistent with that reported by Carlson. Based on 
our visual observations and experience, the aggregate consists primarily of a rockfall 
deposit originating from a durable member of the Columbia River Basal! or CRB. After 
processing, CRB rocl<foll deposits generally produce high quality construction 
aggregate." The Wallace Group stoles that the aggregate source is relatively 
consistent in quality and depth across the proposed pit area and appears to be a 
continuous deposit of CRB rockfall, with some alluvial malerial in the lower areas of 1he 
pit. 

Material was tested for quality relative to Oregon Department of Transportolian {ODOTJ 
specifications as port of the Aggregate Resource Investigation report prepared by 
Canson in 2002. Based on evaluations conducted in 2002 and in 2015. the aggregate 
resource meets ODOT specifications for base form and is consis1enl with County policies 
related to aggregate quality. According to these reports, the materials are not suitable 
for Portland Concrete Cement {PCCJ. 

QUANTITY: The proposed mine site measures approximately 9-acres. The Wallace 
Group prepared on Aggregate Quantity Assessment report in February 2015 and 
estimated that total aggregate quantity available for excavation is approximately 
576,000 cubic yards and that the net aggregate quantity after processing, assuming 
+3/8 material, is estimated at 374,000 cubic yards. It is anticipated that material will 
weigh approximately 523.600 tons. This is consistent with the quantity required by OAR 
660-023, the new Goal 5 administrative rule !OAR 660-023). 

217·15-000100-PLNG 
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SIIMMARY OF INVENTOlY DECISION 

Based on the location, quolily and quantity information. the Planning Commission 
recommends that lhe site should be placed on the County's Goat 5 mineral and 
aggregate inventory as o "1 C" site. A "l C" site is one that hos been inventoried and 
found to be significant. The "l C" site is then evaluated to determine if there ore 
conflicting uses and if those uses can be balanced with protection of the resource site. 
This balancing is based on lhe ESEE {Economic, Social, Environmental and Energy) 
analysis !ATTACHMENT BJ. 

217·15-000100-PLNG 
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AITACHMENTB 
IDENflFICATION OF CONFLICTING USES AND ESEE ANALYSIS 

217 • l 5·000100· PLNG 

IDENTIFICATION OF CONFLICTING USES 

It o mineral ond aggregate site is found to be significant (see Attachment A), OAR 660-
016-0005 stoles that it is the responsibili1y of local government to identify conflicts with 
inventoried Goal 5 resource sites. This is to be done primarily by examining the uses 
allowed in the zone where the resource is located, A conflicting use. is one which, if 
allowed, could negatively impact a Goal 5 resource site. When existing conflicting uses 
ore already present, the Gool 5 site could impact those uses. These impacts must be 
identified. and one of two actions taken by the local government: 

(1) Prese,ve the Resource Site: Applies only if there ore no existing conflicting uses. 

{2) Determine the Economic, Socia!, Environmental. and Energy (ESEE) 
Consequences: This applies if existing conflicting uses ore identified. Both the impacts 
of the conflicting uses on the resource site. and the impacts of the resource site on the 
conflicting uses must be considered. The applicability ond requirements of other 
Statewide Planning Goofs must also be considered. A determination of the ESEE 
consequences of the identified conflicling uses is adequate if it enables the jurisdiction 
to explain why decisions ore made regarding the site. 

There are conflicting uses ,e!oted fo lhls slfe. Thus, lite Planning Commission and 
County Court must determine the impacts of confiic!lng uses on the resource site as well 
as the impacts of the resource sHe on lhe confllctlng uses. In addition, the County must 
weigh the applfcabnlty of other Statewide Plonnl:ig goals. 
This slep requires the following: 

l. Identifying !he impact area 
2. Identifying conflicling uses 
3. Determining lhe ESEE consequences 
4. Assessing the applicabilily of other Statewide Planning goals 

ldenllfying the Impact Area 
The oppliconl identified an impact oreo including all parcels wilhin 500 feet of lhe 
proposed mine site. The 500 foot impact oreo is consistenl with language in the 
County's comprehensrve land use plan that defines the impac1 area as 500 feet from 
the boundary of the mining area. The planning commission adopted o 1,500 foot 
impac1 area and analyzed conflicting uses and ESEE consequences in 1he brooder 
area. Attachment 4 shows properlies within 500 feet and 1,500 feel of the proposed 
mine site. 

Conlllcling Uses 
All properties within the impact area and surrounding !he proposed mine site are 
:zoned for Exclusive Form Use - 2 (EFU-2). Aggregate mining is allowed os o conditional 

~m cm exclusive .19~ .l£rAA,k.f;>~.Sg.de_ ~OR20 anstJ9~2~-~.1~mQ~U,., 
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Although agricultural octivities are not considered conflicting uses with mining oclivifies, 
some uses that are allowed in form zones may have impacts associated with mining. 
These include currenlly occurring activities such as agricultural uses, form and non-farm 
dwellings, and commercial activities in conjunction with farm use. Other potential uses 
in the EFU zone could include schools, churches, porks, campgrounds. parl<s and 
playgrounds, and home occupations. 

There ore no residences within 1,500 feet of the proposed mine site. The nearest 
residence, owned by the Butlers, is approximately 1,800 feet from the proposed site. 
Other form and non-form residences in the Lone Pine Valley may be impacted by 
noise. dust and traffic associated with mining on the properly. The applicant proposes 
buffering nearby residential uses by the following: 
l J Planting trees on on existing berm to help serve as o visual and noise barrier: 

2) Limiting operating hours; 
3) Phasing mining operations; and 
4) Restricting all processing activities to be performed greater than 1500 feet from 

any of the residential uses. 

f.SEI: ANALYSIS 
As port of the process of identifying conflicting uses, an analysis of the economic, 
social, environmental, and energy impacts of the proposed mining operation is 
required. Some impacts ore likely to affect more than one of these categories of 
consequences. Impacts of conmcting uses on the resource site and the impacts of the 
resource site on conflicting uses must both be considered. 

The planning commission considered the consequences of current mining on the 
subject properly. Mining hos been occurring on the site under o "Grant of Total 
Exemption" from the Oregon Department of Geology and Mineral Industries (DOGAMIJ. 
Under this exemption, up to one acre ond/or 5,000 cubic yards of disturbance can 
occur within a 12 month period. The properly has been removing material under this 
provision for over 15 yeors. No reclomofion is required under this provision. If approval 
to mine the nine (9) acre site is granted. the applicant would need to apply for and 
receive a DOGAMI operating and reclamation permit. 

ECON OMIC CONSEQUENCES: The proposed aggregate site should hove positive 
economic impacts by providing a local source of high quality aggregate material for 
local construction projects. This will benefit the economy of Crool:: County and Central 
Oregon. The applicant states that they will use materials for their own projects, 
including using materials for base rocl:: and pipe bedding. 

There may be negative economic impacts on neighboring property values associated 
with on aggregate mine al this location. While there ore existing mining operations in 
the area, these are not visible to other properties in the Volley. 

~QCIAL CONSEQUENCES: Positive social impacts of the proposed mining operation will 
include retention and possible increases in local employment, lax revenue, and 
aggregate supply produced by the operation. 
~:v:·~...-.,z;:c;:r.,=;;aszv2z::::·rs: ,-~:55,""':::?"'M::s:TZ?n:r::v::: , :zv::rr:ZZF+ iI? 
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Negative social impacts potentially include a reduction in the rurot quality of life for the 
adjacent properties. Impacts associated with the site could include increased traffic, 
noise, and dust. The applicant is proposing to limit impacts by phasing mining on the 
site. by limiting hours of operation. and by placing vegetation on an existing berm lo 
help screen operations. The applicant will be responsible for controlling fugitive dust 
and for reclaiming the site. 

Area residents ore concerned about potential impacts due to increased truck traffic. 
The applicant hos agreed to limit the amount of daily truck traffic and to limit annual 
days of operation. 

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES: No positive environmental impacts from the 
proposed mining operation have been identified. 

Possible negative impacts include increased dust. noise and traffic. There are likely to 
be few impacts on surface water quality, because there are no streams or water bodies 
in the immediate area. The geotechnical assessments reported that no groundwater 
was encountered in the lest holes on the site. The applicant proposes controlling dust 
by applying water and by seeding and/or mulching exposed soil surfaces. ODFW has 
not identified any wildlife or sensitive bird habitat near the site. 

ENERGY CONSEQUENCES: Positive energy impacts are likely to occur from having a 
local source of aggregate to minimize transportation costs related to moving 
aggregate materials. There appears lo be little potential for negative energy impacts. 

CONFLICT$ WlfH STAiEVlll>E PLANNING GOALS. 
OAR 660-16-0005(3) requires local governments. in analyzing the ESEE consequences of 
conflicting uses, lo also consider the applicability and requirements of olher Statewide 
Planning Goals. 

Goal 1 - Citizen Involvement - Crool( County requires nolice to adjacent property 
owners and a public hearing before the planning commission and the County Court 
prior to adoption of any comprehensive pion amendment. While the county is required 
to notify property owners within 7 50' of a proposed land use in an exclusive farm use 
zone, in this situation. the Counly notified neighbors in a larger area to provide them 
with fhe opportunity to comment on the proposal. In addilion, public notice is provided 
through the local newspaper. Information relating to lhe hearing {e.g., the staff report 
and exhibits) ore available on the County's website and hard copies ore available to 
the public when requested. The County also provided notice of the proposed plan 
amendment lo the Oregon Deportment of Land Conservation and Development. 

Goal 2- Land Use Planning - This decision will be subject lo the policies and processes of 
Crook County's Comprehensive Land Use Plan and the zoning code and will meet the 
Goal 2 requirements regarding land use planning. 
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Goal 3 - Agriculluraj Lands • The applicant states that conflicts with neighboring 
agricultural octivilies will be minimized by fhe operational design for mining the site. 
Agricultural activities in lhe area ore limited to gross and alfalfa hay operations, pasture 
and rangeland grazing. Noise and dust generated by !he mining operation on the si1e 
should have limited impact on those ogricullural uses. The mine is located in o manner 
that will not interfere with ogricullural operations on the subject property. The site is on 
o steep slope thol is not irrigated. 

Goal 4 - Forest Lands - There ore not forest lands impacted by the proposed aggregate 
site and thus no conflicls with Goal 4. 

Goal 5 - Natural Resources. Scenic and Historic Areas. and Open Spaces. This proposal 
is to add this site to the Goal 5 inventory of significon1 aggregate resource sites. Based 
on information from Oregon Deportment of Fish and Wildlife and other resource 
management agencies, development of this site for aggregate productions does not 
conflict with any other Goal 5 resources. 

Goal 6-Ajr. Waler and Land Resources Quality. There may be some impacts to air 
quality associated with the mine but operation of the mine site will be conducted in 
compliance with all other applicable stale and local permils and regulations. DOGAMI 
has oversight responsibility for mining operalions and final reclamation. Dust control is o 
required component of the operating pion. DEQ permits will be required for water 
management. 

Goal 7 - Areas Subject to Natural Djsasters and Hazards. The proposed mine site is not 
recognized as being in on area subject to natural disasters or hazards. There is no 
conflict with Goal 7. 

Gool 8 - Recrealiona1 Need. The proposed mining operation will not impact identified 
recreational sites. There may be visual impacts associated wifh the mine thaf impact 
recreational cyclists and others enjoying the scenic values of the lone Pine Valley. 

Goal 9 - Economy of jhe Stole. The proposed mining operation will hove a positive 
impact on the local economy by providing o readily available source of material for 
construction projects. 

Goal l O - Housing. Development of the aggregate resource si1e will hove no impact 
on Crook County's housing needs. Properties zoned for Exclusive Farm Use ore unlikely 
to be approved for new dwelling sites. 

Goal 11 - Public Facilities and Services. No new public services will be required to 
support development of the aggregate resource site. Sewer service is not required and 
water and power ore currently available to serve the site. 

Goal l 2 - Transportation. The applicant states that mining activities on lhe subject 
property should typically generate no more than 34 truck trips per day during peak 
mining operations. The applicant hos clarified that truck trips involve 17 oul-going and 
u+ ·+ ..w~~~s =-z. ::a;s;;~"·· - -,e;;;;:::s;&+ ='F::m ;;..g;,g.. ::.-9::,:rre r :ti .,,., 
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17 in-coming trips. The proposed development will not generates 25 or more peak-hour 
trips or 250 or more doily trips. The appliconf will be required to get o road approach 
permit for the intersection of the access road with lone Pine Road ond will need to 
meet Crook County's sight-distance requirements. 

GogJ 13 - Energy Conservation. Development of an aggregate resource site in Crook 
County reduces the consumption of energy in moving aggregate from locations farther 
away to projects in Crook County. The proposed use is consistent with Goal l 3. 

Gaal 14 - Urbanization - This proposal does not include expansion of any urban growth 
boundary. This area hos not been considered for UGB expansion. If the area is 
considered for urbanization in the future. the reclaimed site could be available for 
development. 

(Goal 15 applies to Willamelte River communities and Goals 16-19 apply to coastal 
communities). 

PROGRAM TO ACHIEVE GOALS 
OAR 660-016-0010 - bosed on the ESEE analysis, a jurisdiction must "develop a pion to 
achieve the Goal." A jurisdiction is expected to resolve conflicts in any one of the 
following three ways. 

(l) Protect the Resource Site: If, on the basis of the ESEE analysis. the jurisdiction 
determines that the resource site is extremely valuable relative to conflicting uses, and 
the ESEE consequences of allowing conflicting uses ore great, the resource site must be 
protected and all conflicting uses prohibited on the sile and possibly within the impact 
area. 

(2) Allow Conflicting Uses !"ully: If the ESEE analysis determines that a conflicting use is 
sufficienlly important relative lo the resource site. the conflicting use must be allowed 
fully regardless of the impact on the resource site. 

(3) Umi! Conflicting Uses: If the resource site and conflicting uses are bolh importan1 
relative lo each other. the conflicting uses con be allowed in a limited way in order to 
protect !he resource sile to a limited extent. The jurisdiction must designa1e with 
certainty which uses and ac1ivities are lo be allowed fully, which are not to be allowed 
at all, and which are to be allowed conditionally. The jurisdiction must also designo1e 
specific standards and limitations to be placed on the permitted and conditional uses 
and activities. These standards and limitations must be specific enough that affected 
property owners can clearly understand them. 
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LEGAL CRITERIA FOR COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT 

C~OOK COUNTY CODE: Chapter 18.170 of the Crool( County Code contains 
requirements for Comprehensive Pion and Land Use Regulation amendments. 

CROOK COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PlAN: 

Relevant sedlons of the Crook County - Prlneville Area Comprehensive Plan include the 
Goal 5 M!neral and Aggregate Amendmeills, Emergency Ordinance No. 51 amending 
the Comprehensive Plan policies for mineral ond aggregate, and pages 25-27, 42-49, 
152-T 64, and 178-200. 

As revised by Emergency Ordinance No. 51, adopted by the Crook Counly Court on 
September l 6. l 991. the Crool( County Comprehensive Plan sets forlh requirements for 
placing mineral and aggregate sites and expansions of existing sites on the Inventory of 
Mineral and Aggregate Resources. 

Policy {7) under Crook County's Mineral and Aggregole Goal stoles that a mineral and 
aggregate resource site that is not on a Crook County Goal 5 inventory, or that is listed 
as a I B sile shall be placed on the inventory of significant sites and shall be conserved 
and protected for surface mining ofter all the following conditions ore met: 

(a) A report is provided by a certified geologist, engineer, or other qualified person or 
firm verifying the location, type, quantity, and quality of the resource; 

lb) The site is determined to be a significant l C site offer reviewing all available 
evidence regarding the location, quality and quantity of the mineral and aggregate 
resource, and the site is added by amendment to the Comprehensive Pion; 

(c) There are no conflicling uses, or the ESEE analysis results in a delerminolion that the 
resource is important relative to conflicting resources. uses, and other applicable 
statewide planning goals and policies. 

Policy ( 13} stoles that as port of an ESEE analysis. Goal 5 Mineral and Aggregate sites 
shall be evaluated and designated for mining only where !he County finds that the 
mining operation will not: 

lo) force a significant change in accepted farm or forest practices on surrounding 
lands devoted to form or forest use; or 

(b) Significantly increase the cost of accepted form or forest practices on surrounding 
lands devoted to form or forest use. The applicant may demonstrate that standards for 
approval will be satisfied through the imposition of conditions. Any condition so 
imposed shall be clear and objective. 
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ANALYSIS - COMPREHENSIVE Pl.AN AMENDMENT 

(1) Shoulc! the proposed expansion area be fncluded on the Inventory of ccgregate 
slti!s, in accordance with OAR 660-016·0000? 

The location, qualify and quontily of the resource are described in the Goal 5 l:1venlory 
{Attachment A). The application includes maps, geologic surveys and test results 
submitted by the applicon!. The report submitted by the applicant states that over 
approximately 576,000 cubic years is available for excavation. Material meets ODOT 
specifications for base rock and thus the material on the site appears to meet the 
quality requirements for the Goal 5 inventory. 

On the basis of the above, adequate information is available on location, quality, and 
quantity of the resource, and that !he quantity and quality of the resource are 
significant. 

Option (c) under O AR 660-016-0000(2), Include on Inventory, was recommended by the 
Crook County Planning Commission. 

(2) What Is the su:e of thQ impact area wiilch should be evaluated for the expansion? 

The applicant proposes an impact area including parcels within 500 feet of the 
properly boundaries. This is consistent with language in 1he comprehensive plan. The 
Planning Commission recommended a 1,500 foot impact area lo address conflicting 
uses and ESEE consequences in a broader area. 

(3} Are there exlsHng conlllcllng uses In the Impact cuea of the proposed site? 

The property is surrounded by agricultural uses. The nearest residence is 1,800 feet from 
the proposed mine site and is jusl beyond lhe proposed l.500 fool impacl area. There 
are potential conflicts with residential and agricultural uses on properties in the broader 
Lone Pine Valley area. 

(4) What program should be chosen to achieve Goal 5, In aecorda:,ce with OAR 660· 
016-0010? 

Option 1 - Protect the Resource Site 

Option 2 - Allow the conflicting uses fully regardless of impact to the resource. 

Option {3) would involve placing suHicienl limitations on conflicting uses lo permit the 
proposed use to operate under some limitations. 

While the site qualifies as "IC." a significonf resource site. for inventory purposes, based 
on location, quality and quantity information, after considering the ESEE analysis and 
balancing conflicting uses. the Planning Commission and the applican1 recommend 
that the site be classified as "3C," a significant resource site but one where the resource 
57:)'·~ 
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site and conflicting uses ore both important ond need to be balanced. The Planning 
Commission recommends a list of twenty conditions on the mining operation to limit 
impocls to conflicling uses {See the decision for 217-15-000356-PLNG). The conditional 
use decision will not take effect until the Crook County Couri rnakes a determination 
that the proposed mine sile should be added to the Goal 5 inventory of significanl 
resources sites as a ''3c" site. 
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