
 
 
 

Office: (541) 766-6821 
Fax: (541) 766-6891 

360 SW Avery Ave 

Corvallis, OR 97330 

co.benton.or.us 

STORMWATER IMPLEMENTATION GROUP 

MEETING NOTES NOVEMBER 11, 2022 

IN ATTENDANCE: 

Sheanna Steingass, BCPW 
Gordon Kurtz, BCPW 
Daniel Redick, BCPW 
Kevin Fear, City of Philomath 
Ryan Johnson, OR DEQ 
Ken Pellett 
Barb Hartz 
David Dodson 
John Myers 
Joe Heaney 
Richard Raymond 

 
 

Dave Dodson – what about gravel driveways etc.? 

Compacted gravel is impervious  

 

Dave D – have we build in mechanisms for credits in 

redevelopment? For example if a barn is torn down and a 

new one is built to replace it, do you get a credit for 

not creating additional area? 

 

Ryan taking note of this; County may be able to create 

credits for this on our end 

 

Barb – County can’t cover every situation; is there 

leeway for County to use rational thought and reasoning 

to expedite these conditions in a way that less 

negatively impacts folks; Dave’s example is a good 

situation where this might happen. Will the County have 

any leniency in these types of given situations? 

 

Gordon – our Code language is going to be fairly reliant 

on Guidance Documents that can be modified if they are 

untenable; they will also be subject to review by DEQ. 

 



    

It will take time to interpret these things; in the end 

the spirit of the permit has to be met. 

 

Dave Dodson – how about forestry? There are a number of 

sites that are planted for harvesting. Does ODF oversee 

these activities? 

 

Gordon – There have been historic jurisdictional overlaps 

between ODF, ODA and DEQ requirements. Resolution of the 

discrepancies and conflicts has been in process for quite 

some time and there are discussions and cooperative 

efforts in process to establish regulatory clarity in the 

works right now. These efforts have  not resulted in any 

“on the ground” implementations yet, but it is our 

understanding that they are coming. 

Benton County Code does not regulate forest or 

agricultural practice. However, people may clear land 

under ODF and then say they are going to build a house. 

The Forest Practices Act covers activities while this is 

in process; once timber harvest activities are concluded 

that work becomes part of a Common Plan of Development 

that needs to be included in an ESC permit application 

through DEQ or the County. 

John Myers – what if the property is  

John Myers – how does somebody know they have changed 

over from an ODF permit to an ESC situation?  

 

Gordon – just like other laws and regulations, folks must 

be aware of the changes in public policy; we are working 

on outreach, announcements, planning commission meetings, 

public hearings and associated code changes – the 

industry is obligated to keep up with this on their own; 

most of this information is available online and 

contractors, loggers, developers will have to toe the 

regulatory line. 

If a property is logged and is going to be replanted (to 

remain in active forest management) but not developed for 

residential or commercial purposes, the DEQ requirements 

will not apply because those activities will fall 

exclusively under forest practices/ODF regulatory 

authority. 

 

John – these practices create a lot of sediment, where 

are the control measures? 

 

Ryan – ODF/DEQ are working on measures on this front but 

it has been a complicated history; DEQ can address some 



    

of this as a source point of sediment. This is all still 

being worked out. 

 

Ryan – the new 1200-C permit language includes language 

regarding stumping. Residential or commercial development 

is the key focus of the DEQ 1200-C permit. 

 

Gordon – we often end up playing catch up trying to bring 

a site into compliance with an ESC permit. Another 

complicating factor the County often sees is that 

applicants try to fall directly under the threshold, a 

fine line that is difficult to toe given the nature of 

construction activities, which puts contractors/owners in 

a violation situation should they disturb more than an 

acre and it comes to the attention of the County.  This 

halts a project temporarily and creates scheduling 

problems for developers.  That enforcement process can be 

avoided by simply applying for a permit in the first 

place which is often the easier path.  Avoidance efforts 

often come back to bite those trying to employ them. 

 

Ken – question about subdivisions. Who holds the permit 

differs between development projects. Once they are 

finished, they want the 1200C out of their name since 

they are no longer there. Usually there is 70% vegetation 

when they leave, and DEQ can assess whether the 

revegetation is adequate so they can close the permit. 

 

Doing a home build in a subdivision, the builder will 

need a 1200-C small-lot permit, what happens when parties 

are done after their phase of the project. Most lots are 

10,000sqft and under; shouldn’t need a 1200-C permit 

since that’s been closed. It’s easy to control heavy 

sediment and water when contractors are present. Smaller 

lots/projects can’t afford things like Baker tanks, etc. 

and if it is pouring, there isn’t enough real estate to 

filter the water and expense becomes a major issue. 

 

In all of the planning and rule-making it has to be 

possible to somehow treat and there are going to be huge 

challenges for small sites.  

 

Gordon: even after the 1200-C is done, some might be 

required to obtain Small Lot permits but he is less 

familiar with these permits. The goal is containment more 

so than drawing turbidity down to zero. There are various 

methods needed to take suspended solids out of effluent. 

Extremely difficult to do in large precipitation events. 



    

 

Maintaining and keeping fundamental ESC measures to keep 

mud out of the street and storm drains. There is a 

distinction between 1200-C, 1200-C Small Lot, and Benton 

County ESC Permits.  It will be complicated to determine 

what will be required under what circumstances.  

 

Gordon: It is going to be a learning curve; traditionally 

we have worked in rural environments and working within 

the City of Philomath is going to be a change and 

learning opportunity. 

 

Ryan: We do have resources like inspectors and Blair 

Edwards, etc. who can help pool resources to make things 

work. Can bring people onsite or do online trainings, 

etc. 

 

Shea – do we want to meet again or provide updates along 

the way? 

 

Ken – Enjoys meeting; might be worth coming up with 

something like a volume-related calculation in regards of 

mitigation and smaller tasks that may create small 

disturbance but some one-day projects can be cumbersome 

and end up being longer-term if a lot of mitigation is 

required.  

 

Barb – Supports the idea of another meeting so we can get 

together and hear each other versus just emails would be 

very useful. 

 

Gordon – first Code Work Session w/ PC is next Tuesday. 2 

weeks after is a public hearing regarding Code changes. 

Gordon will send the info out so SWIG members can 

participate in the hearings.  

 

Next (and LAST SWIG meeting of 2022): December 8th, 2022 

at 6pm via GoTo Meeting 

 


