McCall, Marilee

From: Mabrey, Michael

Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 8:44 AM

To: McCall, Marilee

Subject: FW:IN FAVOR OF DAYBREAK ANNEXATION FOR GRAVEL

From: Jeri Braskett [mailto:jeribraskett@gmail.com]

Sent: Thursday, October 17, 2013 5:19 PM

To: Mabrey, Michael

Subject: IN FAVOR OF DAYBREAK ANNEXATION FOR GRAVEL

Dear Sirs,

I received a letter from a neighborhood association and plan to come to the meeting tonight. I just read the fine
print which said I could give input....48 hours in advance. Sorry this is late in coming but I feel compelled to
give input. Please consider what I have to say for [ am an objective voice....nothing to gain or lose.

I am a native of Southwest Washington. Fifty-two years of life in Clark County, brings me to view what is best
for all residents in the long term. 1 view the gravel located under the surface as a natural resource and I believe
it is best to let the current owner of the property use that resource. Our county needs the gravel resource and
the positive economic benefit extraction will occur to benefit residents.

I do not own the property, do not have any vested interest in the property or any other personal economic
interest to cloud my judgement. On the contrary, if my property value decreases due to the sound or
congestion, I will continue to value private property rights and the community benefits of the resource of
gravel.

Our property is located on NE 252nd road, very close to the pit. [ have lived at this location for many years
and barely hear ANY noise. Gravel trucks have always been the most polite drivers on the road upon meeting
them at 4 way stops. [ have no qualms about giving a thumbs up to this endeavor. Please annex these parcels
and extract the gravel BEFORE it gets covered up with homes (then is is a wasted resource).,

Thank you for your consideration,

Jerilyn Braskett
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Terry & Nancy Reddish
23809 N.E. Alva’s Rd.
Battle Ground, WA 98604

October 25, 2013

Clark County Community Planning

Attn: Michael Mabrey

P.O. Box 9810

Vancouver, WA 98660

Re: Proposal to include Bell Mountain Surface Mining Overlay

As residents of Clark County, who live on Bell Mountain, we were surprised and alarmed to discover that a
large portion of the top of the mountain had been added to the proposed up-date to the Clark County Surface
Mining Overlay. Aside from the quality of life issues that arise with surface mining, (i.e.: blasting noise and
dust), we have 3 concerns that we strongly feel should permanently preclude Bell Mountain from any future
consideration for surface mining.

During winter months, Bell Mountain receives considerably more rain than Clark County’s lower
elevations. Referencing the rain map of the county will collaborate this. Because of that, significant
amounts of surface water from the top of Bell Mountain spill into 2 watersheds (the East Fork of the
Lewis and Salmon Creek). Surface mining very likely would have a negative impact on the quality of
that water and thereby the health of those streams.

Additionally, there are countless springs that populate the mountain and create many small streams that
feed into the East Fork and Salmon Creek. One of these streams runs through our property. The aquifer
that feeds them could be impacted by blasting and/or wells to support a mining operation.

The only route to access to the propose mining parcel on the top of the mountain is N.E. Berry Road,
which is very steep and winding, with limited sight distance and has several very sharp curves that
would require gravel trucks to travel into the opposite lane to negotiate them. It would create a traffic
safety hazard for all everyone who uses Berry Rd. to have to contend with a continual onslaught of
large, heavy trucks.

Mining the top of a mountain in Western Washington is never a good idea from an environmental
standpoint. This coupled to the risk to the public from large, heavy trucks traversing a steep, winding
road should provide reason enough to remove this parcel from any future considerations for surface
mining.

Sincerely,

Terry & Nancy Reddish / / /



McCall, Marilee

From: Recycledriver@aol.com

Sent: Monday, November 04, 2013 12;17 PM
To: McCall, Marilee

Subject: To the meeting Oct. 17 2013

Emmett & Florince Wheeler

Owners of 6933 NE Livingston Rd. Camas Wa. 98607

Reside at 622 SW Utah St. Camas Wa. 98607 Phone 360-834-4583
We agree with CALM, Livingston Mountain and New Friends.

This property is designated Forest Land. In which we have kept up through all the years, the taxes have always been up
to date. | Florine am writing this as my husband Emmett is not in good health at this time to write this. This property was
purchased by my Uncle Clarence W. Cooksey in the 1940's. In 1950 he built his home on his land. Clarence was born in
1896 to 1974. His dream was always to have my children and their family to live on the land proceeding his death. My
children were up there since they were both babies. He taught them the law of the land, all the upkeep and never allowed
Hunting on his property. He taught them how to keep the land up, if you cut a tree you plant a new one. Clarence dug his
own spring which is still running to this date. My oldest son Ken moved into his uncles home and my youngest son Kelly
moved into a mobile home on the property in 1980. We built a spring in 1979 which also has a reservoir which is still in
use to this date. In 2004 Kelly put in a well, in which we had all the water on the land tested and they asked where it came
from it was the cleanest, purist water they had tested.

All the families that come up to this property cant believe and are amazed with all the wildlife that lives on this mountain.
Kelly has animals in daily, There are several generations of deer, we have watched Mommy and Daddy deer have their
own babies over the years, black bear, porcupines, racoons, shrews moles, rabbits, chipmunks,grey squirrels, quail,
ducks, eagles, hawks, owls, and several other birds, bats. It would be a total loss to our family, Neighbors and the wildlife
if they started mining this mountain.

The snow run off from this mountain feeds Lacamas Lake and the Washougal River. These are waterways that thousands
of people rely on. If you start breaking up this mountain for rock, YOU MUST HAVE ROCKS IN YOUR HEAD!! The
Roadway up here with all the turns weren't built for wide trucks. Nor can they handle all the weight. This is my opinion. |
also wanted to ad that | feel so sorry for the families and their homes down by the pit. This mountain is freedom from the
city. All these families who reside up here have dreams. None of this should've ever happened. This mountain is turning
into a nightmare from HELL!!

Thank you

Wheeler /| ;



McCall, Marilee

From: jmmaddog@comcast.net

Posted At: Sunday, November 17, 2013 12:22 PM
Conversation: Mining on Livingston Mountain
Posted To: Inbox

Subject: Mining on Livingston Mountain

Mining on Livingstone Mountain negatively effects the quality of life for us and our neighbors. We are living
with the present rules. DO NOT EXPAND MINING ON LIVINGSTONE MOUNTAIN. If you change the rules, stop
all mining on Livingstone Mountain. This is a residential neighborhood. | do not need to list all the negative
impacts of mining for the planning commission. You know. Protect what we have worked for and built for our
families.

Michael and Jeanne Madden

4011 N.E. Matney Rd.
Camas, WA 98607
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McCall, Marilee

From: Mabrey, Michael

Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 9:38 AM

To: McCall, Marilee

Cc: Swanson, Axel

Subject: FW: Letter to Planning Commission for 11/21/13 hearing
FYI

From: Barb Repman [mailto:brepman@pacifier.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 9:21 AM

To: Mabrey, Michael

Subject: Letter to Planning Commission for 11/21/13 hearing

Barbara Repman

PO Box 871184
Vancouver, WA 98687
brepman@pacifier.com

November 17,2013

Clark County Community Planning
Planning Commission

PO Box 9810

Vancouver,Wa 98660

Dear Commissioners:

My residential property is east of and adjacent to the Livingston Mountain Quarry. The year 2002 brought the first indication
that the quarry might reopen for operation. Since that time, | have been personally involved in public hearings, in
communications to county officials, quarry operators, and neighbors.

| have endured blasts that shake my home, trucks that do not give right-of-way, loud equipment, beeping, banging, drilling
noises, and foul fuel odors. In addition, | have experienced the emotional toll of consoling neighborhood friends after the
tragic death of a truck driver who crashed his truck leaving the quarry. The privately owned Livingston Mountain Quarry and
the County leased Livingston Quarry are, unfortunately, an intrinsic part of my daily existence.

As a resident living next door to an operating quarry, | have some thoughts and suggestions as the process of revising the
Surface Mining Overlay and Mineral Lands Plan policies and standards are debated by County officials.

A Mining Ombudsman or Staff Person Dedicated to Enforcement of Mining is a necessity for the
future.

As listed under "Strategies for Mineral Resource Lands- Develop a program for coordinated monitoring and enforcement of
conditions of approval for active mining sites." It is imperative that such a program be adopted, implemented, and relied
upon to successfully address mining operation concerns.
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The lack of oversight of quarry operations must be addressed as the County moves forward. Significant changes are
needed for enforcement and review of quarry compliance with codes, conditions, and regulations. Currently, there is no
single person or department to contact for a concern or question. The Code Enforcement department helped minimally in
the early years of the Livingston Mountain Quarry (2008-2009). | was asked to file each complaint individually and became
weary of being the watchdog of the operation. Complaints regarding trucks are handled by the Clark County Sheriff's
department or the Washington State Patrol, depending on the location of the truck when the alleged violation occurs.
County staff member, Jan Bazala, has helped with questions and issues throughout the years, as he was the planner for the
Livingston Mountain Quarry. But, it is not his job to be the "Enforcer".

As an example of the need for a monitoring and enforcement program, is the noise monitor placed on the northwest corner
of my property. This monitor was a Condition in CUP 2007-00013 H-9 and MZR2008-00079 B-4b for the Livingston
Mountain Quarry. Noise readings are supposed to be taken when the crusher is moved to a new location.The crusher is
moved in and out of the Quarry on a regular basis. | suspect that readings are not being checked.

According to Condition A-4 of the First Annual Review in July, 2010, "Noise levels from all mining and crushing operations
shall not exceed 10 dBA above the hourly L25 noise ambient noise levels (currently 33 dBA along the east and 36 dBA
along the south) at the applicable noise-sensitive receptors. If noise monitoring shows that this standard is not met, all
mining and rock crushing operations shall cease until additional mitigation measures are implemented that achieve this
maximum noise standard." Initially, this monitor was maintained and checked on a regular basis. | have not seen anyone
attending to the monitor for over a year. Is the battery still charged? Has the overgrowth of brush and trees obstructed the
recording quality? Are the readings still accurate?

Blasting notification for neighbors needs to improve

The current method for notification of blasting activity for neighbors of the Livingston Mountain Quarry is via a certified letter
that is mailed out 72 hours prior to the blast. A certified letter requires a signature for delivery. Many residents in the rural
areas, including myself, have a PO Box at a local post office. Mail boxes in rural areas are often not secure and are the
object of mail thefts. So, if | do not go to the post office every day to pick up my mail and wait in line to sign for my certified
letter, | may not know about a blast until after it has already taken place. The staff recommendation in 40.250.020(D)8 is a
welcome improvement. The Mineral Lands Task Force discussed this issue at length. The ease of electronic communication
in this day and age cannot be ignored. |, personally, would be much happier to receive an email or phone message 24
hours ahead of a blast instead of after the event has occurred. Seven days for mailed notice gives a quarry neighbor time to
pick up the mail.

Hours of Operation should be 7AM to 6PM Monday through Friday and 8AM to SPM on Saturday

The staff recommendation for hours of operation from 6AM to 6PM is not acceptable. My experience living next to the
Livingston Mountain Quarry is that the 7:30AM start time for operations is actually much earlier in the morning. The quarry
workers arrive and open the gate before 7AM as a rule. Although they do not make a lot of noise in their preparations for
their daily work, the dump trucks start arriving at the entrance to the quarry before 7:30AM. Their loud engines, brakes, and
squeaking noises can be heard at my house over one-half mile from the quarry entrance. So, if a mining operation is
allowed to begin operations at 6AM, will the noise begin at 5:15AM to 5:30AM?

In Summary

Now is the time to "get it right". The lack of oversight of current mining operations is a bad sign for the future, unless
significant changes are made at the County administrative level. Neighbors need to be informed of activities at each quarry
in a timely fashion. Residents in areas that are designated for mining should be given consideration and be kept informed of
mining operations that effect their neighborhood.
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Sincerely,
Barbara Repman
Parcel #170424000, #170423000
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