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BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 
FOR MORROW COUNTY, OREGON 

 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE MORROW  ) Ordinance Number 
COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN SPECIFICALLY  ) ORD-2018-1 
TAKING AN EXCEPTION TO GOAL 3 TO ALLOW   ) 
DEVELOPMENT OF A SOLAR PHOTOVOLTAIC ENERGY ) 
GENERATION FACILITY AND ASSOCIATED   ) 
EQUIPMENT ON LAND ZONED EXCLUSIVE FARM USE ) 
 

 WHEREAS, ORS 203.035 authorizes Morrow County to exercise authority within the county 
over matters of County concern; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Morrow County adopted a Comprehensive Land Use Plan which was first 
acknowledged by the Land Conservation and Development Commission on January 15, 1986, with the 
Economic Element update acknowledged in May 2016; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Morrow County Planning Department received applications for a Conditional 
Use Permit and Goal 3 Exception to allow development of up to a 99 acre solar photovoltaic energy 
generation facility on land zoned Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) (referred hereafter as the “Harp Solar 
Project”); and 
 

WHEREAS, the Morrow County Planning Commission held a public hearing on Tuesday, April 
24, 2018, at the Bartholomew Building in Heppner, Oregon, to considered both the Conditional Use 
Permit and the Goal 3 Exception applications for the Harp Solar Project; and 
 

WHEREAS, the Morrow County Planning Commission received testimony in favor of the 
applications, and after discussion, approved the Conditional Use Permit and recommended approval of 
the Goal 3 Exception to the Morrow County Board of Commissioners.  In doing so, the Morrow County 
Planning Commission adopted the Harp Solar Project Final Findings of Fact approving the Conditional 
Use Permit and the Final Findings of Fact recommending approval of the Goal 3 exception; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Morrow County Board of Commissioners held a hearing to consider the Goal 3 
Exception recommendation from the Morrow County Planning Commission on May 30, 2018, at the 
Bartholomew Building in Heppner, Oregon; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Morrow County Board of Commissioners received testimony in favor of the 
Goal 3 Exception and no opposition testimony; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Morrow County Board of Commissioners accepted the Planning Commission 
recommendation to approve the Goal 3 Exception and approved the Goal 3 Exception in a 3-0 vote. 
 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED THAT THE MORROW COUNTY BOARD OF 
COMMISSIONERS AMENDS THE MORROW COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
AGRICULTURAL LANDS ELEMENT AND CREATES THE EXCEPTIONS ELEMENT TO 
REFLECT APPROVAL OF A GOAL 3 EXCEPTION FOR UP TO A 99 ACRE SOLAR 
PHOTOVOLTAIC ENERGY GENERATION FACILITY AND ASSOCIATED EQUIPMENT ON 
LAND ZONED EXCLUSIVE FARM USE. 
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Section 1 Title of Ordinance: 
 
 This Ordinance shall be known, and may be cited, as the “2018 HARP Solar Farm Goal 3 
Exception.” 
  
Section 2 Affected and Attached Documents: 
 
 The Morrow County Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Lands Element is amended to include 
information about the HARP Solar Farm Goal 3 Exception. 
 
 The Morrow County Comprehensive Plan Exceptions Element is established with the adoption of 
this Ordinance to include the necessary information to support approval of the Harp Goal 3 Exception and 
other exceptions to the Morrow County Comprehensive Plan in the future. 
 
Section 3 Emergency Clause and Effective Date: 
 
 The Morrow County Board of Commissioners does declare an emergency as the Harp Solar 
Project has time-sensitive deadlines and completion of the land use component is necessary to allow other 
project approvals to be reviewed and approved.  
 

This ordinance shall be effective immediately upon its reading. 
 
 Date of First Reading:  June 13, 2018 
 Date of Second Reading: June 13, 2018 
 

ADOPTED BY THE MORROW COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS THIS 13TH DAY 
OF JUNE 2018. 

 
 

 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF  
MORROW COUNTY, OREGON 

 
 

Don Russell, Chair 
 
 

Jim Doherty, Commissioner 
 
 

Melissa Lindsay, Commissioner 
 
Approve as to Form: 
 
 

Morrow County Counsel 





AGRICULTURAL LANDS ELEMENT

Introduction

"Agricultural Lands" as set forth within the context of Statewide Planning Goal No. 3 are defined
as land of predominately Class I, II, III, IV, V, and VI soils as identified in the Soil Capability
Classification System of the United States Soil Conservation Service, and other lands which are
suitable for farm use taking into consideration soil fertility, suitability for grazing, climatic
conditions, existing and future availability of water for farm irrigation purposes, existing land use
patterns, technological and energy inputs required, or accepted farming practices. Lands in
other classes which are necessary to permit farm practices to be undertaken on adjacent or
nearby lands, shall be included as agricultural land in any event.

Within the same context, "Farm Use" is defined in reference as set forth in ORS 215.203 and
includes the non-farm uses authorized by ORS 215.283.

Morrow County agriculture contributes about $72 million in annual income to the County and
supports local food processing, transportation, trade, and service employment and payrolls. 
The County's agricultural sector has consistently ranked among the top ten Oregon counties in
total agricultural productivity. As agriculturalists enter new crop markets and as continued
irrigation and technological advancements are developed, the sector's importance to the County
and state will be ensured. 

Problems facing County agriculture include formation of water allocation policies between local,
state, and inter-state interests, shortages in affordable labor supplies, increased costs of
supplies, electricity, equipment, and transportation, development of new markets for County
products and in some areas, increased land use pressures among competing interests (i.e.,
industrial, commercial, recreational, and agricultural). Proper planning, policy formulation,
education, and coordination efforts may alleviate some of these problems in the future. 

General Resource Description 

The U.S. Census of Agriculture (1974) reported a total of 1,107,840 acres (84% of total County)
as being classified in farm use. Although the reported number of farms in the County is shown
to have decreased from the 1969 total of 347 to the 1974 total of 341 acres in farm use for the
same time period increased substantially from 20,759 acres to 78,178 acres. For 1979, irrigated
farm land is reported to total 90,000 acres. 

The change in irrigated acreage is directly reflective of an increase in agricultural productivity in
the County. Further, much of the increase in irrigated farm land often involved previously less
intensively used lands, thus contributing significantly to the increase in value of production. The
expansion in irrigation has been especially significant in Morrow County, and irrigated acreage
increased by 185 percent during five years. 

If irrigators are able to substitute Columbia River water or develop new surface impoundments,
it is reasonable to assume that more land in Morrow County will come under irrigation in the
future. Studies by Oregon State University indicate that irrigated acreage in the County could
double by 2000 or earlier, if market demand, sprinkler technology, economics and water
availability allow. 
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Even if irrigation does not advance much beyond present levels in Morrow County it is
reasonable to project an increase in this area's share of Oregon's total agricultural production,
due to the greater pressure on Willamette Valley farmland for conversion to other uses. It is
likely that sufficient sources of water alternative to underground aquifer sources will be
developed to sustain present levels, if not to expand. 

Another fact of available data is presented by the number of irrigated farms. Essentially, the
number of irrigated farms remained constant while the irrigated acreage increased
tremendously, indicating irrigators are increasing either total holdings or total holdings under
irrigation, or both. Clearly, most irrigated farms in the County are large, progressive capital
intensive farms. 

Many of the capital intensive irrigated farms are family or large corporations that seasonally
employ a large number of workers. Several farms comprise over 10,000 irrigated acres and
employ from 50 to 100 full time equivalent persons. Many other irrigated farms range from 1000
to 10,000 acres and may employ several family members and from 3 to 20 persons or more at
peak seasons. Non-irrigated farms support lower levels of employment with perhaps a
proprietor and a hired hand performing most of the year's work while students or other part time
workers may be hired during harvest. 

All in all, irrigation development has enabled Morrow County to become one of the largest
potato producing counties in the nation and has provided the impetus for processing plant
construction, increased cattle feeding (potato culls) and increased prosperity in local agri-
business. Entrepreneurs that were attracted to the County by irrigation development and potato
potential are now evaluating the feasibility of other crops such as mint, wine grapes, parsnips,
carrots, rutabagas and with the addition of a hydro-cooler, sweet corn and cantaloupe. Within
the livestock sector of the County's agriculture, cattle and calves receipts experienced the
lowest rate of annual increase (7.4% average). This is probably due to low cattle prices in 1974,
75 and 76 and higher prices in the early 1970's. 

Morrow County experienced the same trends as other Oregon Counties as beef inventories
increased and sales decreased in 1973 and 1974. Even though many wheat farmers liquidated
their beef cattle in 1975 and 76 when prices were below the cost of production, the number of
cattle in Morrow County has increased substantially since 1969. The following inventory figures
are from the Census of Agriculture for 1969 and 1974 and estimates prepared by Harold Kerr,
the Morrow County Extension Agent, for subsequent years. 

Head of Inventoried Cattle and Calves 

1969 1973 1974 1975 1976 1977 

27,473 35,000 38,258 38,000 41,000 43,500

The Table that follows shows 1976 and 1977 estimated gross income generated from the
primary commodities produced in Morrow County. Total gross farm income fell to $59 million in
1977 from well over $64 million in 1976 and $69 million in 1975 according to these estimates.
However, overall change from 1970 to 1976 equaled a 465% increase (from $11,438,000 to
$64,635,000). This huge increase in total sales accompanied the growth in irrigated crop land
and a shift in cropping patterns. The severe drought during 1977 was in part responsible for that
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decrease as dryland wheat yields were low and that receipts were about half the 1976 level. It
should be noted that income from livestock sales were increased in all categories. 

In 1970, potatoes comprised only 6.5% of total County receipts and in 1976 they accounted for
49.6%. At the same time, grain receipts, while increasing an average of 32% per year, fell as a
share of total receipts from 55% in 1970 to 31.6% in 1976. Livestock receipts followed those of
grain, dropping from 32.8% of 1970 receipts to 9.0% in 1976. Hay and silage receipts increased
$5,037,000 or about 200% per year, growing from 3.1% of total receipts in 1970 to 8.3% in
1976. 

Grass and legume seeds fluctuated through the 1970's and none were marketed in 1976.
Vegetable crop receipts increased from $35,000 in 1970 to $617,000 in 1976 (about 240%
annually) and grew from 0.3% of total agricultural receipts to 1.0%. Though vegetables are a
very small share of total County crops, growers have increased production tremendously.
Specialty crops receipts experienced a marked increase (from $54,000 to $224,000) but fell as
a share of total receipts (from 0.5% to 0.3%). 

Gross farm sales for 1979 in Morrow County were estimated to be $72,145,000, reports Harold
Kerr, Morrow County Extension Agent. This compares to $72,531,000 in 1978, a decline of less
than 1%. Such is shown in a table that follows. 

Wheat was the number one crop with total sales of $34,170,000, up 19.8% from 1978. The
large increase was due to an increase of 14,000 acres of irrigated wheat. Overall yields
increased slightly. Wheat was produced on 212,000 acres in Morrow County. 

Potatoes declined almost 7 million dollars to $17,710,000. The 39% reduction from $29,262,000
in 1978 was due to 7,000 less acres; a 10% loss in yield and a 6% lower price. 

Other crops total sales were $10,356,000 up 28% from last year. Crops included in this total are
barley, corn, alfalfa, beans, peas, watermelons, mint and others. Livestock sales improved 14%
to total $9,909,000. Beef cattle accounted for the majority of this amount with sales in 1979 of
$7,871,000. 

The figures are prepared by O.S.U. Economist Stan Miles in cooperation with the Morrow
County Extension Service Staff. Readers are reminded that gross sales are not reflective of
agricultural income since there is a wide variety of cost involved to produce the various crops.
Most of the increases or decreases are due to fluctuations in acreage and actual sales per acre
have not kept pace with inflation. 

Table 11
1978 Reported and 1979 Estimated Gross Farm Income
Morrow County 

Agricultural
Commodity

1978 Acres
Harvested

1978 Gross
Sales

1979 Acres
Harvested

1979 Gross
Sales

Wheat 204,000 $27,389,000 212,000 $34,170,000

Potatoes 27,350 29,262,000 20,150 17,710,000

Forage Crops 26,200 4,378,000 18,900 5,240,000 
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Feed Grains 9,050 706,000 8,000 949,000

All Other Crops 3,475 2,353,000 5,695 4,167,000

TOTAL CROPS 271,075 $64,088,000 264,745 $62,236,000

Beef Cattle $ 7,073,000 $ 7,871,000

Sheep & Wool 703,000 1,512,000

Dairy 510,000 386,000

Swine 82,000 65,000

Misc. Livestock 75,000 75,000

TOTAL
LIVESTOCK 

$ 8,443,000 $ 9,909,000

TOTAL GROSS
FARM SALES

$72,531,000 $72,145,000

prepared by: Harold E. Kerr, Morrow County Extension Agent; John P. Nordheim, Morrow County Extension Agent; Darrell C.
Maxwell, Area Extension Agent; and Stan Miles, Extension Economist, Agricultural Economics, OSU, Corvallis, Oregon

In addition to the irrigated farm lands described hereinbefore, there are approximately 560,000
acres of rangeland in Morrow County. The rangeland conditions vary from excellent to poor with
the majority in above average condition. 

The balance of the farm land total acreage of the County is predominately classified as dryland
crop land (380,000 acres) of which a large portion is the primary basis for the important cereal
grain industry. 

Farm Residential-FR-40 Area 

Morrow County Agricultural Plan policy 20 (as amended) requires that the SF-40 zone be
"applied only to areas having an existing overall ownership pattern of less than 80 acres." This
is to protect the existing resource value of these areas by maintaining the existing lot sizes. The
area currently zoned SF-40 meet the requirement of policy 20. A review of ownerships in this
area shows that the average ownership size is 34 acres. With a 40 acre minimum parcel size,
only two 80-acre parcels can be further partitioned (see Exception Map-West Boardman area). 

Review of Land Division below 160 acres 

The purpose of this section is to explain County requirements for creating farm parcels below
160 acres and siting a farm dwelling on parcels below 160 acres in size. This also provides the
rationale for having flexibility in the review of land divisions below a fixed minimum lot size (160
acres) and still maintain Goal 3 requirements. Based on the results of a parcel size study for
Umatilla County and finding similar geographic agricultural areas and farming practices in
Morrow County, special conditions exist in both counties that have permitted commercial
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agricultural operations on a more intensive basis (on smaller parcels). Usually, water availability
and special soil conditions, like those situations that could be found within irrigation districts or
along river and creek drainages, permitted specialty crops and crop rotation patterns on smaller
acreage. 

To determine if a parcel or dwelling would be appropriate to continue the existing commercial
agricultural enterprises within an area, the County will inventory commercial farm parcels within
a two mile radius of the proposed land division or parcel requesting the dwelling. Soils, crops
and land use pattern in the area will be factored into this area review. Therefore, if the proposed
land division or farm dwelling request is located within a drainage-way, then only those areas
having the similar soils and crops will be included in the inventory. Areas outside these similar
type areas (outside the drainage-way on bench land) will not be included in the inventory. A
review of farm parcels within two miles of a proposed land division or farm dwelling request
would include an area sometime as large as 16 square miles. This certainly would capture the
typical agricultural activities occurring in the area as required by OAR 660-05-015(6). The
logical standard to measure appropriateness of whether a proposed division or dwelling would
be appropriate to continue the existing agricultural enterprises in the area would be that the
median size of commercial farm parcels in the area had to be as large or larger than the parcels
proposed or existing parcel requesting the dwelling. Of course all non-farm parcels and parcels
less than 20 acres are considered non-farm and will not be counted as part of the parcel review. 

Another standard used by Morrow County to determine if a parcel or dwelling would be
appropriate to continue the existing commercial agricultural enterprises within an area is the
availability of water for irrigation. Inventory information document the fact that farm parcels
below 160 acres are usually found in areas having water available for irrigation. Areas meeting
both the parcelization review standard described above and having water available for
commercial irrigation are generally found within the West Extension Irrigation District located in
northern Morrow County and in the flood plains and foothills along Willow Creek, Rhea Creek,
Butter Creek and some of their tributaries. Applying both the parcelization and water availability
standard will limit land divisions and dwelling proposal to only those areas found to be
appropriate for the continuation of existing commercial agriculture. 

One other standard used by the County to assure compliance with Goal 3 address management
suitability of the proposed parcel. This standard requires a finding that the resulting parcels
must be a size and shape that is suitable for the continuation of the present agricultural
enterprises considering farm management efficiency. In addition, land use proposals that: result
in appreciably increased per acre management cost of appreciably reduced yields or
management efficiency; or materially alter the stability of the overall land use pattern in the area
will not be approved. 

Findings, Problems and Potentials of the Agriculture Sector 

Perhaps the greatest challenge facing Morrow County farmers is the securement of adequate
water supplies. Irrigators now depend on wells and the Umatilla and Columbia River either as
individuals, or as a part of an irrigation district. Adequate water supplies are, however, vital to
the entire agricultural sector. 

Part of Northern Morrow County lies within a critical groundwater area according to the Oregon
Water Resources Department. Consequently, the State Engineer has not accepted any new
applications for appropriation of groundwater from deep basalt aquifers since June 3, 1965 and
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has not issued permits for the use of shallow basalt wells since April 26, 1971 for irrigation
purposes. The Department is now in the process of developing new recommendations and
policies regarding construction of new wells and regulation of existing wells. 

Local irrigators, agricultural agency personnel and local government officials should be actively
involved in groundwater policy formulations, for groundwater regulations may not only impact
affected irrigators, but could cause repercussions throughout the economy as other industries
are affected and as secondary sectors are impacted. 

The West Extension Irrigation District serves approximately 575 Morrow County landowners and
150 Umatilla County farms in the Irrigon-Boardman-Umatilla area. The district provides water for
8,708 acres in Morrow County from two diversion points in the Umatilla River. One diversion
dam is located three miles up river from the City of Umatilla and the second take out is located
in the mouth of the Umatilla where John Day Dam backwater is utilized. The West Extension
District was a 1916 Bureau of Reclamation project and is therefore, subject to the 160 acre per
owner limitation. The district's water sources are generally adequate to meet present demand
and no major expansion or renovation is planned at this time. 

Farmers along Butter and Willow Creeks have utilized stream water since the land was
homesteaded. Though stream flows are inadequate to meet all landowners needs, they are still
an important water source. Many Butter Creek landowners envision supplementing the Butter
Creek flow with water diverted from Camas Creek near Ukiah. Consequently the Snipe Creek
irrigation project, proposed in 1976, is being re-evaluated. Much work remains to be done on
the project, but there is strong support and if farmers, the County and involved agencies can
pull loose ends together, it should provide a valuable resource to Morrow County and its
agriculturalists. 

The Stanfield Westland irrigation project is another plan for possible utilization of Columbia
River water. This project did not receive enough support in its original form to go ahead with
development in 1978. However, a project of smaller scale is still being discussed. This district
would serve low elevation farms in the Boardman area and, where water levels in irrigation wells
have dropped in recent years (primarily in the Ordinance area), would provide a viable water
source to producers. 

The 208 water quality laws which are part of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act
Amendments of 1972 and are now being administered by the Environmental Protection Agency,
provide another influence on water use and conservation in Morrow County. On a State basis,
the program is administered by the State Soil & Water Conservation Commission, and Morrow
County has an active 208 Water Quality Committee. 

All in all, water is the backbone to Morrow County's recently developed intensive irrigated crop
production. As the highly productive land in California and the Willamette Valley experiences
increased pressure for other uses, Central and Eastern Oregon's irrigable land will realize an
increasing share of Oregon and U.S. agricultural production. Thus, farmers, Morrow County
officials and local and state agencies should press for a comprehensive interstate policy for
utilization of the Columbia River. 

Concurrent with this need is the associated need for a regional power policy. Relatively cheap
hydro-electricity has been a cornerstone for irrigation development in northern Morrow County,
as it has been for industrial development in other parts of the Northwest. Any move to equalize
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power costs throughout the nation would cause power rates in Morrow County to increase to a
prohibitive level for irrigators, considering present crop prices and market conditions. Morrow
County irrigators should work closely with State and Federal representatives from the Northwest
to ensure adequate input at the Federal level as these issues are debated and decisions are
made. 

More efficient irrigation methods, such as drip irrigation, use of small megawattage hydro
generators and application of fossil or nuclear fueled power plant reservoirs to agricultural uses
may offer alternatives for handling water and power supply problems in the future.
Technological advancements in solar and wind power generation may render these resources
economically feasible. 

Many of the entrepreneurs that were responsible for the recent irrigation development and
associated potato and alfalfa processing plant construction are now evaluating the feasibility of
growing other crops and entering new markets. Growers are researching and testing such crops
as wine grapes, carrots, rutabegas, parsnips and mint. If a hydro-cooling facility were
constructed, producers could enter the sweet corn and cantaloupe markets. 

With piggy-back railroad transportation, growers in the County would better compete with
California vegetable producers in Chicago and New York markets. Some growers and
manufacturers have formed nonprofit organizations to pool resources and utilize truck trailers. In
addition to the cost benefits realized by agriculturalists and manufacturers, the railroads are not
required to make heavy capital investment in climate controlled freight cars since trailers are
purchased by individuals and leased to the marketing organization. 

Morrow County's geographic location, and specifically Boardman's location, provides it with
some unique transportation advantages. Boardman is located at the junction of main east-west
railroad lines and a major waterway, the Columbia River. This is the closest major transfer point
for north and midwest producers shipping produce west by rail for eventual Orient markets, to
take advantage of generally cheaper water transport. Dock facilities exist at the Port of Morrow
and there is certainly potential for additional development. 

Another transportation issue affects all farm producers. That is the PUC licensing regulations.
Farmers may now obtain two types of special license plates that enable them to utilize truck and
truck trailer rigs more efficiently. 

Morrow County also has many of the attributes necessary to support a strong dairy industry.
Locally grown alfalfa and feed grain could be utilized within the County instead of being shipped
to other areas. The County is located within marketing distance of Portland, Tri-Cities and the
Pendleton-Walla Walla areas. With increasing urban pressures on Willamette Valley dairies,
and increased population throughout the State, the County could realize a large share of the
State's dairy production. One constraint, however, that may indirectly limit dairy development in
parts of northern Morrow County is the critical groundwater designation. Since no wells can be
drilled in the designated area, and since most existing wells have limits on annual water usage,
farmers may not be able to obtain adequate water to meet the needs of dairying. 

Two of the strongest influences on the Morrow County economy are foreign trade and domestic
agricultural policies. Farm products are such an integral part of United States production and
exports that they are continually used as a foreign policy tool and may not be marketed to the
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producer's advantage. Marketing specialists and producers must remain abreast of economic
conditions in foreign countries, currency values and the political climate among nations. 

One final subject that should be dealt with is taxes and other government regulations. Inflation,
rising land prices (while commodity prices have remained low) and the Oregon Property Tax
System have combined to raise havoc with farm land owners and their balance of payments.
The farm land deferral program has helped to ease the squeeze and it must be maintained for
lack of more equitable tax system reforms. Without such a farm tax deferral program,
landowners (especially marginal producers) are encouraged to take land out of production in
favor of the higher returns associated with other uses that may be incompatible with neighboring
agricultural enterprises. 

Government regulations also increase production and labor costs to farmers as they do other
businesses. Unemployment and industrial accident insurance programs and health and safety
regulations should be closely analyzed when applied to farm workers who are most often
seasonal, and part time employees. The benefits of such labor, health, conservation and
environmental programs and regulations must be balanced with their effect on farmers and their
ability to absorb or recoup these costs. 

Agricultural Lands Exceptions

This portion of the Agricultural Lands Element will contain a summary of Exceptions approved to
the Agricultural Lands Element, with the bulk of the Exception documentation included in the
Exceptions Element.

HARP Solar Energy Facility: In early 2018 OE Solar 1, LLC, made application to site a solar
photovoltaic energy generation facility on land zoned for Exclusive Farm Use under Conditional
Use Permit provisions within the Morrow County Zoning Ordinance. The evaluation includes a
requirement for a Goal 3 Agricultural Lands exception when more than 12 acres of high value
farmland or 20 acres of arable farm land is impacted by the proposed development. For this
facility it would trigger the 20 acre arable land threshold and would most likely trigger the 12
acre high value threshold. For that reason the applicant submitted a concurrent request for an
exception to the Morrow County Comprehensive Plan Agricultural Lands Element. 

The Planning Commission held a Public Hearing on April 24, 2018, and made Findings of Fact
based on the application and staff review that the exception to Goal 3 was warranted. Upon the
Planning Commission recommendation the Board of Commissioners at a Public Hearing held
on May 30, 2018, concurred and approved the Goal 3 Agricultural Lands exception based on
the following findings:

< The proposed solar photovoltaic energy generation facility by OE Solar 1, LLC,
known as HARP, does require an exception to Goal 3 Agricultural Lands as it will
impact over 20 acres of arable land and may impact over 12 acres of high value
farm land. 

< The Morrow County Comprehensive Plan Economic Element when updated in
2016 identified the Energy Sector and was written envisioning projects like this
one and supports responsible renewable energy development that has limited
impacts. The Energy Sector discussion ends as follows: “...and provide
mechanisms to maintain and improve energy generation and movement in and
through Morrow County.” This application achieves that desire.
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< Economic Element Goal 3 states, “To diversify local businesses, industries and
commercial activities and to promote the economic growth and stability of the
County.” This activity creates a new energy facility which would achieve this
stated Goal.

< Economic Element Policy 3A state, “To encourage local producers to new
markets for local products and to seek out new products that are in demand in
the market place and that can be produced locally.” Clearly there is a market
demand as well as state policy that supports this development. This is a new and
emerging product in Morrow County and fits the vision around Policy 3A.

< Economic Element Goal 4 states, “To encourage the development of compatible
land uses throughout the County and to protect areas suitable for industrial
development from encroachment of incompatible land uses.” This Economic
Element goal can be interpreted to allow renewable energy development on land
zoned Exclusive Farm Use where it is allowed conditionally when an applicant
can meet the determined standards. The related Conditional Use Permit CUP-N-
331 evaluates a variety of criteria and has determined that the application can be
approved if an exception to Goal 3 Agricultural Lands is granted. 

< Another interpretation of Economic Element Goal 4 would be that allowing this
activity on land zoned for Exclusive Farm Use protects land zoned Port or
General Industrial from uses that consume large amounts of acreage, but do not
either create jobs or significant tax base. Placing the proposed solar photovoltaic
energy generation facility on land zoned for Exclusive Farm Use preserved
industrial land for higher density and impact uses.

Findings - General

1. Open lands used for agricultural purposes are an efficient means of conserving natural
resources that constitute important physical, social, aesthetic, and economic assets to
all of the people living in rural, suburban and urban areas of the County. 

2. The preservation of a maximum amount of the present supply of agricultural land is
necessary to the conservation of the County's economic resource base, and the
preservation of such land in large blocks is necessary in maintaining the economy of the
County. 

3. Expansion of urban and suburban development and non-farm rural residential
subdivisions into the rural areas of the County outside the Urban Growth Boundaries of
the Cities is a matter of public concern because of unnecessary increases in costs of
public and community services including police, fire,  education, transportation, health
and welfare; conflicts between agricultural and non-agricultural activities; increasing
costs and liabilities to agriculture; loss of open space, natural beauty and nonrenewable
resources; detrimental effects on wildlife habitats and migration patterns; increased fire
hazards, limits to carrying capacities of air, water and land resources; and conflicts with
the conservation of energy. 

4. Although existing agricultural land policies set forth in applicable State Planning Goals
and Statutes are substantial in scope and afford considerable protection for intensive
crop land agricultural practices, such is determined not adequate to insure the desired
and necessary preservation and protection of the large-scale cereal grain and range
livestock operations and base resources common and important to the County. The full
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recognition is that the mere preservation of "all" irrigated lands in the area "will not"
preserve the "total" agricultural economy. 

5. As set forth by Oregon Revised Statutes, Chapter 215.253, the application of Exclusive
Farm Use Zoning pursuant to ORS 215.203 prohibits any state agency, city, county or
political subdivision of the state from exercising any powers to enact local laws or
ordinances or impose restrictions or regulations within said EFU Zones in a manner that
would unreasonably restrict or regulate accepted farming practices because of noise,
dust, odor or other materials carried in the air or other conditions arising therefrom if
such conditions do not extend beyond the boundaries of the established EFU Zone. 

6. Obviously, Morrow County ranks high in agricultural production among Oregon counties.
Thereof, based on Extension Service data showing the ten top agricultural counties to
gross farm sales in recent years, Morrow County ranked 9th in 1972-74 but moved to 4th
in 1975 and 1976, when irrigated crop land in the Northern End came into production.
Estimates for 1977 indicated the County dropped to 6th, probably due to severe drought
conditions and resulting drop in dryland wheat production. 

7. Agriculture is the mainstay of the Morrow County economy, producing $60 to $90 million
in direct income annually, and supporting local food processing, transport, construction,
trade, service and government employment. 

8. Morrow County has become increasingly important to the agricultural economy of
Oregon during recent years, accounting for 2.25 percent of the State's farm marketings
in 1971 and 6.25 percent in 1976. 

9. Largely responsible for this increase in share of state farm income has been the recent
expansion onto previously under or unused land of potato, alfalfa and grain production,
made possible by private investment in sprinkler irrigation technology relying in part on
deep well groundwater sources. 

10. The State Water Resources Board has identified critical groundwater areas in the
northeastern portion of the County and imposed restrictions on pumping for irrigation in
those areas. 

11. Surface water from new impoundments and the Columbia River will be required both to
maintain present levels of agricultural productivity and to bring more presently under or
unused land into production. 

12. County residents need to ensure that any shutdown of existing wells will be based on
accurate data obtained from continuous, non-seasonal monitoring of individual wells
from the dates meters were installed until the present time. Evaluation of this data must
involve a constant, logical process with enough flexibility to allow for any recent changes
of special conditions. The records maintained by the state should be open for public
review and inspection. 

13. Fluctuations in domestic and international demand for locally produced commodities and
chronically depressed grain and beef prices argue for further diversification where
economically feasible. 
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14. A variety of high value per acre crops not currently grown in the County could be
successfully produced here if processing facilities were locally available and markets
were developed. 

15. Expansion of irrigated acres has increased the potential for dairying and beef feeding
operations in the County. 

16. Existing zoning of some large tracts in the North End for residential or commercial uses
could interfere with future cost-effective rational agricultural development and with
current farm practices such as chemical spraying and operation of machinery at night. 

17. Capital intensive agriculture requires adequate transportation and storage facilities,
housing for temporary workers and reliable sources of power, water, supplies, and
machinery parts. 

18. Although presently used for grazing, the potentially higher productive land tied up in the
U.S. Navy Bombing Range could be detrimental to further agricultural, industrial and
energy developments in Morrow County. 

19. Northern Morrow County's irrigated agricultural economy depends on the continued
availability of relatively less expensive hydro-electric power. 

20. The existing acreage of low condition range results in poorer quality forage, lower
production, imbalance in year-round forage availability, reduced feed and cover for
wildlife, and increased erosion hazard. Range condition can be improved through use of
range management practices such as fencing, water developments, salt distribution,
deferred grazing, proper grazing use, rotation grazing systems, and proper stocking. 

21. Private landholders suffer financial losses in the public interest because wild game
species forage freely and without limits on their farm and rangelands. 

22. Because of the great disparity in farm size in Morrow County, median size is a
meaningful measure by which to judge ownership size patterns. Median refers to the
dividing point between two equal parts. In Morrow County the median farm size in 1974
for irrigated and dryland farms was 148 acres. In the same year the average farm size
was 1380 acres. 

County Median Size (1978) Average Size (1974) 

Morrow 148 (1974 1380

Grant 874 3999

Malheur 151 1122

Umatilla 99 1144

Union 184 727

Wallowa 354 1828
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23. The 160 acre size in the EFU zone is appropriate because it closely conforms to the
Median Size shown previously. In addition it is the average size for the circle type
irrigation system prevalent in much of the Agricultural land. One circle, which
encompasses 160 acres is adequate for farming and each circle can be farmed
independently of the others. 

24. Average farm size in Morrow County is not a meaningful standard by which to measure
future divisions of agricultural lands because ownerships for smaller than 1380 acres
contribute to the local agricultural economy in a substantial way and help maintain
agricultural processors and farm markets. 

25. The overwhelming majority of farms in our County are family farms. The one hundred
sixty acre standard allows future generations of young people the chance to own and
operate a family farm. Larger minimums escalate the purchase price and decrease the
purchasing ability of young farmers and ranchers. 

26. One hundred sixty acres will stay in production because they are too large and too
expensive to affordably remain idle. 

Objectives 

1. To maintain a viable agricultural base, preserve agricultural lands for agriculture, and to
protect agriculture as a commercial enterprise. 

2. To conserve natural resources constituting important physical, social, aesthetic and
economic assets through the development and adoption of realistic land use and
development policies intended to achieve an economic-environmental balance, minimize
public costs, and maximize energy conservation. 

3. To minimize and actually prevent conflict between farm and non-farm uses and resultant
increased economical costs to the agricultural sector. 

4. To provide maximum opportunity for optimum management and operational practices,
and provide adequately efficient supportive resources and services. 

Agricultural Policies 

1. It shall be the policy of Morrow County, Oregon, to preserve agricultural lands, to protect
agriculture as its main economic enterprise, to balance economic and environmental
considerations, to limit non-compatible nonagricultural development, and to maintain a
high level of livability in the County. 

2.  It shall be the policy of Morrow County to concentrate the major portion of the County's
population growth within the Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) of the Cities of the County.
Development outside the UGB will be permitted only where conflicts with productive
agricultural areas are minimal and only when in compliance with the factors set forth in
ORS 215.213 and the Comprehensive Plan. Subdivision development in rural areas
shall be directed to nonproductive agricultural land. 

Morrow County Comprehensive Plan - Agricultural Lands Element (06132018) Page 12 of 15



3. In order to afford maximum economical and regulatory incentives for agriculture,
Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) Zoning pursuant to ORS Chapters 215.000 and 215.213
shall be applied to agricultural lands of the County. 

4. It shall be the policy of the County to develop and implement comprehensive and
definitive criteria for the evaluation of all non-farm developments to ensure that all
objectives and policies set forth herein are complied with to the maximum level possible. 

5. Rangelands shall be preserved and maintained for rangeland uses compatible with
multiple resource management. These lands shall be inventories and preserved by
adopting exclusive farm use zones, i.e., EFU. 

6. The needs of the farm community should be considered in evaluating County policies
and future development projects in other sectors of the economy. 

7. The County shall encourage conservation of agricultural lands through utilization of best
management practices, and agricultural productivity shall be encouraged in the County,
especially in light of continuing conversion of Western Oregon farmland to other uses. 

8. In order to protect the agricultural capital investment of local companies and resident
individuals, County government should promote the preservation of access to cheap,
reliable power and adequate water supplies through participation in the ongoing
Bonneville River Compact resource allocation process. 

9. The County should work with state officials and irrigators in formulating water resource
allocation policy both between Oregon irrigators and in-stream users and among the four
Columbia drainage basin states for all uses. 

10. The County should support proposed energy generating projects offering to release
water from their reservoirs for irrigation purposes and proposed new irrigation projects,
such as the Snipe Creek project, that could cost-effectively provide Morrow County
farmers with surface water. 

11. Morrow County should continue to encourage, as part of cooperative range
management, programs among Fish and Wildlife, SCS, Extension Service, private and
public landowners, and other state and federal land and wildlife management agencies,
development of overall systems of forage allocation among control, forage-planting
practices most likely to maintain and enhance the range-fed livestock industry, and
programs and management practices which conserve soil and related resources and
minimize soil erosion. 

12. The County should promote cooperation among the Forest Service, Oregon Department
of Fish and Wildlife and local landowners, rancher's associations and hunters to
determine the extent of damage, to reach agreement on permissible animal numbers
and forage allocation plan and controlled hunts where needed. 

13. Morrow County, together with agricultural groups, should actively encourage Oregon's
congressional representatives to oppose the recent GAO study urging equalization of
BPA power rates with national electrical costs. 
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14. The County should encourage continuation and expansion of present research efforts,
both in the private and public sectors, to develop new varieties of crops suited to this
area, and should support programs designed to build overseas and domestic markets for
all products. 

15. The County and Port of Morrow should encourage private investor efforts to finance a
local vegetable processing plant, which would allow more crops to be grown and
processed in the County. 

16. The County should cooperate with investors, local development associations, financial
institutions, irrigators and stockmen to interest dairymen in Morrow County, which is well
within the Portland metropolitan milkshed. 

17. The County, Port, regional and state agencies should work with private citizens to
secure utilization of the Navy's north Morrow tract, so that when market conditions
permit, the land may be developed for more intensive agriculture, or other compatible
and/or complementary uses including industrial and energy purposes. 

18. It shall be the policy of Morrow County that all farm divisions on EFU land shall be
appropriate for the continuation of the existing commercial agricultural enterprise within
the area. 

19. Where lands are designated by the Plan as Agricultural and where parcels contain 160
acres or greater shall be presumed to be commercial agricultural entities. 

20. Lands designated by the Plan as Small Farm and zoned (SF-40) shall be applied only to
areas having an existing overall ownership pattern of less than 80 acres. 

21. Policy 21 Review by Planning Commission; Findings; Burden of Proof 

All partitions and subdivisions of land zoned for exclusive farm use will be reviewed by
the Planning Commission to assure compliance with the policies of the Morrow County
Comprehensive Plan and standards of the zoning and subdivision ordinance. The
Planning Commission will prepare written findings of fact and legal conclusions based
on the findings of fact as the basis for each approval or denial of an application for a
partition or subdivision. The failure of an applicant to submit relevant information
addressing one or more of the applicable criteria will bar the Planning Commission from
approving the application. The County may supply such relevant information but is not
obliged to do so. 

22. For any farm division creating parcels between 160 and 40 acres in the EFU zone and
intended to be a commercial agricultural operation, each parcel shall be found to be
typical of the existing commercial agricultural operations in the area. 

The following factors shall be addressed in the development of the required findings: 
A. Each parcel resulting from the proposed division is as large or larger than the

median size of commercial farms within a 2 mile radius of the subject property
relative to similar soil types, crops and land use pattern in the area. 
(aa) If the inventory line includes only a portion of a commercial farm

operation, the entire farm shall be included in the inventory. 
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(bb) Non-farm parcels and all parcels less than 20 acres will not be used in the
inventory of commercial farms. 

(cc) Farm operations which do not meet the commercial test under subsection
(C) below shall be excluded from the inventory of commercial farms. 

B. Any proposed parcel between 160 acres and 40 acres shall have useable water
rights and water availability of adequate quantity to ensure the operation of
irrigated farming techniques at commercial levels. 

C. The proposed parcels must be of a size and shape that is efficient for the use of
farm machinery including: cultivating; harvesting and spraying equipment. If the
proposed division would probably result in appreciably increased per acre
management cost of appreciably reduced yields or management efficiency on
new lots, the application shall be denied. If the proposed division would materially
alter the stability of the overall land use pattern of the area the application shall
be denied. 

For the purposes of this policy, a commercial farm operation is one which meets one or
more of the following standards: 

(1) Gross farm income is greater than or equal to $10,000. 
(2) The farm requires the labor of at least one head of household for 20 hours or
more per week averaged on an annual basis. 
(3) Gross farm income is equal to 1/3 or more of the total family income. 

23. Single-family residential dwellings, not provided in conjunction with farm use, may be
established, subject to a conditional use in any area zoned for exclusive farm use upon
a finding that each such proposed dwelling: 
A.  Is compatible with farm uses described in ORS 215.203(2) and is consistent with

the intent and purposes set forth in ORS 215.243; 
B. Does not interfere seriously with accepted farming practices, as defined in ORS

215.203(2)(c), on adjacent lands devoted to farm use; 
C. Does not materially alter the stability of the overall land use pattern of the area; 
D. Is situated upon generally unsuitable land for the production of farm crops and

livestock, considering the terrain, adverse soil or land conditions, drainage and
flooding, vegetation, location and size of the tract; and 

E. Complies with such other conditions as the governing body of the County
considers necessary. 

24. No planned unit developments or subdivisions creating non-farm lots shall be allowed on
land qualified for exclusive farm use zoning unless an exception is taken to the
applicable resource goal under the Statewide Planning Goals. Any such development
that creates new urban development on rural land an exception to Statewide Goals 11
and 14 shall be required under OAR 660, Division 14. 

25. All land divisions in the EFU and SF-40 zone shall comply with ORS 215.243 and ORS
215.263. 

26. All homestead partitions shall be reviewed against the criteria for non-farm dwellings in
ORS 215.283(3). 
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I. OVERVIEW  
 
Applicant:   OE Solar 1, LLC, 

a wholly owned subsidiary of OneEnergy, Inc. 
2003 Western Ave 
Ste. 225 
Seattle, WA 98121  

 
Applicant Contact:  Elaine Albrich 

Davis Wright Tremaine, LLP 
1300 SW Fifth Avenue 
Suite 2400 
Portland, OR 97201 

 
Property Owner:  Bill & Rena Marquardt LLC 

67070 Marquardt Rd 
Lexington, OR 97839 

 
Proposed Action:  Obtain a Goal 3 exception to allow for solar development on 

up to 99 acres in the Exclusive Farm Use (“EFU”) zone. 
 
Project Parcel: A 382-acre parcel in Morrow County, Oregon known as Tax 

Lot 3401 in Township 01 North, Range 25 East, Section 33 
(the “Project Parcel”). 

 
Project Area:  A portion of the Project Parcel not to exceed 99 acres (the 

“Project Area”) in a location to be determined following final 
design and micrositing. The broader micrositing boundary 
within which the Project Area will be located is referred to 
herein as the “Project Area Extent”. The Project Area Extent 
occupies 132 acres on the southern end of the Project Parcel. 

 
Site Characteristics: The Project Area Extent is located on land that is used for 

dryland wheat farming. The terrain consists of a north-south 
ridge that slopes towards the north at an average slope of 2.5 
degrees, with a maximum elevation of 1400 feet. 
Approximately 85% of the land has an aspect between 67.5 
and 292.5 degrees. There are no water rights associated with 
the Project Parcel. An existing BPA 69-kilovolt (“kV”) electrical 
transmission line runs across the Project Parcel with a 90-foot 
easement. From the south property boundary, the 
transmission line runs in a northwesterly direction for 0.35 
miles and turns to a northeasterly direction for an additional 
0.57 miles, with a total of 9 poles on the Project Parcel. The 
Project Parcel is currently accessed via Baseline Lane. 
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II. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND LOCATION  
 
OE Solar 1, LLC (“Applicant”), a wholly owned subsidiary of OneEnergy Renewables 
(“OneEnergy”), proposes to develop a ten (10) megawatt (“MW”) alternating current 
(“AC”) solar photovoltaic (PV) project in Morrow County called Harp Solar (the “Project”). 
Honoring the nearby town of Ione’s annual 4th of July Blues Festival, the Project name, 
Harp, refers to the harmonica, a key instrument in blues music. 
 
OneEnergy’s experienced development team employs rigorous technical and economic 
analyses, abides by low impact development practices, and possesses a commitment to 
renewable energy. For more information about OneEnergy, please see Attachment A. 
 
The Project will be sited on a parcel zoned exclusive farm use (“EFU”) under the Morrow 
County Zoning Ordinance (“MCZO”). The Project is allowed in the EFU zone subject to a 
Conditional Use Permit (“CUP”) and a Goal 3 exception, per MCZO 3.010(K)(3). The 
Applicant is concurrently filing the CUP permit application and the Goal 3 exception 
request.  
 
The Project will be located on a 382-acre parcel (Morrow County tax lot 3401 in 
Township 1 North, Range 25 East, known hereafter as the “Project Parcel”), located 
approximately 4.5 miles north of the town of Lexington and 6 miles east of Ione in 
unincorporated Morrow County, Oregon. The Project Parcel is north of Baseline Lane 
between its intersections with Marquardt Road and Wheatland Road (see Figure 3). The 
Project Parcel is privately-owned by Bill & Rena Marquardt LLC. Coordinates for the 
center of the Project are 45° 31' 03.71" north latitude and 119° 41' 24.61" west longitude. 
The Applicant has an exclusive option to enter into a long-term land lease with Bill & 
Rena Marquardt LLC.  
 
The Project will occupy a portion of the Project Parcel consisting of up to 99 acres (the 
“Project Area”).  The Project Area will be located within the 132-acre micrositing 
boundary (“Project Area Extent”).  A Preliminary Site Plan is included as Attachment B. 
 

Project Parcel (382 acres) 

 

Project Area Extent  

(132 acres) 

 Project Area 

(not to exceed  

99 acres)   

Figure 1: Area Definitions 
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The Project will sell energy to Portland General Electric (“PGE”) and has an executed 
long-term power purchase agreement (“PPA”). Energy from the Project will be transmitted 
to PGE’s service territory through the Bonneville Power Administration’s (“BPA”) 
transmission system. The Project will interconnect to BPA’s Boardman-to-Ione 69-kilovolt 
(kV) (previously known as the Ione-to-Hermiston line) transmission line, which runs 
across the Project Parcel. The interconnection requires minimal new facilities given the 
orientation of the Project and the existing BPA line. The Project will be accommodated via 
a line tap, which will be constructed, owned and operated by BPA. 
 
 
 



 

OE Solar 1, LLC   Page 6 of 28 
Goal 3 Exception Request 

  

Figure 2: Regional Context Map 
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Figure 3: Local Context Map  
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III. RESPONSE TO PLAN AMENDMENT APPLICATION 

QUESTIONS 
 

1. Current use of the subject property; 
 
Response: The subject property is currently used for dryland wheat farming. 
 

2. Historical use of the land; 
 
Response: The property’s historical use is dryland wheat farming. 
 

3. Do you want to change the current use of the land? 
 
Response: Yes. 
 

4. What type of development do you have planned for the land? 
 
Response: Commercial solar photovoltaic facility for the purpose of generating 
power for public use by sale. 
 

5. Does the current zone allow the type of development identified in Question 
4? 
 
Response: Yes, as a conditional use per MCZO 3.010(K)(3).  
 

6. What zoning designation would allow this type of development? 
 
Response: N/A, this zoning designation allows this type of development. 
 

7. Is there other property in the area that would allow this type of 
development? 
 
Response: All the property in the area is zoned EFU, with the same permitting 
requirements.  
 

8. If yes, please identify the properties. (A general response to this question 
is sufficient for the pre-application. However, a detailed analysis will be 
required for the final application.) 
 
Response: All properties in the area would allow this type of development subject 
to a conditional use permit. As described in more detail throughout this 
document, this specific property was selected because of its immediate proximity 
to high-voltage transmission lines requiring no gen-tie lines across adjacent 
properties, the property’s existing access onto Baseline Lane and ability to 
minimize impact to high-value farmland. 
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9. If no, please explain why other lands with the desired zoning would not be 

suitable for your intended development; 
 
Response: N/A 
 

10. What type of development surrounds the subject land, e.g., residential on 
the north, farming on the west, etc. 
 
Response: The subject land is surrounded by agricultural land. There are farm 
residences located on adjacent parcels; they are located on tax lot 3600 on Map 
Number 01N25E to the west and on tax lot 3404 on Map Number 01N25E to the 
east.  
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III. GOAL 3 EXCEPTION REQUEST  
 

Introduction  
If a photovoltaic solar power generation facility is built on more than 12 acres of high-
value farmland or 20 acres of arable land, the County is required to adopt an exception to 
Statewide Planning Goal 3 (Agricultural Lands). OAR 660-033-0130(38)(f) and (g) 
provide: 

 

(38)(f) For high-value farmland described at ORS 195.300(10), a photovoltaic 
solar power generation facility shall not preclude more than 12 acres from use 
as a commercial agricultural enterprise unless an exception is taken pursuant 
to ORS197.732 and OAR chapter 660, division 4. 

 

(38)(g) For arable lands a photovoltaic solar power generation facility shall not 
preclude more than 20 acres from use as a commercial agricultural enterprise 
unless an exception is taken pursuant to ORS197.732 and OAR chapter 660, 
division 4. 

 

As summarized in the Soils Analysis (Attachment D), NRCS Soil Report (Attachment E) 

and Prime Farmland List for Oregon (Attachment F), the Project Area Extent is 

comprised entirely of Class 3 soils under the NRCS soil classification system, not 

considered prime farmland, and is used for dryland wheat farming.  On this basis, the 

Project Area Extent is considered arable land.  However, some land within the Project 

Area Extent is also considered high-value farmland under ORS 195.300(10)(f)(C) 

because the land is located in the Columbia Valley American Viticultural Area (AVA) (see 

AVA Map, Attachment G) and is in an exclusive farm use zone, below 3,000 feet in 

elevation, with a slope less than 15 percent and an aspect between 67.5 and 292.5 

degrees. Because the Project may impact more than 12 acres of high-value farmland and 

will impact more than 20 acres of arable land, the Applicant requests a Goal 3 exception 

to remove up to 99 acres from Goal 3 protection. The property owner has no objections 

to this request, (see Attachment C, Landowner Support Letter). 

Legal Framework for Goal 3 Exception  
The County may adopt an exception to Goal 3 and amend the Morrow County 

Comprehensive Plan under the “reasons” exception in ORS 197.732(2)(c).   

 

ORS 197.732(2)(c) provides: 

 

A. Reasons justify why the state policy embodied in the applicable goals 

should not apply; 

 

B. Areas that do not require a new exception cannot reasonably 

accommodate the use;  
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C. The long-term environmental, economic, social and energy consequences 

resulting from the use at the proposed site with measures designed to 

reduce adverse impacts are not significantly more adverse than would 

typically result from the same proposal being located in areas requiring a 

goal exception other than the proposed site; and 

 

D. The proposed uses are compatible with other adjacent uses or will be so 

rendered through measures designed to reduce adverse impacts. 

OAR 660-004-0022 provides reasons necessary to justify an exception under 

ORS 197.732(2)(c).  Relevant here, are the reasons contained in OAR 660-004-

0022(1) and 660-0040-0022(3).   

 

OAR 660-004-0022(1) provides:  

 

(1) For uses not specifically provided for in this division, or in OAR 660-011-

0060, 660-012-0070, 660-014-0030 or 660-014-0040, the reasons shall 

justify why the state policy embodied in the applicable goals should not 

apply. Such reasons include but are not limited to the following: 

 

(a) There is a demonstrated need for the proposed use or activity, based on 

one or more of the requirements of Goals 3 to 19; and either 

 

(A) A resource upon which the proposed use or activity is dependent 

can be reasonably obtained only at the proposed exception site and the use 

or activity requires a location near the resource. An exception based on this 

paragraph must include an analysis of the market area to be served by the 

proposed use or activity. That analysis must demonstrate that the proposed 

exception site is the only one within that market area at which the resource 

depended upon can reasonably be obtained; or 

 

(B) The proposed use or activity has special features or qualities that 

necessitate its location on or near the proposed exception site. 

 

OAR 660-004-0022(3) provides:   

 

(3) Rural Industrial Development: For the siting of industrial development on 

resource land outside an urban growth boundary, appropriate reasons and 

facts may include, but are not limited to, the following: 

 

(a) The use is significantly dependent upon a unique resource located on 

agricultural or forest land. Examples of such resources and resource sites 
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include geothermal wells, mineral or aggregate deposits, water reservoirs, 

natural features, or river or ocean ports; 

 

(b) The use cannot be located inside an urban growth boundary due to 

impacts that are hazardous or incompatible in densely populated areas; or 

 

(c) The use would have a significant comparative advantage due to its 

location (e.g., near existing industrial activity, an energy facility, or products 

available from other rural activities), which would benefit the county economy 

and cause only minimal loss of productive resource lands. Reasons for such 

a decision should include a discussion of the lost resource productivity and 

values in relation to the county's gain from the industrial use, and the specific 

transportation and resource advantages that support the decision. 

 

The following section demonstrates that the Applicant can satisfy 

ORS 197.732(2)(A) under either OAR 660-004-0022(1) (the “Other Reasons Test”) 

and 660-004-0022(3) (the “Rural Industrial Development Test”).  The Applicant also 

provides sufficient evidence to demonstrate that the Project complies with 

ORS 197.732(2)(B)-(D).   

 
A. Reasons to Justify the Exception 

1. Other Reasons Test  

The Other Reasons Test has two prongs.  First, the Applicant must demonstrate a 

need for the proposed Project based on one or more of the requirements of Goals 3 

to 19.  Then, the Applicant must demonstrate that the proposed Project has special 

features or qualities that necessitate its location on or near the proposed exception 

site.1   

Requirements of Other Goals Justify an Exception to Goal 3  

Statewide Planning Goals are implemented at the local level via the County’s 

comprehensive plan. The County’s comprehensive plan is acknowledged as being 

consistent with the Statewide Planning Goals.  Therefore, for purposes of analyzing 

the Project under OAR 660-004-0022(1)(a), the Applicant demonstrates why the 

requirements contained in the County’s goals and policies implementing Goal 13 

(Energy Conservation), Goal 9 (Economic Development), and Goal 11 (Public 

Facilities and Services) evidence a need for the proposed Project and justify 

removing up to 99 acres of the Project Area Extent from cultivation.   

                                                            
1 The Applicant opts to show reasons under OAR 660-004-0022(1)(a) and -0022(1)(a)(B).  A market area analysis is 
only required if the Applicant opted to show reasons under OAR 660-004-0022(1)(a) and -0022(1)(a)(A).   
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Energy Conservation Element (Goal 13) 

Introduction:  

“In general terms, the primary goals set forth in the element of the “Plan” are 

directed at conserving energy, maintaining energy sources and costs, and 

identification of alternate energy sources.” 

 

Energy Resources:  

“Morrow County residents may be able to utilize solar and wind resources to provide 

power in the future…Many sites are available which are not suitable for agricultural 

purposes.” 

 

Findings:  

“2…economic sources of energy that could feasibly be developed in Morrow County 

include solar, and wind-power electrical generation.  

4. Morrow County receives about 300 days of sunshine per year. Solar energy may 

be a very feasible source of energy.” 

 

Policies: 

“1. To encourage renewable and/or efficient energy systems design, siting and 

construction materials in all new development and improvements in the County. 

2. To conserve energy and develop and use renewable energy sources. 

3. Encourage development of solar and wind resources. 

9. The County will encourage development of alternative energy sources in County 

industries and businesses. 

15. All plans should be directed toward energy conservation and should consider as 

a major determinant the existing and potential capacity of the renewable energy 

sources to yield useful energy output. Renewable energy sources include water, 

sunshine, wind, geothermal heat and municipal, forest and farm waste.”  

The goals, findings, and policies of Morrow County’s Energy Conservation Element make 

direct and frequent reference to the benefits of developing solar energy and in fact, 

encourage the development of renewable energy siting.  

 

The fields that comprise the Project Area Extent are composed of Class 3 soils and are 

susceptible to erosion. As noted in the Landowner Support Letter (Attachment C), these 

fields consist of “shallow soils [that] are subject to wind erosion which leaves a gravelly 

unproductive soil behind.” The site “has limited productivity” and the landowner finds that 

construction of the Project will be a higher and better use of the land. 

 

The Project enables the County to advance many of its policies found here. Policies 2 and 

3 could not be clearer in supporting a Goal 3 exception for the Project in order to advance 

Goal 13. 
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Economic Element (Goal 9) 

Energy Sector: 

“Comprehensive Plan Goals and Policies…need to outline the benefits of the energy 

sector and provide mechanisms to maintain and improve energy generation and 

movement in and through Morrow County.” 

 

Goals and Policies: 

Goal 3: “Diversify local businesses, industries and commercial activities and 

promote the economic growth and stability of the County.” 

 

Policy 3A: “To encourage local producers to new markets for local products and to 

seek out new products that are in demand in the market place and that can be 

produced locally.” 

The Economic Element in the County’s comprehensive plan specifically addresses the 

need to outline the benefits of the energy section and maintain and improve energy 

generation in the County.  The element further encourages diversifying businesses and 

industries and encouraging local producers to new markets.  The County’s plan is forward 

thinking and broad to allow the County to adapt to changing markets and demands.   

In the case of solar energy production, the “local producers” are the County's landowners 

who for generations have cultivated the land for its agricultural products. Just like with 

wheat (the traditional crop grown in this part of Morrow County), a farmer can produce and 

harvest the solar energy via a solar land lease which generates a profit from the occupied 

acreage. On a per acre basis, the Project will generate an estimated 265-megawatt hours 

(MWh) annually; that means each acre produces power for over 24 average Oregon 

households based on data from the Energy Information Administration (the Project in total 

is projected to produce 22,582 MWh in its first year, which is enough to power over 2,000 

average Oregon households).  

The state’s mandated Renewable Portfolio Standard, discussed below under state policies 

(section E), has created new demand for renewable energy created in Oregon. This 

demand must be accompanied by new supply of renewable energy, thus the birth of a "new 

market”. Morrow County’s high insolation rate, abundance of sunny days and robust 

electrical infrastructure make it an ideal location for efficiently producing renewable energy 

as a “local product”.   

Solar development at the Project Area supports the County in achieving its Economic 

Element goals. The County can find that promoting and encouraging solar projects will 

create a new product that can be efficiently produced locally and is in demand in a new 

marketplace. 

Further, the development, construction, and ongoing operation of the Project will deliver 

notable economic benefits to the Morrow County community and the broader region in 

the form of direct and indirect spending. Capital investment directly in the local and 

regional economy will include project development technical support, sub-contracting for 
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construction, construction material procurement, property taxes, landowner lease 

payments and long-term operations and maintenance. Applicant estimates that during 

the construction phase, the Project will directly employ more than 90 full-time workers. 

Additional “indirect” spending that occurs as a result of this Project, including lodging 

and meals during the construction period, is expected to provide further benefit for the 

local economy. In total, the Applicant estimates the Project will provide approximately 

$2,500,000 for both direct and indirect spending to the regional economy including 

labor. 

Public Facilities and Services Element (Goal 11) 

General Policies: 

“5. Utilities 

A. Programs should be continued to develop additional sources of electric power 

and other power sources to assure adequate service to the County area and its 

projected growth.” 

Now more than ever, the County is seeing growth requiring additional electricity. As 

reported by the Eastern Oregonian on May 9, 2017, in an article titled “Morrow County 

thwarts employment trends of rural Oregon”, the County’s economic base is growing as it 

adds food processors, biofuels and new data centers. This Project will generate power that 

will feed the local power grid and those burgeoning industries.  

There is a demonstrated need for the deployment of renewable resources, including 

solar, in Morrow County. The Project will produce a significant advancement of 

important county and state policies, without undermining the policies behind Goal 3. 

The Project Requires Specific Site Characteristics and High Solar Resource Value  

This prong of the Other Reasons Test requires that the Project have “special features 

or qualities that necessitates” locating the Project on the Project Area Extent.   

The Project is locationally dependent and the Project Area Extent was identified as a 

prime location due to its access to the County’s high solar insolation rates and its 

immediate proximity to electrical infrastructure capable of economically interconnecting 

the Project.  

As stated in Goal 13 of the Morrow County Comprehensive Plan, the County receives 

300 days of sunshine per year, making it a favorable location for siting solar projects. 

Solar data collected by the U.S. Department of Energy show that this area provides 

some of the best solar resource in Oregon (see Attachment R, Solar Resource Map). 

The Project Area Extent is located on a parcel across which runs Bonneville Power 

Administration’s (“BPA”) Boardman-to-Ione 69-kV transmission line. Through the 

interconnection study process with BPA, it has been determined that interconnecting 

the Project to this robust transmission line is both technically and economically feasible. 

Additionally, BPA’s infrastructure directly feeds the service territory of Portland General 
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Electric (“PGE”), to which the Project’s energy will be sold. This direct connection to 

PGE requires only one transmission wheeling fee (as opposed to a project which 

connects to one of the area’s electric cooperatives, which would require additional 

transmission wheeling fees).  

The combination of a good solar resource and access to low-cost interconnection and 

transmission constitute a unique resource upon which the Project is dependent. While 

the transmission line crosses several types of zoning, the Applicant has concluded that 

in order for the Project to reasonably utilize this unique resource, it must be located on 

EFU land (the alternative sites analysis is discussed in detail below at section B). 

2. Rural industrial Development Test  

Solar development on rural resource land is low impact and involves use of a non-

emitting, passive technology.  Once constructed, the Project requires only limited 

maintenance, which includes quarterly to annual maintenance of the electrical 

equipment and regular mowing and vegetation maintenance. Nonetheless, a solar 

photovoltaic energy generation facility, as defined under OAR 660-033-0130(38)(e), is a 

subcategory use of the “power generation facility” use category, which is commonly 

thought of as industrial development. Therefore, the Applicant analyses the Project 

under the Rural Industrial Development Test.  

The Rural Industrial Development Test contains three reasons the Applicant can reply 

upon when seeking an exception. The reasons, however, are not exclusive as the rule 

language says “may include, but are not limited to the following.” The Applicant 

demonstrates that there are reasons to warrant a Goal 3 exception under OAR 660-

004-0022(3)(a) and (c) below, although other reasons related to these two prongs of the 

test are included in the analysis for additional support.   

As discussed above in response to the ‘Other Reasons Test’, the Project is locationally 

dependent and the Project Area Extent was identified as a prime location due to its 

access to the County’s high solar insolation rates and its immediate proximity to 

electrical infrastructure capable of economically interconnecting the Project. This 

combination of factors can be considered a unique resource located on agricultural 

land, and the Project is significantly dependent on this unique resource consistent with 

OAR 660-004-0022(3)(a).   

The Project brings economic benefits to the County as described above in relation to 

the Economic Element of the Morrow County Comprehensive Plan. The Project 

displaces agricultural resource lands that are minimally productive. 

The Project Parcel has been owned and cultivated by the family of the landowner for 
over 70 years. According to the landowner, the soils at the Project Area Extent make it a 
relatively difficult area to grow crops and it is less productive than the majority of the 
1,959 acres in their farming operation. The shallow soils are particularly susceptible to 
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wind erosion and become gravelly and unproductive (see Attachment C, Landowner 
Support Letter). This claim is supported by the Soils Analysis (Attachment D), which 
shows that the Project Area Extent is comprised of soils classified with a land capability 
classification of 3e. The “e” indicates that the Natural Resources Conservation Service 
considers these soils to have “severe limitations that reduce the choice of plants or 
require special conservation practices, or both” due to erosion. 
 

The landowner does not have irrigation water rights or a history of water rights for the 

Project Parcel or any other properties in Morrow County (see Attachment Q, Water 

Rights Map). New water rights would be required for the Project Area Extent to become 

more productive cropland. The landowner does not have water rights to transfer to the 

property nor do they have any intention of acquiring new water rights. The Applicant is 

aware of Northeast Oregon Water Association’s (NOWA) Columbia River Supply 

Project, which is seeking to divert additional water from the Columbia River for parts of 

Morrow and Umatilla counties. However, the Project Area Extent is located outside the 

proposed place of use for those rights.  

Due to the poor soil quality at the Project Area Extent and the lack of irrigation rights, 

the landowner finds that these fields are among the least productive in their operation. 

Per the Landowner Support Letter (Attachment C), “consistently, the wheat yields for 

these fields are significantly lower than that of other fields.” The primary policy of Goal 3 

is to preserve land for agricultural production. Using this relatively unproductive 

agricultural land for solar development is a higher and better use of the land and directs 

solar development away from more productive farmland. For these reasons, the 

landowner has chosen to lease their land to construct the Harp Solar project. The 

annual lease payments will provide long-term, predictable revenue that will substitute 

the income generated from wheat farming. 

B. Areas Not Requiring a New Goal Exception Cannot Accommodate Use 

It is appropriate to consider multiple factors when determining whether there is alternate 

land that could "accommodate" solar development. It is not simply whether the zoning 

would allow the development without a Goal 3 exception.  The feasibility and practicality 

of developing such lands for a successful solar project must be considered as well as 

access to existing electrical and transportation infrastructure.    

 

A Goal 3 exception would not be required for urban land located within the cities of 

Morrow County.  A Goal 3 exception may also not be required for rural land zoned 

industrial under the MCZO.  For urban land, it is difficult to find the acreage needed to 

site utility-scale solar development on land with a viable solar resource.  These lands 

are often in close proximity to other uses which may be viewed as incompatible with 

utility-scale energy development.  For industrially-zoned land within the County, land 

may be limited and not offer the topography and proximity to existing energy 

infrastructure that makes solar development feasible.  Urban and rural industrial land is 

also expensive and can make the economics of a solar project unfeasible.   
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Critical to this Project’s success is the unique resource that is BPA’s Boardman-to-Ione 

69-kV transmission line (hereafter “the Transmission Line”), which has adequate 

electrical capacity and requires limited new infrastructure for interconnection. BPA owns 

26.4 miles of the Transmission Line and the Applicant conducted an Alternative Sites 

Analysis for the land adjacent to the Transmission Line to identify potential sites for 

development of a solar facility.  

 

When siting a project of this size, the Applicant looks for approximately 100 acres of 

usable land within about a mile of the Transmission Line. Starting at the northern 

terminus of the Transmission Line, the Applicant ruled out the land zoned industrial due 

to severely limited space which is predominately used for irrigated crops and congested 

with existing transmission lines. The land zoned farm residential was ruled out because 

it is all developed for residences and irrigated crops. The remaining land along the 

along the northern 17.6 miles of the Transmission Line, which is zoned EFU, was ruled 

out because that land is all considered high-value farmland in ORS 195.300(10)(c) as 

“land that is in an exclusive farm use zone…within the place of use for a permit, 

certificate or decree for the use of water for irrigation issued by the Water Resources 

Department”.  Table 1 shows a summary of the analysis of the land adjacent to the 

Transmission Line.
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Table 1: Alternatives Analysis - Transmission Line Segments 

Seg-

ment 

# 

Description of 

segment 

Dist-

ance 

Zoning of 

Adjacent Land 

Siting Considerations Conclusion 

1 S from Boardman 

SS, across high-

voltage Tx lines and 

I-84 

0.5 

miles 

0.45 miles General 

Industrial; 0.05 

miles Port 

Industrial 

Insufficient land due to existing agricultural 

fields and the myriad electrical transmission 

and distribution lines congesting the area; all 

underlying land has existing water rights.  

Ruled out of consideration. 

2 S from I-84, turning 

east to Root Ln 

0.5 

miles 

Farm Residential All adjacent land is developed for residential 

or irrigated crops with existing water rights; 

zoning not appropriate for solar. 

Ruled out of consideration. 

3 E from Root Ln, S 

across Wilson Ln 

along W of 

Bombing Range Rd 

to start of Bombing 

Range  

2.6 

miles 

2.35 miles EFU; 

0.25 miles of 

General Industrial 

on one side, EFU 

on other side 

All adjacent land is developed for irrigated 

crops with existing water rights. EFU portion 

of land considered high-value farmland.  

Ruled out of consideration. 

4 S along eastern 

boundary of 

Bombing Range, 

then W along 

southern boundary 

of Bombing Range 

14 

miles 

Naval Weapon 

Systems Training 

Facility on one 

side, EFU on other 

side 

All EFU land is developed for irrigated crops 

with existing water rights and therefore 

considered high-value farmland. 

Ruled out of consideration. 

5 S through ag land 

along Juniper 

Canyon to Baseline 

Ln 

8.8 

miles 

EFU All land is non-irrigated ag land, majority is 

along the base of canyon with adjacent 

steep hillsides. All available land considered 

arable land requiring Goal 3 exception. 

Acceptable if minimal impact to high-

value farmland and acceptable slope. 

Alternative considerations include gen-

tie distance, topographic site 

characteristics and existing access. 
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Figure 4: Alternatives Analysis Map, Northern Section 
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Eliminating the land along the northern 17.6 miles of the Transmission Line left the land 

along the southern 8.8 miles for consideration. The Applicant analyzed land within one 

mile of this southern section of the Transmission Line, not including the land within the 

Naval Weapon Systems Training Facility, which totals 12,079 acres (hereafter the 

“Buffer Area”). Critical to the analysis of the Buffer Area was consideration of 1) the 

characterization of the land as arable vs high-value farmland and 2) the characteristics 

of particular sites, especially the distance of gen-tie required to interconnect the project 

to the Transmission Line and the slope of the land.  

First, the Applicant analyzed the characterization of the land in the Buffer Area. Arable 

land is defined at OAR 660-033-0130(38) as land that is part of a tract of land that is 

predominately cultivated. Nearly all the tracts in the Buffer Area are cultivated and 

therefore considered arable land. There is only one tract which is not cultivated and 

therefore not arable land; that exception is a tract owned by the Nature Conservancy 

near the intersection of Juniper Canyon Rd and Little Juniper Canyon Rd, which is 

unsuitable for development due to the steep topography dropping into the canyons and 

due to its ownership by a land conservation organization which seeks to protect the 

land from development. With this conclusion, the Applicant determined that the only 

available land in the Buffer Area is considered arable land and therefore any project of 

this size, which will occupy more than 20 acres, will require a Goal 3 exception. 

High-value farmland is defined at ORS 195.300(10)(f), which considers land to be high-

value farmland if it is (1) in an EFU zone, (2) within the Columbia Valley AVA, and (3) 

meets specific AVA characteristics related to elevation, aspect, and slope. All the land 

in the Buffer Area meets the first two criteria of being EFU zoned and within the 

Columbia Valley AVA. To test the third criteria, the Applicant utilized a dataset created 

by the Oregon Ocean-Coastal Management Program - Department of Land 

Conservation and Development (titled sde.gis.pln_or_viticultural_areas_2007) which 

identifies land that is high-value farmland based on being within an AVA and meeting 

those specific criteria set forth in ORS 195.300(10)(f).  A GIS analysis showed that 41% 

of land within the Buffer Area is considered high-value farmland.  

Table 2: Alternatives Analysis – Southern Section Available Land Characterization Summary 

Description Acreage % of Buffer Area 

Buffer Area  12,079  

Arable Land* 11,730 97% 

High-value farmland** 4,919 41% 

*  As defined in OAR 660-033-0130(38)(a) 

** As defined in ORS 195.300
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Figure 5: Alternatives Analysis Map - Southern Section 



 

OE Solar 1, LLC   Page 23 of 28 
Goal 3 Exception Request 

Following this characterization of the land, the Applicant scouted for land in the Buffer 

Area which would have the least impacts to high-value farmland. The Applicant 

identified 12 sites with adequate acreage and limited impact to high-value farmland, as 

shown in Figure 5. To compare sites, the Applicant considered (1) the required length 

of gen-tie to interconnect the Project to the transmission line, (2) the shape of the site 

and slopes for design considerations, and (3) the existing access available to the site. 

This comparison led to the identification of the Project Parcel, which (1) requires no 

gen-tie to interconnect, (2) has a regular shape and slopes which can be economically 

built upon, and (3) is immediately accessible from an existing road.  

In summary, the Applicant conducted an Alternative Sites Analysis to identify 

appropriate land for a solar project to interconnect to BPA’s Boardman-to-Ione 

transmission line. Considering land availability, appropriate zoning and minimal impacts 

to high-value farmland, land along the northern portion of the Transmission Line was 

removed from consideration. From the remaining land within one-mile of the 

Transmission Line, the Applicant chose the Project Parcel for its minimal impacts from 

development. Furthermore, from this analysis, the County can find that areas not 

requiring a new Goal 3 exception cannot accommodate the use. 

C. Environmental, Economic, Social and Energy Consequences Favor the 
Exception 

Environmental 

The Project Area Extent is located on agricultural land categorized as Habitat Category 

6 defined per the ODFW Habitat Mitigation Policy set forth in OAR 635-415-0000 

through -0025 and verified by field surveys conducted by Northwest Wildlife 

Consultants, Inc. in May 2017.  The Project will not cause significant adverse 

environmental consequences because Category 6 habitat has a low potential to 

become essential or important habitat for fish and wildlife, and no habitat mitigation is 

required per the ODFW Habitat Mitigation Policy (see Attachment H, Wildlife Survey 

and Habitat Assessment). Additionally, to ensure minimal impacts to wildlife, the 

Applicant consulted with the ODFW and US Fish and Wildlife Services, including a site 

visit to the Project on February 8, 2018. Both agencies have provided letters of review 

for the Project (see ODFW Letter, Attachment J and USFWS Letter, Attachment K). 

 

A site review for any potential impact to Federal endangered species was completed in 

June 2017 via the Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (“ODFW”) online mapping 

platform, Compass, and the United States Fish & Wildlife Service (“USFWS”) 

Information for Planning and Conservation (“IPaC”) Trust Resource Report. No critical 

habitats were found within the Project Area Extent (see Attachment I, USFWS IPaC 

Report).  

 

To further investigate any potential biological issues, a formal data request was made to 

the Oregon Biodiversity Information Center (“ORBIC”) to identify records of any 
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ecologically significant areas and/or listed endangered, threatened, or special concern 

species within a two-mile radius of the area. 

 

Additionally, a Wildlife Habitat Assessment and Habitat Categorization Assessment was 

completed in June 2017 (see Attachment H, Wildlife Survey and Habitat Assessment). 

This included a spring season on-site survey for special status wildlife species, 

recording all vertebrate wildlife species detected. The biologist found that it is extremely 

unlikely that the Project Area Extent could support Washington ground squirrels and 

their travel through the landscape would be very infrequent. It was also found that the 

Project Area Extent also provides little value for other native wildlife species. 

 

Further, any construction of the Project must adhere to the solar siting standards in 

OAR 660-033-0130(38), which require a project-specific erosion control plan.  The 

erosion control plan will use general "best management practices" for erosion control 

during and after construction. The erosion control plan is provided as an attachment to 

the CUP application. 

 

The plan will also provide for permanent drainage and erosion control facilities as 

necessary to allow stormwater passage without damage to local roads or to adjacent 

areas and without increasing sedimentation of intermittent streams. Applicant will also 

obtain a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) permit, which will 

contain soil erosion control measures that will be adhered to throughout project 

construction.  

 

The Applicant does not anticipate any unmitigated adverse impacts on soils, wetlands, 

protected areas, water resources, threatened and endangered species, scenic 

resources, historic, cultural and archaeological resources, or public services as a result 

of this Goal 3 exception request, particularly given that the Project will be subject to 

conditional use review. As demonstrated in the National Wetlands Inventory Map 

(Attachment M) and the FEMA Map (Attachment N), the Project is located outside any 

wetlands and is outside the 100-year floodplain and will have no impact to wet features. 

Because of the relatively low presence of habitat, water, and other environmental 

resources present on the site, other sites that would also require a Goal 3 exception 

would either have the same or greater environmental impacts from the development of 

a solar project.   

 
Socioeconomic 

The Project will not have any adverse socioeconomic consequences. Economically, the 

Project will contribute additional income to the local tax base and to the property owners 

in the form of recurring lease payments. The economic impact to the tax base and local 

community in spending and job creation is described in detail above. Additionally, the 

Project will foster traditional rural lifestyles and opportunities by offering the landowner a 

long-term, predictable annual revenue stream to supplement the financial impacts of 
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vacillating market forces inherent in farming.  

 

Applicant has consulted with Oregon’s State Historic Preservation Office (“SHPO”) on 

this Project and has received letters indicating their concurrence that no historic 

properties will be affected by the Project and to proceed with caution on construction of 

the facility as it relates to underground cultural resources, which will be addressed 

through the implementation of an inadvertent discovery plan, requiring all construction 

to cease in event of a found artifact, until a qualified archeologist has been contacted 

(see Attachment O, SHPO Historic Concurrence Letter and Attachment P, SHPO 

Cultural Concurrence Letter). Additionally, the Applicant has completed outreach to the 

Oregon Legislative Commission on Indian Services to identify which Tribes may have 

an interest in the proposed footprint of the project as well as initiated outreach to the 

Tribes identified. There are no cultural or archaeological resources identified on the 

National Registry of Historic Places (“NHRP”) at the Project Area Extent.  

 
Energy 

The Project will create solar generation capacity of up to 10 MW, resulting in 

approximately 22,500 MWh of renewable electricity each year. That is enough to power 

over 2,000 average Oregon households and results in an annual emissions reduction of 

over 37 million pounds of CO2e (equivalent to removing over 3,500 passenger vehicles 

from the road for). Thus, the energy consequences of removing the Project Area from 

Goal 3 protection will be positive. The renewable, emissions-free energy produced by 

the Project will help the region meet increasing energy demands. 

 
D. Solar Development on the Project Area Is Compatible with Other Adjacent 

Uses 

Solar development within the Project Area Extent is compatible with adjacent land uses, 

which include dryland wheat farming and farm residences.  

 

Beyond the fenced project footprint and the estimated 250-foot collector line, no roads 

or other facilities will be constructed and accommodations for the Project will not 

negatively impact the landowner’s current operations. Specifically, the dirt road across 

the Project Parcel used to access the landowner’s fields to the north will be left 

unaffected. As noted in the Landowner Support Letter (Attachment C), the landowner 

will continue to farm the remainder of its cultivated property on the Project Parcel 

(immediately to the north and west of the Project Area Extent). 

 

The Project requires minimal new interconnection infrastructure to be built by BPA in 

the form of an on-site line-tap, and as such, the Project will not require any new 

overhead gen-tie lines across adjacent properties at the point of interconnection. Thus, 

this site minimizes potential impacts from solar development. The adjacent parcels will 

continue to be farmed used for common agricultural practices. The Project will be 
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unoccupied and will not cause any change to or increase in the cost of accepted 

agricultural practices. Access from Baseline Lane to adjacent parcels will not be 

affected. Plowing and harvesting patterns on adjacent properties can continue 

unchanged. In compliance with OAR 660-033-0130(38), Applicant will work with the 

Morrow County Weed Control Supervisor to develop and implement a weed control 

plan. This will prevent the spread of weeds to adjacent farmland. 

 

There are some residences to the east and west of the Project Parcel, along Baseline 

Lane. A glare analysis utilizing the Solar Glare Hazard Analysis Tool was conducted 

and no glare was found at these residences (see Attachment L, SGHAT Glare 

Analysis). 

 
There are no anticipated long-term adverse traffic impacts associated with the Project’s 

construction or operation. Any increase in traffic will largely occur at the beginning of 

construction during delivery of construction equipment and materials. Daily construction 

traffic for personnel is estimated to be 50-70 vehicles per day and will include cars, 

pickup trucks, and other personnel vehicles.  

There will be limited traffic to and from the Project during operation. Traffic will mostly 

be limited to maintenance crews for mowing and vegetation maintenance. Quarterly to 

yearly maintenance on the solar array components will most likely occur, along with site 

visits for any operational issues that may arise during normal operation.  

E. The Project Will Further Important State Policies 

The Project will produce a significant advancement of important state policies. The 

Oregon Statewide Planning Goal 13 (Energy Conservation) calls for the development of 

renewable energy resources. In addition to Statewide Planning Goal 13 and Morrow 

County policies, the state of Oregon published a Renewable Energy Action Plan (ODOE, 

2005). The Renewable Energy Action Plan requires significant, additional development of 

renewable resources, including solar energy. In 2007, the Oregon legislature passed 

Senate Bill 838 establishing Oregon's Renewable Portfolio Standard for electricity, 

requiring up to 25 percent of electricity sold to retail customers in Oregon be derived 

from renewable energy resources by 2025.  In 2016, the Oregon legislature passed SB 

1547 that further increased Oregon's Renewable Portfolio Standard from 25 percent to 

50 percent by 2040.  The Oregon Legislative Assembly has enacted numerous tax 

credits and economic development incentives favoring renewable energy development, 

including House Bill 3492 that was effective October 5, 2015.  Oregon's numerous 

programs together reflect a comprehensive state policy of supporting renewable energy 

development.  See further ORS 757.612 (creating system benefit charge, a portion of 

the funds from which go to renewable energy); ORS 757.603(2) (requiring Oregon 

electric utilities to provide retail customers with at least one option including significant 

percentage of renewable energy); ORS 469A.205. 
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IV. CONCLUSION AND REQUEST FOR EXCEPTION 
 

As set forth in this application, the County can reasonably find that a Goal 3 exception 

is warranted for the Project Area Extent as each criteria in ORS 197.732(2)(c)(A)-(D) is 

met. There are compelling reasons that justify removing the Project Area Extent from 

Goal 3 protection, which include: 1) the location provides a comparative advantage for 

this rural industrial development which will benefit the county economy and cause only 

minimal loss of resource lands, and 2) there is a demonstrated need for the Project 

based on the requirements of Goals 9, 11 and 13. Other areas that do not require a 

new exception and that could otherwise reasonably accommodate the use are not 

available. The Project does not create any significant adverse economic, social, 

environmental, or energy consequences. Solar development on the Project Area Extent 

is compatible with adjacent land uses.  For these reasons and those set forth in the 

record, Applicant respectfully requests approval of the Goal 3 exception request. 
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V. ATTACHMENTS 
 

A. About Us – OneEnergy 

B. Preliminary Site Plan 

C. Landowner Support Letter 

D. Soils Analysis 

E. NRCS Soils Report 

F. Prime Farmland List for Oregon 

G. AVA Map 

H. Wildlife Survey and Habitat Assessment 

I. USFWS IPaC Report 

J. ODFW Letter 

K. USFWS Letter 

L. SGHAT Glare Study 

M. National Wetlands Inventory Map 

N. FEMA Map 

O. SHPO Historic Concurrence Letter 

P. SHPO Cultural Concurrence Letter 

Q. Water Rights Map 

R. Solar Resource Map 

 

 



OneEnergy Renewables, founded in 2009, is a privately held company actively 
developing a significant pipeline of utility scale solar projects nationwide. Pioneers 
of the offsite solar project model, we specialize in pre-construction development of 
ground mounted solar PV projects.

AS A CERTIFIED B-CORP, ONEENERGY ENTHUSIASTICALLY EMBRACES AND 
MEETS RIGOROUS STANDARDS OF BUSINESS, SOCIAL, AND ENVIRONMENTAL 
PERFORMANCE, ACCOUNTABILITY, AND TRANSPARENCY. IT’S HOW WE DO 
BUSINESS, PLAIN AND SIMPLE.

Our experienced team of renewable energy professionals pair de-risked projects with 
advanced energy procurement and financial solutions to deliver construction-ready 
and operational solar assets.

oneenergyrenewables.com @oneenergyinc



WYE MILLS SOLAR

LOCATION
QUEEN ANNE’S COUNTY, MD
SIZE
13.6 MW
OPERATIONAL
FALL 2016
CUSTOMER
JOHNS HOPKINS MEDICINE
OWNER
SOLAR CITY

CAMBRIDGE SOLAR

LOCATION
DORCHETER COUNTY, MD
SIZE
4.3 MW
OPERATIONAL
SPRING 2015
CUSTOMER
NATIONAL AQUARIUM
OWNER
CONSTELLATION

STEEL BRIDGE SOLAR

LOCATION
POLK COUNTY, OR
SIZE
3 MW
OPERATIONAL
SPRING 2016
CUSTOMER
PORTLAND GEN. ELECTRIC
OWNER
NRG

BLUE BASIN POWER

LOCATION
KLAMATH COUNTY, OR
SIZE
4 MW
OPERATIONAL
FALL 2016
CUSTOMER
PACIFIC POWER
OWNER
SOLAR CITY

ACTIVE MARKETS + PROJECT HIGHLIGHTS

oneenergyrenewables.com @oneenergyinc
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THIS PROJECT CONSISTS OF THE

DESIGN AND INSTALLATION OF A 10

MW AC SOLAR PHOTOVOLTAIC

PLANT TO BE LOCATED IN

MORROW COUNTY, OR. THE PV
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MODULES INSTALLED INTO

ARRAYS WHICH WILL TRACK THE

SUN AROUND A SINGLE AXIS. THE

ARRAY WILL BE CONNECTED

THROUGH (5) INVERTER / STEP UP

TRANSFORMER STATIONS AND

REQUIRED GRID PROTECTION

EQUIPMENT, TO THE BONNEVILLE

POWER ADMINISTRATION 69KV

LINE LOCATED ON THE WEST SIDE

OF THE PARCEL.

·

·

·

·

·

·

·

·

·

VICINITY MAP

P

R

E

L

I
M

I
N

A

R

Y

N

O

T

 
F

O

R

 
C

O

N

S

T

R

U

C

T

I
O

N

PRELIMINARY LAYOUT

SCALE: 1" = 130'

N

N

ELECTRICAL SUMMARY

LAND USAGE

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NOTES 1.  PROJECT IS IN IONE RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT. ACCESS ROADS AND GATES WILL COMPLY WITH GUIDANCE FOUND IN THE, "2014 PROJECT IS IN IONE RURAL FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT. ACCESS ROADS AND GATES WILL COMPLY WITH GUIDANCE FOUND IN THE, "2014 OREGON FIRE CODE FIRE APPARATUS ACCESS ROADS, APPENDIX D." GATES 20' IN WIDTH W/ ACCESSIBLE HARDWARE PER FIRE DEPARTMENT REQUIREMENTS SHALL BE INSTALLED. 2. FIRE ACCESS ROADS SHALL BE 20' IN WIDTH, WITH INNER TURNING RADIUS OF 28' AND OUTER TURNING RADIUS OF 48' AND BUILT ON NO FIRE ACCESS ROADS SHALL BE 20' IN WIDTH, WITH INNER TURNING RADIUS OF 28' AND OUTER TURNING RADIUS OF 48' AND BUILT ON NO GREATER THAN 10% SLOPES. 3. SOLAR PANELS TO REACH A MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF 12' - SEE DETAIL. MODULE GLAZING SHALL INCLUDE AN INDUSTRY STANDARD, SOLAR PANELS TO REACH A MAXIMUM HEIGHT OF 12' - SEE DETAIL. MODULE GLAZING SHALL INCLUDE AN INDUSTRY STANDARD, ANTI-REFLECTIVE COATING 4. CENTRALIZED INVERTERS AND MEDIUM VOLTAGE STEP UP TRANSFORMERS SHALL BE PAD MOUNTED ADJACENT TO THE ARRAY. CENTRALIZED INVERTERS AND MEDIUM VOLTAGE STEP UP TRANSFORMERS SHALL BE PAD MOUNTED ADJACENT TO THE ARRAY. 5. SHADING PATTERN IS CALCULATED BASED ON REPRESENTATIVE DAYS IN DECEMBER, JANUARY, FEBRUARY, AND JUNE. IT TAKES INTO ACCOUNT SHADING PATTERN IS CALCULATED BASED ON REPRESENTATIVE DAYS IN DECEMBER, JANUARY, FEBRUARY, AND JUNE. IT TAKES INTO ACCOUNT SITE LATITUDE/LONGITUDE AND ELEVATIONS DURING CRITICAL HOURS OF PRODUCTION. MISCELLANEOUS NOTES 1.  ALTA SURVEY PROVIDED BY PIONEER SURVEYINGALTA SURVEY PROVIDED BY PIONEER SURVEYING

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT INFORMATION 1. LOCATION: REAL PROPERTY SITUATED IN MORROW COUNTY, OREGON, TAX LOT # 01N25E 00000 3401. LOCATION: REAL PROPERTY SITUATED IN MORROW COUNTY, OREGON, TAX LOT # 01N25E 00000 3401. 2. SIZE: THE PROJECT FOOTPRINT AS CURRENTLY DESIGNED IS APPROXIMATELY 85 ACRES, LOCATED WHOLLY SIZE: THE PROJECT FOOTPRINT AS CURRENTLY DESIGNED IS APPROXIMATELY 85 ACRES, LOCATED WHOLLY WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA EXTENT. EXACT LOCATIONS OF FACILITIES DETAILED IN THIS PRELIMINARY SITE PLAN ARE SUBJECT TO CHANGE RESULTANT FROM FORTHCOMING TECHNICAL STUDIES. HOWEVER, THE MAXIMUM FOOTPRINT WILL NOT EXCEED 99 ACRES, LOCATED WHOLLY WITHIN THE PROJECT AREA EXTENT. A FINAL SITE PLAN WILL BE PROVIDED PRIOR TO COMMENCEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION. 3. THE ZONING FOR THIS PROPERTY IS EXCLUSIVE FARM USE (EFU). THE BUILDING SETBACKS ARE DESCRIBED THE ZONING FOR THIS PROPERTY IS EXCLUSIVE FARM USE (EFU). THE BUILDING SETBACKS ARE DESCRIBED BELOW PURSUANT TO MORROW COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE (MCZO) 3.010(M). 4. PROPOSED USE: PHOTOVOLTAIC SOLAR POWER GENERATING FACILITY, ALLOWABLE PER MCZO 3.010(C)(24). PROPOSED USE: PHOTOVOLTAIC SOLAR POWER GENERATING FACILITY, ALLOWABLE PER MCZO 3.010(C)(24). THE LAYOUT DEMONSTRATES THAT THE PROJECT CAN COMPLY WITH ALL REQUIRED STANDARDS AND CRITERIA OF THE MORROW COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE AS FOLLOWS: MORROW COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE ARTICLE 3 - EXCLUSIVE FARM USE, EFU ZONE COMMERCIAL FACILITIES FOR GENERATING POWER (MCZO 3.010(K)) LAND DIVISIONS (MCZO 3.010(L)) YARDS (MCZO 3.010(M)) MORROW COUNTY ZONING ORDINANCE ARTICLE 4 - SUPPLEMENTARY PROVISIONS ACCESS (MCZ0 4.010) SIGHT DISTANCE (MCZO 4.020) PERMIT REQUIREMENTS FOR LAND USE DEVELOPMENT (MCZO 4.035) OFF STREET VEHICLE PARKING REQUIREMENTS (MCZO 4.040) STANDARDS FOR TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT (MCZO 4.160) GENERAL CONDITIONS (MCZO 6.030)



Rena Marquardt 
Bill & Rena Marquardt, LLC 
67070 Marquardt Rd 

Lexington, OR 97839 

February 15, 2018 

Carla Mclane 
Director 
Morrow County Planning Department 
205 Third Street NE 
Irrigon, OR 97844 

RE: Harp Solar Project 

Dear Ms. Mclane, 

The Harp Solar project is a proposed photovoltaic solar power generation facility in Morrow 
County on land owned by our family on tax lot 3 401 in Township 1 North, Range 25 East. As the 
landowner, we support the project and provide the following information in support of OE Solar 1 
LLC's request for a Conditional Use Permit and Goal 3 exception. 

The proposed site for the project has been owned by the family for more than 70 years and has 
been historically cultivated for dryland wheat. The fields on which the project Is proposed are 
among the least productive of our 1,959 acres In Morrow County. The shallow soils are subject 
to wind erosion which leaves a gravelly unproductive soil behind. Consistently these fields have 

biannual wheat yields that are significantly lower than that of other fields we farm. Additionally, 
this site has never been irrigated and our family does not have any water rights or the intention 

of acquiring new water rights for this part of our property. 

Because the site has limited productivity and is not Irrigated, we have chosen to lease our land 
to construct the Harp Solar project at the proposed site, which will be a higher and better use of 
this portion of our land while we continue to farm our more productive farmland. The annual 
lease payments from the project will provide long-term, predictable revenue while broadening 
the Income generated by our landholdings to more than Just farming. Moreover, the project will 

not adversely impact or increase the cost of farming practices near the project. We do not 
anticipate any changes to our ongoing wheat farming operations nor those of our neighbors 
resulting from the construction or operation of the proposed project. 

Sincerely, 

Rena Marquardt 
Representative, 
BIii & Rena Marquardt, LLC 
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HARP SOLAR 

S O I L S  A N A L Y S I S  

I. DEFINITIONS  

Project Area: Harp Solar is a proposed 10 megawatt (“MW”) photovoltaic (“PV”) solar generation facility in 

Morrow County, Oregon, approximately 6 miles east of Ione (the “Project”). The Project will consist of PV 

panels, inverters, mounting infrastructure, an electrical collection system, operation and maintenance 

(“O&M”) building, private access roads, interior roads, security fencing, a new collector substation and 

electrical interconnection infrastructure including a line tap to the existing 69 kilovolt (“kV”) Bonneville 

Power Administration (“BPA”) transmission line located on-site. The Project’s maximum permanent 

footprint, including all Project components, shall not exceed 99 acres (“Project Area”). This Project Area 

will be wholly located within the Project Area Extent (defined below). 

 

Project Area Extent: The Project Area will be within the defined micrositing boundary encompassing 

approximately 132 acres (“Project Area Extent”).  

 

Project Parcel: The 382-acre parcel on which the Project will be built (“Project Parcel”). The parcel is 

known as Morrow County tax lot 3401 in Township 1 North, Range 25 East.  

 

Permitting Approach:  OE Solar 1, LLC (“Applicant”) requests that the conditional use permit (“CUP”) and 

the Goal 3 exception, give the Applicant flexibility to microsite the precise location of Project components 

within the Project Area Extent based on a final design layout.  The design layout included in Applicant’s 

permit package is preliminary but demonstrates that the Project does, or can subject to conditions, satisfy 

the applicable Morrow County approval criteria and development standards. The permitting approach 

allows Applicant the ability to refine the spacing of solar modules and the location for the associated 

access roads, location of the O&M building, collector lines, staging areas, and other above-ground 

facilities within the Project Area Extent when finalizing the construction design.  It also allows Applicant 

the ability to further minimize potential impacts and deliver the most effective and efficient Project 

consistent with landowner needs. 

 

Project Parcel  

(382 acres) 

 

Project Area Extent 

(132 acres) 

 
Project Area  

(not to exceed 99 acres)   

Figure 1: Area Definitions 



Harp Solar   Page 3 of 7 
Soils Analysis 

 

II. SOIL TYPES 

The Project Area Extent, totaling 131.5 acres, is comprised of 120.0 acres of Ritzville silt loam (45B and 

45C) and 11.5 acres of Willis silt loam (75C). (See Attachment E, NRCS Soils Report.) The entire Project 

Parcel is not irrigated and does not have water rights for agricultural irrigation (see Attachment P, Water 

Rights Map and Attachment C, Landowner Letter of Support). When not irrigated, the soil types found 

within the Project Area Extent are considered by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (“NRCS”) 

to have a “land capability classification” of Class 3e. NRCS states that “Class 3 soils have severe 

limitations that reduce the choice of plants or require special conservation practices, or both.” The “e” 

component of the classification is a subclass which refers to erosion as being the limitation involved. 

Further, both soil types are not considered “Prime Farmland” when not irrigated by the US Department of 

Agriculture. (See Attachment F, Prime Farmland List for Oregon.)  

 

Soil Map Unit Name  
(Map Unit Symbol) 

Land Capability 
Class 

Acres % of Total 
Acres 

Ritzville silt loam, 2-7% slopes (45B) 3e 76.3 58% 

Ritzville silt loam, 7-12% slopes (45C) 3e 43.7 33.2% 

Willis silt loam, 5-12% slopes (75C) 3e 11.5 8.8% 

Totals  131.5 100% 
Table 1: Soil Types at Project Area Extent 

Within the Project Area Extent, the Project Area will occupy a maximum of 99 acres. (See Attachment B, 

Preliminary Layout.) Because the Project Area Extent is comprised entirely of Class 3 soils, Applicant 

assumes for purposes of the impacts analysis that the final Project Area will impact up to 99 acres of 

Class 3 soils.   

III. ARABLE LAND V. HIGH-VALUE FARMLAND  

As outlined in Oregon Administrative Rule (“OAR”) 660 Division 33, a photovoltaic solar power generation 

facility must abide by different rules depending on the number of acres precluded by 1) high-value 

farmland and 2) arable land. OAR 660-033-0130(38)(f) and (g) provide: 

(f) For high-value farmland described at ORS 195.300(10), a photovoltaic solar power generation 

facility shall not preclude more than 12 acres from use as a commercial agricultural enterprise 

unless an exception is taken pursuant to ORS197.732 and OAR chapter 660, division 4. 

(g) For arable lands a photovoltaic solar power generation facility shall not preclude more than 20 

acres from use as a commercial agricultural enterprise unless an exception is taken pursuant to 

ORS197.732 and OAR chapter 660, division 4. 

Simply, if more than 12 acres of high-value farmland are precluded then a Goal 3 Exception is required by 

OAR 660-033-0130(38)(f). If fewer than 12 acres of high-value farmland, but more than 20 acres of arable 

land are precluded, then a Goal 3 Exception is required by OAR 660-033-0130(38)(g).  

A. ARABLE LAND 

As stated above, the Project Area Extent is comprised of Class 3 soils and is predominately used for 

dryland wheat farming.  Therefore, under OAR 660-033-0130(38)(a) and (b), the Project Area Extent is 

comprised of arable land and arable soils using the NRCS soils classifications system.  The Project’s 

permanent footprint (e.g. the Project Ara) will impact up to 99 acres of arable land, thus triggering a Goal 

3 exception under OAR 660-033-0130(38)(f). However, because the Project Area Extent is located within 

the mapped Columbia Valley American Viticulture Area (“AVA”), the Applicant must further evaluate the 
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Project Area Extent to determine if, (1) if the Project Area Extent also contains high-value farmland as 

defined ORS 195.300(10), and (2) whether the Project’s permanent footprint would impact more than 12 

acres of high-value farmland thus triggering a Goal 3 exception under OAR 660-033-0130(38)(f).   

B. HIGH-VALUE FARMLAND 

The solar siting rule cross-references ORS 195.300(10) for purposes of defining high-value farmland.  

ORS chapter 195.300 to 195.336 contains the statutory provisions governing “Just Compensation for 

Land Use Regulations,” which implement Oregon Measure 37 and Measure 49.  ORS 195.300(10) 

broadly defines “high-value farmland” and establishes six categories of high-value farmland: 

ORS 195.300(10) “High-value farmland” means: 

ORS 195.300(10)(a) High-value farmland as described in ORS 215.710 (High-value farmland 

description for ORS 215.705) that is land in an exclusive farm use zone or a mixed farm and 

forest zone, except that the dates specified in ORS 215.710 (High-value farmland description for 

ORS 215.705) (2), (4) and (6) are December 6, 2007. 

Response: This section refers to a separate statute, ORS 215.710, which further defines high-

value farmland in four subsections, (1) through (4). As demonstrated below, the land within the 

Project Area Extent does not meet the definition of high-value farmland by these criteria: 

ORS 215.710(1) For purposes of ORS 215.705 (Dwellings in farm or forest zone), high-

value farmland is land in a tract composed predominantly of soils that, at the time the 

siting of a dwelling is approved for the tract, are: 

(a)Irrigated and classified prime, unique, Class I or Class II; or 

(b)Not irrigated and classified prime, unique, Class I or Class II. 

Response: The Project Area Extent is not irrigated and all the soils are classified as 

Class III. Therefore, the Project Area Extent is not considered high-value farmland by this 

criterion, which indicates that it is not high-value farmland based on its soil type. 

 

ORS 215.710(2) In addition to that land described in subsection (1) of this section, for 

purposes of ORS 215.705 (Dwellings in farm or forest zone), high-value farmland, if 

outside the Willamette Valley, includes tracts growing specified perennials as 

demonstrated by the most recent aerial photography of the Agricultural Stabilization and 

Conservation Service of the United States Department of Agriculture taken prior to 

November 4, 1993. For purposes of this subsection, specified perennials means 

perennials grown for market or research purposes including, but not limited to, nursery 

stock, berries, fruits, nuts, Christmas trees or vineyards but not including seed crops, hay, 

pasture or alfalfa. 

Response: The Project Area Extent is used to for dryland wheat farming, which is 

specifically not included as a perennial and the land is therefore not considered high-

value farmland by this criterion. 

 
ORS 215.710(3) In addition to that land described in subsection (1) of this section, for 

purposes of ORS 215.705 (Dwellings in farm or forest zone), high-value farmland, if in 

the Willamette Valley, includes tracts composed predominantly of the following soils in 

Class III or IV or composed predominantly of a combination of soils described in 

subsection (1) of this section and the following soils: 

 

https://www.oregonlaws.org/ors/2013/215.705


Harp Solar   Page 5 of 7 
Soils Analysis 

(a)Subclassification IIIe, specifically, Bellpine, Bornstedt, Burlington, Briedwell, 

Carlton, Cascade, Chehalem, Cornelius, Cornelius Variant, Cornelius and Kinton, 

Helvetia, Hillsboro, Hullt, Jory, Kinton, Latourell, Laurelwood, Melbourne, 

Multnomah, Nekia, Powell, Price, Quatama, Salkum, Santiam, Saum, Sawtell, 

Silverton, Veneta, Willakenzie, Woodburn and Yamhill; 

(b)Subclassification IIIw, specifically, Concord, Conser, Cornelius Variant, Dayton 

(thick surface) and Sifton (occasionally flooded); 

(c)Subclassification IVe, specifically, Bellpine Silty Clay Loam, Carlton, Cornelius, 

Jory, Kinton, Latourell, Laurelwood, Powell, Quatama, Springwater, Willakenzie 

and Yamhill; and 

(d)Subclassification IVw, specifically, Awbrig, Bashaw, Courtney, Dayton, Natroy, 

Noti and Whiteson. 

 

Response: The Project Area Extent is located outside of the Willamette Valley and is 

therefore not considered high-value farmland by this criterion.  

 
ORS 215.710(4) In addition to that land described in subsection (1) of this section, for 

purposes of ORS 215.705 (Dwellings in farm or forest zone), high-value farmland, if west 

of the summit of the Coast Range and used in conjunction with a dairy operation on 

January 1, 1993, includes tracts composed predominantly of the following soils in Class 

III or IV or composed predominantly of a combination of soils described in subsection (1) 

of this section and the following soils: 

 
(a)Subclassification IIIe, specifically, Astoria, Hembre, Knappa, Meda, Quillayutte and 

Winema; 

(b)Subclassification IIIw, specifically, Brenner and Chitwoo(c)Subclassification IVe, 

specifically, Astoria, Hembre, Meda, Nehalan, Neskowin and Winema; and 

(d)Subclassification IVw, specifically, Coquille. 

 
Response: The Project Area Extent site is not located west of the summit of the Coast 

Range and is therefore not considered high-value farmland by this criterion. 

 
ORS 195.300(10)(b) Land west of U.S. Highway 101 that is composed predominantly of 

the following soils in Class III or IV or composed predominantly of a combination of the 

soils described in ORS 215.710 (High-value farmland description for ORS 215.705) (1) 

and the following soils: 

 

(A)Subclassification IIIw, specifically Ettersburg Silt Loam and Croftland Silty Clay 

Loam; 

(B)Subclassification IIIe, specifically Klooqueth Silty Clay Loam and Winchuck Silt 

Loam©nd 

(C)Subclassification IVw, specifically Huffling Silty Clay Loam. 

 
Response: The Project Area Extent is not located west of Highway 101 and is therefore not 

considered high-value farmland by this criterion. 

 

ORS 195.300(10)(c) Land that is in an exclusive farm use zone or a mixed farm and 

forest zone and that on June 28, 2007, is: 

 
(A) Within the place of use for a permit, certificate or decree for the use of water for 

irrigation issued by the Water Resources Department; 
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(B) Within the boundaries of a district, as defined in ORS 540.505 (Definitions); or 

(C) Within the boundaries of a diking district formed under ORS chapter 551. 

 
Response: The Project Area Extent is not irrigated, has no history of irrigation and does not have 

water rights. (See Attachment P, Water Rights Map and Attachment C, Landowner Support 

Letter.) The Project Area Extent is not within the boundaries of a district as defined in ORS 

540.505 or within the boundaries of a diking district per a conversation with the Assistant 

Watermaster on February 15, 2018.  

 

As shown, the Project Area Extent does not meet any of the criteria for subsection (c) and is 

therefore not considered high-value farmland by this criterion. 

 
ORS 195.300(10)(d) Land that contains not less than five acres planted in wine grapes. 

 
Response: The Project Area Extent is used for dryland wheat farming and does not have any 

wine grapes and is therefore not considered high-value farmland by this criterion. 

 
ORS 195.300(10)(e) Land that is in an exclusive farm use zone and that is at an 

elevation between 200 and 1,000 feet above mean sea level, with an aspect between 

67.5 and 292.5 degrees and a slope between zero and 15 percent, and that is located 

within: 

 
(A) The Southern Oregon viticultural area as described in 27 C.F.R. 9.179; 

(B) The Umpqua Valley viticultural area as described in 27 C.F.R. 9.89; or 

(C) The Willamette Valley viticultural area as described in 27 C.F.R. 9.90. 

 
Response: The Project Area Extent is not located within any of these viticultural areas and is 

therefore not considered high-value farmland by this criterion. 

 
ORS 195.300(10)(f) Land that is in an exclusive farm use zone and that is no more than 

3,000 feet above mean sea level, with an aspect between 67.5 and 292.5 degrees and a 

slope between zero and 15 percent, and that is located within: 

 
(A)The portion of the Columbia Gorge viticultural area as described in 27 C.F.R. 

9.178 that is within the State of Oregon; 

(B)The Rogue Valley viticultural area as described in 27 C.F.R. 9.132; 

(C)The portion of the Columbia Valley viticultural area as described in 27 C.F.R. 9.74 

that is within the State of Oregon; 

(D)The portion of the Walla Walla Valley viticultural area as described in 27 C.F.R. 

9.91 that is within the State of Oregon; or 

(E)The portion of the Snake River Valley viticultural area as described in 27 C.F.R. 

9.208 that is within the State of Oregon. 

 
Response: The Project Area Extent is located within the Exclusive Farm Use (“EFU”) zone, is 

below 3,000 feet above mean sea level, has a slope between 0 and 15 percent and is located 

within the Columbia Valley AVA. (See Attachment G, Columbia Valley AVA Map.) The critical 

criterion for the land within the Project Area Extent is the aspect1. To evaluate whether the land 

meets this criterion, the Applicant utilized a dataset created by the Oregon Ocean-Coastal 

                                            
1 Aspect refers to the compass direction that a slope faces. 

https://www.oregonlaws.org/ors/9.132
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Management Program - Department of Land Conservation and Development (titled 

sde.gis.pln_or_viticultural_areas_2007), which identifies land that meets these conditions. As 

shown in Figure 2, that dataset shows that some portions of the Project Area Extent are 

considered high-value farmland because the land has an aspect that is between 67.5 and 292.5 

degrees.  As depicted, 20.00 acres of the Project Area Extent are considered high-value 

farmland; the remaining 111.5 acres do not meet the criteria and are not considered high-value 

farmland by this criterion.  

 

 

Figure 2: High-Value Farmland Map 

IV. CONCLUSIONS 

The Applicant proposes to construct the Project on up to 99 acres. This 99-acre permanent footprint is 

defined as the Project Area, which will be located within the 132-acre Project Area Extent. For purposes 

of this soils analysis, the Applicant analyzes the entire Project Area Extent to preserve the ability to 

microsite the final project layout within the Project Area Extent. 

The Project Area Extent is comprised of Ritzville Silt Loam (45B and 45C) and Willis Silt Loam (75C), 

which are considered Class III when not irrigated. As predominately cultivated land, the Project Area 

Extent is comprised entirely of arable land. However, by operation of ORS 195.300(10)(f)(C), 20 acres 

(15%) of the Project Area Extent is considered high-value farmland. 

A conservative analysis demonstrates that the Project may impact more than 12 acres of high-value 

farmland soils as defined by law, and will impact more than 20 acres of arable soils as defined by the 

NRCS soil classification system. Therefore, to preserve micrositing flexibility within the Project Area 

Extent, the Applicant analyzes the Project under both OAR 660-033-0130(38)(f) for high-value farmland 

and OAR 660-033-0130(38)(g) for arable land.     
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Preface
Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. 
They highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information 
about the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for 
many different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban 
planners, community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers. 
Also, conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste 
disposal, and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand, 
protect, or enhance the environment.

Various land use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose 
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil 
properties that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. 
The information is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of 
soil limitations on various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for 
identifying and complying with existing laws and regulations.

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area 
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some 
cases. Examples include soil quality assessments (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/
portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering 
applications. For more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center 
(https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil 
Scientist (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).

Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are 
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a 
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as 
septic tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to 
basements or underground installations.

The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States 
Department of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the 
Agricultural Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National 
Cooperative Soil Survey.

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available 
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its 
programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, 
and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, 
sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a 
part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not 
all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 
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alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, 
audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice 
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of 
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or 
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity 
provider and employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made
Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous 
areas in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous 
areas and their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and 
limitations affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length, 
and shape of the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and 
native plants; and the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil 
profiles. A soil profile is the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The 
profile extends from the surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the 
soil formed or from the surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is 
devoid of roots and other living organisms and has not been changed by other 
biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource 
areas (MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that 
share common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water 
resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey 
areas typically consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that 
is related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the 
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind 
of landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and 
miscellaneous areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific 
segments of the landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they 
were formed. Thus, during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict 
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a 
specific location on the landscape.

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their 
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil 
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only 
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented 
by an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to 
verify predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries.

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They 
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock 
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them 
to identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their 
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units). 
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil 
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for 
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic 
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character 
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil 
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scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the 
individual soils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that 
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and 
research.

The objective of soil mapping is not to delineate pure map unit components; the 
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that 
have similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a 
unique combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable 
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components 
of the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way 
diminishes the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such 
landforms and landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite 
investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map. 
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of 
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape, 
and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the 
soil-landscape model and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at 
specific locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller 
number of measurements of individual soil properties are made and recorded. 
These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, 
depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for 
content of sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil 
typically vary from one point to another across the landscape.

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of 
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct 
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit 
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other 
properties.

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally 
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists 
interpret the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed 
characteristics and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the 
soils under different uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through 
observation of the soils in different uses and under different levels of management. 
Some interpretations are modified to fit local conditions, and some new 
interpretations are developed to meet local needs. Data are assembled from other 
sources, such as research information, production records, and field experience of 
specialists. For example, data on crop yields under defined levels of management 
are assembled from farm records and from field or plot experiments on the same 
kinds of soil.

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on 
such variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over 
long periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example, 
soil scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will 
have a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict 
that a high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the 
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and 

Custom Soil Resource Report
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identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings, 
fields, roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Soil Map
The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of 
soil map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols 
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to 
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.

8
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons

Soil Map Unit Lines

Soil Map Unit Points

Special Point Features
Blowout

Borrow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression

Gravel Pit

Gravelly Spot

Landfill

Lava Flow

Marsh or swamp

Mine or Quarry

Miscellaneous Water

Perennial Water

Rock Outcrop

Saline Spot

Sandy Spot

Severely Eroded Spot

Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spoil Area

Stony Spot

Very Stony Spot

Wet Spot

Other

Special Line Features

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony loam, 7 to 
40 percent slopes

27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 percent 
slopes

260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 percent 
slopes

129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 percent 
slopes

103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, nearly level 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions
The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the 
soils or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along 
with the maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more 
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named 
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic 
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the 
landscape, however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the 
characteristic variability of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some 
observed properties may extend beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. 
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without 
including areas of other taxonomic classes. Consequently, every map unit is made 
up of the soils or miscellaneous areas for which it is named and some minor 
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils.

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the 
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called 
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a 
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties 
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different 
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They 
generally are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the 
scale used. Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas 
are identified by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a 
given area, the contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit 
descriptions along with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor 
components may not have been observed, and consequently they are not 
mentioned in the descriptions, especially where the pattern was so complex that it 
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was impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and 
miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the 
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate 
pure taxonomic classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or 
landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The 
delineation of such segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, however, 
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous 
areas.

An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. 
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil 
properties and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for 
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major 
horizons that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, 
salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the 
basis of such differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas 
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase 
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha 
silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas. 
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate 
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. 
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar 
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or 
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present 
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered 
practical or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The 
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat 
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas 
that could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar 
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion 
of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can 
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made 
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil 
material and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.
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Morrow County, Oregon

28E—Lickskillet very stony loam, 7 to 40 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21sm
Elevation: 800 to 3,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 10 to 13 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 47 to 51 degrees F
Frost-free period: 100 to 150 days
Farmland classification: Not prime farmland

Map Unit Composition
Lickskillet and similar soils: 70 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Lickskillet

Setting
Landform: Hillslopes
Landform position (two-dimensional): Shoulder, summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Nose slope, interfluve, crest
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess mixed with colluvium from basalt

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 2 inches: very stony loam
H2 - 2 to 17 inches: extremely cobbly loam
H3 - 17 to 27 inches: unweathered bedrock

Properties and qualities
Slope: 7 to 40 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 12 to 20 inches to lithic bedrock
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to 

high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 5 percent
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 

mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Very low (about 1.7 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): None specified
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 7s
Hydrologic Soil Group: D
Ecological site: SHALLOW SOUTH 10-14 PZ (R008XY210OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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45B—Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21tn
Elevation: 1,000 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 51 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 180 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated

Map Unit Composition
Ritzville and similar soils: 77 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Ritzville

Setting
Landform: Plateaus
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Interfluve
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess mixed with small amounts of volcanic ash

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 13 inches: silt loam
H2 - 13 to 33 inches: silt loam
H3 - 33 to 70 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 7 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to 

high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 15 percent
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 

mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Very high (about 12.1 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 2e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: LOAMY 10-12 PZ (R008XY110OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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45C—Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21tp
Elevation: 1,000 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 51 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 180 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Ritzville and similar soils: 70 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Ritzville

Setting
Landform: Plateaus
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Interfluve
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess mixed with small amounts of volcanic ash

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 13 inches: silt loam
H2 - 13 to 33 inches: silt loam
H3 - 33 to 70 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 7 to 12 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to 

high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 15 percent
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 

mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Very high (about 12.1 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: LOAMY 10-12 PZ (R008XY110OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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75B—Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21wf
Elevation: 1,000 to 2,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 11 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 51 degrees F
Frost-free period: 140 to 180 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated

Map Unit Composition
Willis and similar soils: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Willis

Setting
Landform: Plateaus
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Interfluve
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess over cemented alluvium

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 12 inches: silt loam
H2 - 12 to 27 inches: silt loam
H3 - 27 to 35 inches: silt loam
H4 - 35 to 39 inches: cemented material

Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 5 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 40 inches to duripan
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.06 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 10 percent
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 

mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Moderate (about 6.8 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: LOAMY 8-10 PZ (R007XY014OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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75C—Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21wg
Elevation: 1,000 to 2,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 11 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 51 degrees F
Frost-free period: 140 to 180 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Willis and similar soils: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Willis

Setting
Landform: Plateaus
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Interfluve
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess over cemented alluvium

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 12 inches: silt loam
H2 - 12 to 27 inches: silt loam
H3 - 27 to 35 inches: silt loam
H4 - 35 to 39 inches: cemented material

Properties and qualities
Slope: 5 to 12 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 40 inches to duripan
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.06 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 10 percent
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 

mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Moderate (about 6.8 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: LOAMY 8-10 PZ (R007XY014OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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78—Xeric Torriorthents, nearly level

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21wl
Elevation: 300 to 800 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 8 to 9 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 49 to 54 degrees F
Frost-free period: 140 to 180 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Xeric torriorthents and similar soils: 85 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Xeric Torriorthents

Setting
Landform: Flood plains
Landform position (three-dimensional): Tread
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Eolian sands and alluvium

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 6 inches: sandy loam
H2 - 6 to 15 inches: fine sandy loam
H3 - 15 to 30 inches: gravelly sandy loam
H4 - 30 to 60 inches: very gravelly loamy sand

Properties and qualities
Slope: 0 to 2 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Somewhat excessively drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): High to very high (5.95 

to 19.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Available water storage in profile: Low (about 4.0 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 6e
Hydrologic Soil Group: A
Ecological site: SANDY 8-10 PZ (R007XY012OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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Soil Information for All Uses

Suitabilities and Limitations for Use
The Suitabilities and Limitations for Use section includes various soil interpretations 
displayed as thematic maps with a summary table for the soil map units in the 
selected area of interest. A single value or rating for each map unit is generated by 
aggregating the interpretive ratings of individual map unit components. This 
aggregation process is defined for each interpretation.

Building Site Development

Building site development interpretations are designed to be used as tools for 
evaluating soil suitability and identifying soil limitations for various construction 
purposes. As part of the interpretation process, the rating applies to each soil in its 
described condition and does not consider present land use. Example 
interpretations can include corrosion of concrete and steel, shallow excavations, 
dwellings with and without basements, small commercial buildings, local roads and 
streets, and lawns and landscaping.

Corrosion of Steel

"Risk of corrosion" pertains to potential soil-induced electrochemical or chemical 
action that corrodes or weakens uncoated steel. The rate of corrosion of uncoated 
steel is related to such factors as soil moisture, particle-size distribution, acidity, and 
electrical conductivity of the soil. Special site examination and design may be 
needed if the combination of factors results in a severe hazard of corrosion. The 
steel in installations that intersect soil boundaries or soil layers is more susceptible 
to corrosion than the steel in installations that are entirely within one kind of soil or 
within one soil layer.

The risk of corrosion is expressed as "low," "moderate," or "high."
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

High

Moderate

Low

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
High

Moderate

Low

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
High

Moderate

Low

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Corrosion of Steel

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

Moderate 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

Moderate 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

Moderate 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

Moderate 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

Moderate 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

Low 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Corrosion of Steel

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Land Classifications

Land Classifications are specified land use and management groupings that are 
assigned to soil areas because combinations of soil have similar behavior for 
specified practices. Most are based on soil properties and other factors that directly 
influence the specific use of the soil. Example classifications include ecological site 
classification, farmland classification, irrigated and nonirrigated land capability 
classification, and hydric rating.

Farmland Classification

Farmland classification identifies map units as prime farmland, farmland of 
statewide importance, farmland of local importance, or unique farmland. It identifies 
the location and extent of the soils that are best suited to food, feed, fiber, forage, 
and oilseed crops. NRCS policy and procedures on prime and unique farmlands are 
published in the "Federal Register," Vol. 43, No. 21, January 31, 1978.
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MAP LEGEND
Area of Interest (AOI)

Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and drained
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season

Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and drained
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season
Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if irrigated 
and the product of I (soil 
erodibility) x C (climate 
factor) does not exceed 
60

Prime farmland if irrigated 
and reclaimed of excess 
salts and sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Not prime farmland

All areas are prime 
farmland
Prime farmland if drained

Prime farmland if 
protected from flooding or 
not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if irrigated

Prime farmland if drained 
and either protected from 
flooding or not frequently 
flooded during the 
growing season

Prime farmland if 
irrigated and drained
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and either 
protected from flooding 
or not frequently flooded 
during the growing 
season
Prime farmland if 
subsoiled, completely 
removing the root 
inhibiting soil layer
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and the product 
of I (soil erodibility) x C 
(climate factor) does not 
exceed 60
Prime farmland if 
irrigated and reclaimed 
of excess salts and 
sodium
Farmland of statewide 
importance
Farmland of local 
importance
Farmland of unique 
importance
Not rated or not 
available

Water Features
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MAP INFORMATION

Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Farmland Classification

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

Not prime farmland 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

Prime farmland if 
irrigated

260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

Farmland of statewide 
importance

113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

Prime farmland if 
irrigated

129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

Farmland of statewide 
importance

103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

Farmland of statewide 
importance

3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Farmland Classification

Aggregation Method: No Aggregation Necessary

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Hydric Rating by Map Unit

This rating indicates the percentage of map units that meets the criteria for hydric 
soils. Map units are composed of one or more map unit components or soil types, 
each of which is rated as hydric soil or not hydric. Map units that are made up 
dominantly of hydric soils may have small areas of minor nonhydric components in 
the higher positions on the landform, and map units that are made up dominantly of 
nonhydric soils may have small areas of minor hydric components in the lower 
positions on the landform. Each map unit is rated based on its respective 
components and the percentage of each component within the map unit.

The thematic map is color coded based on the composition of hydric components. 
The five color classes are separated as 100 percent hydric components, 66 to 99 
percent hydric components, 33 to 65 percent hydric components, 1 to 32 percent 
hydric components, and less than one percent hydric components.

In Web Soil Survey, the Summary by Map Unit table that is displayed below the 
map pane contains a column named 'Rating'. In this column the percentage of each 
map unit that is classified as hydric is displayed.

Hydric soils are defined by the National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils 
(NTCHS) as soils that formed under conditions of saturation, flooding, or ponding 
long enough during the growing season to develop anaerobic conditions in the 
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upper part (Federal Register, 1994). Under natural conditions, these soils are either 
saturated or inundated long enough during the growing season to support the 
growth and reproduction of hydrophytic vegetation.

The NTCHS definition identifies general soil properties that are associated with 
wetness. In order to determine whether a specific soil is a hydric soil or nonhydric 
soil, however, more specific information, such as information about the depth and 
duration of the water table, is needed. Thus, criteria that identify those estimated 
soil properties unique to hydric soils have been established (Federal Register, 
2002). These criteria are used to identify map unit components that normally are 
associated with wetlands. The criteria used are selected estimated soil properties 
that are described in "Soil Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 1999) and "Keys to Soil 
Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 2006) and in the "Soil Survey Manual" (Soil Survey 
Division Staff, 1993).

If soils are wet enough for a long enough period of time to be considered hydric, 
they should exhibit certain properties that can be easily observed in the field. These 
visible properties are indicators of hydric soils. The indicators used to make onsite 
determinations of hydric soils are specified in "Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in the 
United States" (Hurt and Vasilas, 2006).

References:

Federal Register. July 13, 1994. Changes in hydric soils of the United States.

Federal Register. September 18, 2002. Hydric soils of the United States.

Hurt, G.W., and L.M. Vasilas, editors. Version 6.0, 2006. Field indicators of hydric 
soils in the United States.

Soil Survey Division Staff. 1993. Soil survey manual. Soil Conservation Service. 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 18.

Soil Survey Staff. 1999. Soil taxonomy: A basic system of soil classification for 
making and interpreting soil surveys. 2nd edition. Natural Resources Conservation 
Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 436.

Soil Survey Staff. 2006. Keys to soil taxonomy. 10th edition. U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Hydric (100%)

Hydric (66 to 99%)

Hydric (33 to 65%)

Hydric (1 to 32%)

Not Hydric (0%)

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
Hydric (100%)

Hydric (66 to 99%)

Hydric (33 to 65%)

Hydric (1 to 32%)

Not Hydric (0%)

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Hydric (100%)

Hydric (66 to 99%)

Hydric (33 to 65%)

Hydric (1 to 32%)

Not Hydric (0%)

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Hydric Rating by Map Unit

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

0 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

0 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

0 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

0 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

0 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

0 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Hydric Rating by Map Unit

Aggregation Method: Percent Present

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Nonirrigated Capability Class

Land capability classification shows, in a general way, the suitability of soils for most 
kinds of field crops. Crops that require special management are excluded. The soils 
are grouped according to their limitations for field crops, the risk of damage if they 
are used for crops, and the way they respond to management. The criteria used in 
grouping the soils do not include major and generally expensive landforming that 
would change slope, depth, or other characteristics of the soils, nor do they include 
possible but unlikely major reclamation projects. Capability classification is not a 
substitute for interpretations that show suitability and limitations of groups of soils 
for rangeland, for woodland, or for engineering purposes.

In the capability system, soils are generally grouped at three levels-capability class, 
subclass, and unit. Only class and subclass are included in this data set.

Capability classes, the broadest groups, are designated by the numbers 1 through 
8. The numbers indicate progressively greater limitations and narrower choices for 
practical use. The classes are defined as follows:

Class 1 soils have few limitations that restrict their use.
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Class 2 soils have moderate limitations that reduce the choice of plants or that 
require moderate conservation practices.

Class 3 soils have severe limitations that reduce the choice of plants or that require 
special conservation practices, or both.

Class 4 soils have very severe limitations that reduce the choice of plants or that 
require very careful management, or both.

Class 5 soils are subject to little or no erosion but have other limitations, impractical 
to remove, that restrict their use mainly to pasture, rangeland, forestland, or wildlife 
habitat.

Class 6 soils have severe limitations that make them generally unsuitable for 
cultivation and that restrict their use mainly to pasture, rangeland, forestland, or 
wildlife habitat.

Class 7 soils have very severe limitations that make them unsuitable for cultivation 
and that restrict their use mainly to grazing, forestland, or wildlife habitat.

Class 8 soils and miscellaneous areas have limitations that preclude commercial 
plant production and that restrict their use to recreational purposes, wildlife habitat, 
watershed, or esthetic purposes.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Capability Class - I

Capability Class - II

Capability Class - III

Capability Class - IV

Capability Class - V

Capability Class - VI

Capability Class - VII

Capability Class - VIII

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
Capability Class - I

Capability Class - II

Capability Class - III

Capability Class - IV

Capability Class - V

Capability Class - VI

Capability Class - VII

Capability Class - VIII

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Capability Class - I

Capability Class - II

Capability Class - III

Capability Class - IV

Capability Class - V

Capability Class - VI

Capability Class - VII

Capability Class - VIII

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Nonirrigated Capability Class

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

7 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

3 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

3 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

3 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

3 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

6 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Nonirrigated Capability Class

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Nonirrigated Capability Subclass

Land capability classification shows, in a general way, the suitability of soils for most 
kinds of field crops. Crops that require special management are excluded. The soils 
are grouped according to their limitations for field crops, the risk of damage if they 
are used for crops, and the way they respond to management. The criteria used in 
grouping the soils do not include major and generally expensive landforming that 
would change slope, depth, or other characteristics of the soils, nor do they include 
possible but unlikely major reclamation projects. Capability classification is not a 
substitute for interpretations that show suitability and limitations of groups of soils 
for rangeland, for woodland, or for engineering purposes.

In the capability system, soils are generally grouped at three levels-capability class, 
subclass, and unit. Only class and subclass are included in this data set.

Capability subclasses are soil groups within one capability class. They are 
designated by adding a small letter, "e," "w," "s," or "c," to the class numeral, for 
example, 2e. The letter "e" shows that the main hazard is the risk of erosion unless 
close-growing plant cover is maintained; "w" shows that water in or on the soil 
interferes with plant growth or cultivation (in some soils the wetness can be partly 
corrected by artificial drainage); "s" shows that the soil is limited mainly because it is 
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shallow, droughty, or stony; and "c," used in only some parts of the United States, 
shows that the chief limitation is climate that is very cold or very dry.

In class 1 there are no subclasses because the soils of this class have few 
limitations. Class 5 contains only the subclasses indicated by "w," "s," or "c" 
because the soils in class 5 are subject to little or no erosion. They have other 
limitations that restrict their use to pasture, rangeland, forestland, or wildlife habitat.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Erosion

Soil limitation within the 
rooting zone
Excess water

Climate condition

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
Erosion

Soil limitation within the 
rooting zone
Excess water

Climate condition

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Erosion

Soil limitation within the 
rooting zone
Excess water

Climate condition

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Nonirrigated Capability Subclass

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

s 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

e 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

e 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

e 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

e 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

e 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Nonirrigated Capability Subclass

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Soil Taxonomy Classification

This rating presents the taxonomic classification based on Soil Taxonomy.

The system of soil classification used by the National Cooperative Soil Survey has 
six categories (Soil Survey Staff, 1999 and 2003). Beginning with the broadest, 
these categories are the order, suborder, great group, subgroup, family, and series. 
Classification is based on soil properties observed in the field or inferred from those 
observations or from laboratory measurements. This table shows the classification 
of the soils in the survey area. The categories are defined in the following 
paragraphs.

ORDER. Twelve soil orders are recognized. The differences among orders reflect 
the dominant soil-forming processes and the degree of soil formation. Each order is 
identified by a word ending in sol. An example is Alfisols.

SUBORDER. Each order is divided into suborders primarily on the basis of 
properties that influence soil genesis and are important to plant growth or properties 
that reflect the most important variables within the orders. The last syllable in the 
name of a suborder indicates the order. An example is Udalfs (Ud, meaning humid, 
plus alfs, from Alfisols).
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GREAT GROUP. Each suborder is divided into great groups on the basis of close 
similarities in kind, arrangement, and degree of development of pedogenic horizons; 
soil moisture and temperature regimes; type of saturation; and base status. Each 
great group is identified by the name of a suborder and by a prefix that indicates a 
property of the soil. An example is Hapludalfs (Hapl, meaning minimal horizonation, 
plus udalfs, the suborder of the Alfisols that has a udic moisture regime).

SUBGROUP. Each great group has a typic subgroup. Other subgroups are 
intergrades or extragrades. The typic subgroup is the central concept of the great 
group; it is not necessarily the most extensive. Intergrades are transitions to other 
orders, suborders, or great groups. Extragrades have some properties that are not 
representative of the great group but do not indicate transitions to any other 
taxonomic class. Each subgroup is identified by one or more adjectives preceding 
the name of the great group. The adjective Typic identifies the subgroup that typifies 
the great group. An example is Typic Hapludalfs.

FAMILY. Families are established within a subgroup on the basis of physical and 
chemical properties and other characteristics that affect management. Generally, 
the properties are those of horizons below plow depth where there is much 
biological activity. Among the properties and characteristics considered are particle-
size class, mineralogy class, cation-exchange activity class, soil temperature 
regime, soil depth, and reaction class. A family name consists of the name of a 
subgroup preceded by terms that indicate soil properties. An example is fine-loamy, 
mixed, active, mesic Typic Hapludalfs.

SERIES. The series consists of soils within a family that have horizons similar in 
color, texture, structure, reaction, consistence, mineral and chemical composition, 
and arrangement in the profile.

References:

Soil Survey Staff. 1999. Soil taxonomy: A basic system of soil classification for 
making and interpreting soil surveys. 2nd edition. Natural Resources Conservation 
Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 436.

Soil Survey Staff. 2006. Keys to soil taxonomy. 10th edition. U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service. (The soils in a given survey 
area may have been classified according to earlier editions of this publication.)
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic Durixerolls
Loamy-skeletal, mixed, 
superactive, mesic Lithic 
Haploxerolls
Xeric Torriorthents

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic Durixerolls
Loamy-skeletal, mixed, 
superactive, mesic Lithic 
Haploxerolls
Xeric Torriorthents

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic Durixerolls
Loamy-skeletal, mixed, 
superactive, mesic Lithic 
Haploxerolls
Xeric Torriorthents

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Soil Taxonomy Classification

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

Loamy-skeletal, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Lithic Haploxerolls

27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls

260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls

113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic 
Durixerolls

129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic 
Durixerolls

103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

Xeric Torriorthents 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Soil Taxonomy Classification

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Soil Taxonomy Classification

This rating presents the taxonomic classification based on Soil Taxonomy.

The system of soil classification used by the National Cooperative Soil Survey has 
six categories (Soil Survey Staff, 1999 and 2003). Beginning with the broadest, 
these categories are the order, suborder, great group, subgroup, family, and series. 
Classification is based on soil properties observed in the field or inferred from those 
observations or from laboratory measurements. This table shows the classification 
of the soils in the survey area. The categories are defined in the following 
paragraphs.

ORDER. Twelve soil orders are recognized. The differences among orders reflect 
the dominant soil-forming processes and the degree of soil formation. Each order is 
identified by a word ending in sol. An example is Alfisols.
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SUBORDER. Each order is divided into suborders primarily on the basis of 
properties that influence soil genesis and are important to plant growth or properties 
that reflect the most important variables within the orders. The last syllable in the 
name of a suborder indicates the order. An example is Udalfs (Ud, meaning humid, 
plus alfs, from Alfisols).

GREAT GROUP. Each suborder is divided into great groups on the basis of close 
similarities in kind, arrangement, and degree of development of pedogenic horizons; 
soil moisture and temperature regimes; type of saturation; and base status. Each 
great group is identified by the name of a suborder and by a prefix that indicates a 
property of the soil. An example is Hapludalfs (Hapl, meaning minimal horizonation, 
plus udalfs, the suborder of the Alfisols that has a udic moisture regime).

SUBGROUP. Each great group has a typic subgroup. Other subgroups are 
intergrades or extragrades. The typic subgroup is the central concept of the great 
group; it is not necessarily the most extensive. Intergrades are transitions to other 
orders, suborders, or great groups. Extragrades have some properties that are not 
representative of the great group but do not indicate transitions to any other 
taxonomic class. Each subgroup is identified by one or more adjectives preceding 
the name of the great group. The adjective Typic identifies the subgroup that typifies 
the great group. An example is Typic Hapludalfs.

FAMILY. Families are established within a subgroup on the basis of physical and 
chemical properties and other characteristics that affect management. Generally, 
the properties are those of horizons below plow depth where there is much 
biological activity. Among the properties and characteristics considered are particle-
size class, mineralogy class, cation-exchange activity class, soil temperature 
regime, soil depth, and reaction class. A family name consists of the name of a 
subgroup preceded by terms that indicate soil properties. An example is fine-loamy, 
mixed, active, mesic Typic Hapludalfs.

SERIES. The series consists of soils within a family that have horizons similar in 
color, texture, structure, reaction, consistence, mineral and chemical composition, 
and arrangement in the profile.

References:

Soil Survey Staff. 1999. Soil taxonomy: A basic system of soil classification for 
making and interpreting soil surveys. 2nd edition. Natural Resources Conservation 
Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 436.

Soil Survey Staff. 2006. Keys to soil taxonomy. 10th edition. U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service. (The soils in a given survey 
area may have been classified according to earlier editions of this publication.)
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic Durixerolls
Loamy-skeletal, mixed, 
superactive, mesic Lithic 
Haploxerolls
Xeric Torriorthents

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic Durixerolls
Loamy-skeletal, mixed, 
superactive, mesic Lithic 
Haploxerolls
Xeric Torriorthents

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls
Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic Durixerolls
Loamy-skeletal, mixed, 
superactive, mesic Lithic 
Haploxerolls
Xeric Torriorthents

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Soil Taxonomy Classification

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

Loamy-skeletal, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Lithic Haploxerolls

27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls

260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Calcidic Haploxerolls

113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic 
Durixerolls

129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

Coarse-silty, mixed, 
superactive, mesic 
Haploduridic 
Durixerolls

103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

Xeric Torriorthents 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Soil Taxonomy Classification

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower
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Soil Properties and Qualities
The Soil Properties and Qualities section includes various soil properties and 
qualities displayed as thematic maps with a summary table for the soil map units in 
the selected area of interest. A single value or rating for each map unit is generated 
by aggregating the interpretive ratings of individual map unit components. This 
aggregation process is defined for each property or quality.

Soil Physical Properties

Soil Physical Properties are measured or inferred from direct observations in the 
field or laboratory. Examples of soil physical properties include percent clay, organic 
matter, saturated hydraulic conductivity, available water capacity, and bulk density.

Percent Clay

Clay as a soil separate consists of mineral soil particles that are less than 0.002 
millimeter in diameter. The estimated clay content of each soil layer is given as a 
percentage, by weight, of the soil material that is less than 2 millimeters in diameter. 
The amount and kind of clay affect the fertility and physical condition of the soil and 
the ability of the soil to adsorb cations and to retain moisture. They influence shrink-
swell potential, saturated hydraulic conductivity (Ksat), plasticity, the ease of soil 
dispersion, and other soil properties. The amount and kind of clay in a soil also 
affect tillage and earth-moving operations.

Most of the material is in one of three groups of clay minerals or a mixture of these 
clay minerals. The groups are kaolinite, smectite, and hydrous mica, the best known 
member of which is illite.

For each soil layer, this attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the 
database. A low value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the 
soil component. A "representative" value indicates the expected value of this 
attribute for the component. For this soil property, only the representative value is 
used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

<= 7.5

> 7.5 and <= 8.8

> 8.8 and <= 10.8

> 10.8 and <= 25.3

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
<= 7.5

> 7.5 and <= 8.8

> 8.8 and <= 10.8

> 10.8 and <= 25.3

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
<= 7.5

> 7.5 and <= 8.8

> 8.8 and <= 10.8

> 10.8 and <= 25.3

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Percent Clay

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (percent) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

25.3 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

7.5 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

7.5 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

10.8 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

10.8 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

8.8 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Percent Clay

Units of Measure: percent

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Layer Options (Horizon Aggregation Method): All Layers (Weighted Average)

Percent Sand

Sand as a soil separate consists of mineral soil particles that are 0.05 millimeter to 2 
millimeters in diameter. In the database, the estimated sand content of each soil 
layer is given as a percentage, by weight, of the soil material that is less than 2 
millimeters in diameter. The content of sand, silt, and clay affects the physical 
behavior of a soil. Particle size is important for engineering and agronomic 
interpretations, for determination of soil hydrologic qualities, and for soil 
classification.

For each soil layer, this attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the 
database. A low value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the 
soil component. A "representative" value indicates the expected value of this 
attribute for the component. For this soil property, only the representative value is 
used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

<= 16.8

> 16.8 and <= 23.7

> 23.7 and <= 37.6

> 37.6 and <= 74.6

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
<= 16.8

> 16.8 and <= 23.7

> 23.7 and <= 37.6

> 37.6 and <= 74.6

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
<= 16.8

> 16.8 and <= 23.7

> 23.7 and <= 37.6

> 37.6 and <= 74.6

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Percent Sand

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (percent) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

37.6 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

23.7 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

23.7 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

16.8 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

16.8 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

74.6 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Percent Sand

Units of Measure: percent

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Layer Options (Horizon Aggregation Method): All Layers (Weighted Average)

Percent Silt

Silt as a soil separate consists of mineral soil particles that are 0.002 to 0.05 
millimeter in diameter. In the database, the estimated silt content of each soil layer 
is given as a percentage, by weight, of the soil material that is less than 2 
millimeters in diameter.

The content of sand, silt, and clay affects the physical behavior of a soil. Particle 
size is important for engineering and agronomic interpretations, for determination of 
soil hydrologic qualities, and for soil classification

For each soil layer, this attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the 
database. A low value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the 
soil component. A "representative" value indicates the expected value of this 
attribute for the component. For this soil property, only the representative value is 
used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

<= 16.7

> 16.7 and <= 37.1

> 37.1 and <= 68.8

> 68.8 and <= 72.4

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
<= 16.7

> 16.7 and <= 37.1

> 37.1 and <= 68.8

> 68.8 and <= 72.4

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
<= 16.7

> 16.7 and <= 37.1

> 37.1 and <= 68.8

> 68.8 and <= 72.4

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Percent Silt

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (percent) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

37.1 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

68.8 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

68.8 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

72.4 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

72.4 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

16.7 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Percent Silt

Units of Measure: percent

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Layer Options (Horizon Aggregation Method): All Layers (Weighted Average)

Plasticity Index

Plasticity index (PI) is one of the standard Atterberg limits used to indicate the 
plasticity characteristics of a soil. It is defined as the numerical difference between 
the liquid limit and plastic limit of the soil. It is the range of water content in which a 
soil exhibits the characteristics of a plastic solid.

The plastic limit is the water content that corresponds to an arbitrary limit between 
the plastic and semisolid states of a soil. The liquid limit is the water content, on a 
percent by weight basis, of the soil (passing #40 sieve) at which the soil changes 
from a plastic to a liquid state.

Soils that have a high plasticity index have a wide range of moisture content in 
which the soil performs as a plastic material. Highly and moderately plastic clays 
have large PI values. Plasticity index is used in classifying soils in the Unified and 
AASHTO classification systems.
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For each soil layer, this attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the 
database. A low value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the 
soil component. A "representative" value indicates the expected value of this 
attribute for the component. For this soil property, only the representative value is 
used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

<= 1.3

> 1.3 and <= 2.5

> 2.5 and <= 14.1

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
<= 1.3

> 1.3 and <= 2.5

> 2.5 and <= 14.1

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
<= 1.3

> 1.3 and <= 2.5

> 2.5 and <= 14.1

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Plasticity Index

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (percent) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

14.1 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

2.5 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

2.5 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

2.5 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

2.5 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

1.3 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Plasticity Index

Units of Measure: percent

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Layer Options (Horizon Aggregation Method): All Layers (Weighted Average)

Soil Qualities and Features

Soil qualities are behavior and performance attributes that are not directly 
measured, but are inferred from observations of dynamic conditions and from soil 
properties. Example soil qualities include natural drainage, and frost action. Soil 
features are attributes that are not directly part of the soil. Example soil features 
include slope and depth to restrictive layer. These features can greatly impact the 
use and management of the soil.

Depth to a Selected Soil Restrictive Layer: Duripan

A "restrictive layer" is a nearly continuous layer that has one or more physical, 
chemical, or thermal properties that significantly impede the movement of water and 
air through the soil or that restrict roots or otherwise provide an unfavorable root 
environment. Examples are bedrock, cemented layers, dense layers, and frozen 
layers.
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This theme presents the depth to the user selected type of restrictive layer as 
described in for each map unit. If no restrictive layer is described in a map unit, it is 
represented by the "> 200" depth class.

This attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the database. A low 
value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the soil component. A 
"representative" value indicates the expected value of this attribute for the 
component. For this soil property, only the representative value is used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)
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Soil Rating Polygons
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> 200

Not rated or not available
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Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
0 - 25

25 - 50

50 - 100

100 - 150

150 - 200
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Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
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Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Depth to a Selected Soil Restrictive Layer: Duripan

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (centimeters) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

>200 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

>200 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

>200 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

89 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

89 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

>200 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Depth to a Selected Soil Restrictive Layer: 
Duripan

Units of Measure: centimeters

Restriction Kind: Duripan

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Depth to Any Soil Restrictive Layer

A "restrictive layer" is a nearly continuous layer that has one or more physical, 
chemical, or thermal properties that significantly impede the movement of water and 
air through the soil or that restrict roots or otherwise provide an unfavorable root 
environment. Examples are bedrock, cemented layers, dense layers, and frozen 
layers.

This theme presents the depth to any type of restrictive layer that is described for 
each map unit. If more than one type of restrictive layer is described for an 
individual soil type, the depth to the shallowest one is presented. If no restrictive 
layer is described in a map unit, it is represented by the "> 200" depth class.

This attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the database. A low 
value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the soil component. A 
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"representative" value indicates the expected value of this attribute for the 
component. For this soil property, only the representative value is used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION
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Water Features
Streams and Canals
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Interstate Highways
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Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Depth to Any Soil Restrictive Layer

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (centimeters) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

43 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

>200 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

>200 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

89 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

89 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

>200 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%

Rating Options—Depth to Any Soil Restrictive Layer

Units of Measure: centimeters

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Water Features

Water Features include ponding frequency, flooding frequency, and depth to water 
table.

Depth to Water Table

"Water table" refers to a saturated zone in the soil. It occurs during specified 
months. Estimates of the upper limit are based mainly on observations of the water 
table at selected sites and on evidence of a saturated zone, namely grayish colors 
(redoximorphic features) in the soil. A saturated zone that lasts for less than a 
month is not considered a water table.

This attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the database. A low 
value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the soil component. A 
"representative" value indicates the expected value of this attribute for the 
component. For this soil property, only the representative value is used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
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Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways
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Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Depth to Water Table

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (centimeters) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

28E Lickskillet very stony 
loam, 7 to 40 percent 
slopes

>200 27.4 4.3%

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

>200 260.6 40.9%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

>200 113.2 17.7%

75B Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 
percent slopes

>200 129.6 20.3%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

>200 103.8 16.3%

78 Xeric Torriorthents, 
nearly level

>200 3.1 0.5%

Totals for Area of Interest 637.7 100.0%
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Rating Options—Depth to Water Table

Units of Measure: centimeters

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Beginning Month: January

Ending Month: December
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Preface
Soil surveys contain information that affects land use planning in survey areas. 
They highlight soil limitations that affect various land uses and provide information 
about the properties of the soils in the survey areas. Soil surveys are designed for 
many different users, including farmers, ranchers, foresters, agronomists, urban 
planners, community officials, engineers, developers, builders, and home buyers. 
Also, conservationists, teachers, students, and specialists in recreation, waste 
disposal, and pollution control can use the surveys to help them understand, 
protect, or enhance the environment.

Various land use regulations of Federal, State, and local governments may impose 
special restrictions on land use or land treatment. Soil surveys identify soil 
properties that are used in making various land use or land treatment decisions. 
The information is intended to help the land users identify and reduce the effects of 
soil limitations on various land uses. The landowner or user is responsible for 
identifying and complying with existing laws and regulations.

Although soil survey information can be used for general farm, local, and wider area 
planning, onsite investigation is needed to supplement this information in some 
cases. Examples include soil quality assessments (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/
portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/) and certain conservation and engineering 
applications. For more detailed information, contact your local USDA Service Center 
(https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs) or your NRCS State Soil 
Scientist (http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?
cid=nrcs142p2_053951).

Great differences in soil properties can occur within short distances. Some soils are 
seasonally wet or subject to flooding. Some are too unstable to be used as a 
foundation for buildings or roads. Clayey or wet soils are poorly suited to use as 
septic tank absorption fields. A high water table makes a soil poorly suited to 
basements or underground installations.

The National Cooperative Soil Survey is a joint effort of the United States 
Department of Agriculture and other Federal agencies, State agencies including the 
Agricultural Experiment Stations, and local agencies. The Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) has leadership for the Federal part of the National 
Cooperative Soil Survey.

Information about soils is updated periodically. Updated information is available 
through the NRCS Web Soil Survey, the site for official soil survey information.

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its 
programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, 
and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status, religion, 
sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a 
part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not 
all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 

2

http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/main/soils/health/
https://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app?agency=nrcs
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?cid=nrcs142p2_053951
http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/soils/contactus/?cid=nrcs142p2_053951


alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, 
audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice 
and TDD). To file a complaint of discrimination, write to USDA, Director, Office of 
Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or 
call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity 
provider and employer.
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How Soil Surveys Are Made
Soil surveys are made to provide information about the soils and miscellaneous 
areas in a specific area. They include a description of the soils and miscellaneous 
areas and their location on the landscape and tables that show soil properties and 
limitations affecting various uses. Soil scientists observed the steepness, length, 
and shape of the slopes; the general pattern of drainage; the kinds of crops and 
native plants; and the kinds of bedrock. They observed and described many soil 
profiles. A soil profile is the sequence of natural layers, or horizons, in a soil. The 
profile extends from the surface down into the unconsolidated material in which the 
soil formed or from the surface down to bedrock. The unconsolidated material is 
devoid of roots and other living organisms and has not been changed by other 
biological activity.

Currently, soils are mapped according to the boundaries of major land resource 
areas (MLRAs). MLRAs are geographically associated land resource units that 
share common characteristics related to physiography, geology, climate, water 
resources, soils, biological resources, and land uses (USDA, 2006). Soil survey 
areas typically consist of parts of one or more MLRA.

The soils and miscellaneous areas in a survey area occur in an orderly pattern that 
is related to the geology, landforms, relief, climate, and natural vegetation of the 
area. Each kind of soil and miscellaneous area is associated with a particular kind 
of landform or with a segment of the landform. By observing the soils and 
miscellaneous areas in the survey area and relating their position to specific 
segments of the landform, a soil scientist develops a concept, or model, of how they 
were formed. Thus, during mapping, this model enables the soil scientist to predict 
with a considerable degree of accuracy the kind of soil or miscellaneous area at a 
specific location on the landscape.

Commonly, individual soils on the landscape merge into one another as their 
characteristics gradually change. To construct an accurate soil map, however, soil 
scientists must determine the boundaries between the soils. They can observe only 
a limited number of soil profiles. Nevertheless, these observations, supplemented 
by an understanding of the soil-vegetation-landscape relationship, are sufficient to 
verify predictions of the kinds of soil in an area and to determine the boundaries.

Soil scientists recorded the characteristics of the soil profiles that they studied. They 
noted soil color, texture, size and shape of soil aggregates, kind and amount of rock 
fragments, distribution of plant roots, reaction, and other features that enable them 
to identify soils. After describing the soils in the survey area and determining their 
properties, the soil scientists assigned the soils to taxonomic classes (units). 
Taxonomic classes are concepts. Each taxonomic class has a set of soil 
characteristics with precisely defined limits. The classes are used as a basis for 
comparison to classify soils systematically. Soil taxonomy, the system of taxonomic 
classification used in the United States, is based mainly on the kind and character 
of soil properties and the arrangement of horizons within the profile. After the soil 
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scientists classified and named the soils in the survey area, they compared the 
individual soils with similar soils in the same taxonomic class in other areas so that 
they could confirm data and assemble additional data based on experience and 
research.

The objective of soil mapping is not to delineate pure map unit components; the 
objective is to separate the landscape into landforms or landform segments that 
have similar use and management requirements. Each map unit is defined by a 
unique combination of soil components and/or miscellaneous areas in predictable 
proportions. Some components may be highly contrasting to the other components 
of the map unit. The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way 
diminishes the usefulness or accuracy of the data. The delineation of such 
landforms and landform segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, onsite 
investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous areas.

Soil scientists make many field observations in the process of producing a soil map. 
The frequency of observation is dependent upon several factors, including scale of 
mapping, intensity of mapping, design of map units, complexity of the landscape, 
and experience of the soil scientist. Observations are made to test and refine the 
soil-landscape model and predictions and to verify the classification of the soils at 
specific locations. Once the soil-landscape model is refined, a significantly smaller 
number of measurements of individual soil properties are made and recorded. 
These measurements may include field measurements, such as those for color, 
depth to bedrock, and texture, and laboratory measurements, such as those for 
content of sand, silt, clay, salt, and other components. Properties of each soil 
typically vary from one point to another across the landscape.

Observations for map unit components are aggregated to develop ranges of 
characteristics for the components. The aggregated values are presented. Direct 
measurements do not exist for every property presented for every map unit 
component. Values for some properties are estimated from combinations of other 
properties.

While a soil survey is in progress, samples of some of the soils in the area generally 
are collected for laboratory analyses and for engineering tests. Soil scientists 
interpret the data from these analyses and tests as well as the field-observed 
characteristics and the soil properties to determine the expected behavior of the 
soils under different uses. Interpretations for all of the soils are field tested through 
observation of the soils in different uses and under different levels of management. 
Some interpretations are modified to fit local conditions, and some new 
interpretations are developed to meet local needs. Data are assembled from other 
sources, such as research information, production records, and field experience of 
specialists. For example, data on crop yields under defined levels of management 
are assembled from farm records and from field or plot experiments on the same 
kinds of soil.

Predictions about soil behavior are based not only on soil properties but also on 
such variables as climate and biological activity. Soil conditions are predictable over 
long periods of time, but they are not predictable from year to year. For example, 
soil scientists can predict with a fairly high degree of accuracy that a given soil will 
have a high water table within certain depths in most years, but they cannot predict 
that a high water table will always be at a specific level in the soil on a specific date.

After soil scientists located and identified the significant natural bodies of soil in the 
survey area, they drew the boundaries of these bodies on aerial photographs and 
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identified each as a specific map unit. Aerial photographs show trees, buildings, 
fields, roads, and rivers, all of which help in locating boundaries accurately.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Soil Map
The soil map section includes the soil map for the defined area of interest, a list of 
soil map units on the map and extent of each map unit, and cartographic symbols 
displayed on the map. Also presented are various metadata about data used to 
produce the map, and a description of each soil map unit.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Map Unit Polygons

Soil Map Unit Lines

Soil Map Unit Points

Special Point Features
Blowout

Borrow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression

Gravel Pit

Gravelly Spot

Landfill

Lava Flow

Marsh or swamp

Mine or Quarry

Miscellaneous Water

Perennial Water

Rock Outcrop

Saline Spot

Sandy Spot

Severely Eroded Spot

Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spoil Area

Stony Spot

Very Stony Spot

Wet Spot

Other

Special Line Features

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 percent 
slopes

76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 percent 
slopes

11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Map Unit Descriptions
The map units delineated on the detailed soil maps in a soil survey represent the 
soils or miscellaneous areas in the survey area. The map unit descriptions, along 
with the maps, can be used to determine the composition and properties of a unit.

A map unit delineation on a soil map represents an area dominated by one or more 
major kinds of soil or miscellaneous areas. A map unit is identified and named 
according to the taxonomic classification of the dominant soils. Within a taxonomic 
class there are precisely defined limits for the properties of the soils. On the 
landscape, however, the soils are natural phenomena, and they have the 
characteristic variability of all natural phenomena. Thus, the range of some 
observed properties may extend beyond the limits defined for a taxonomic class. 
Areas of soils of a single taxonomic class rarely, if ever, can be mapped without 
including areas of other taxonomic classes. Consequently, every map unit is made 
up of the soils or miscellaneous areas for which it is named and some minor 
components that belong to taxonomic classes other than those of the major soils.

Most minor soils have properties similar to those of the dominant soil or soils in the 
map unit, and thus they do not affect use and management. These are called 
noncontrasting, or similar, components. They may or may not be mentioned in a 
particular map unit description. Other minor components, however, have properties 
and behavioral characteristics divergent enough to affect use or to require different 
management. These are called contrasting, or dissimilar, components. They 
generally are in small areas and could not be mapped separately because of the 
scale used. Some small areas of strongly contrasting soils or miscellaneous areas 
are identified by a special symbol on the maps. If included in the database for a 
given area, the contrasting minor components are identified in the map unit 
descriptions along with some characteristics of each. A few areas of minor 
components may not have been observed, and consequently they are not 
mentioned in the descriptions, especially where the pattern was so complex that it 
was impractical to make enough observations to identify all the soils and 
miscellaneous areas on the landscape.

The presence of minor components in a map unit in no way diminishes the 
usefulness or accuracy of the data. The objective of mapping is not to delineate 
pure taxonomic classes but rather to separate the landscape into landforms or 
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landform segments that have similar use and management requirements. The 
delineation of such segments on the map provides sufficient information for the 
development of resource plans. If intensive use of small areas is planned, however, 
onsite investigation is needed to define and locate the soils and miscellaneous 
areas.

An identifying symbol precedes the map unit name in the map unit descriptions. 
Each description includes general facts about the unit and gives important soil 
properties and qualities.

Soils that have profiles that are almost alike make up a soil series. Except for 
differences in texture of the surface layer, all the soils of a series have major 
horizons that are similar in composition, thickness, and arrangement.

Soils of one series can differ in texture of the surface layer, slope, stoniness, 
salinity, degree of erosion, and other characteristics that affect their use. On the 
basis of such differences, a soil series is divided into soil phases. Most of the areas 
shown on the detailed soil maps are phases of soil series. The name of a soil phase 
commonly indicates a feature that affects use or management. For example, Alpha 
silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is a phase of the Alpha series.

Some map units are made up of two or more major soils or miscellaneous areas. 
These map units are complexes, associations, or undifferentiated groups.

A complex consists of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas in such an intricate 
pattern or in such small areas that they cannot be shown separately on the maps. 
The pattern and proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat similar 
in all areas. Alpha-Beta complex, 0 to 6 percent slopes, is an example.

An association is made up of two or more geographically associated soils or 
miscellaneous areas that are shown as one unit on the maps. Because of present 
or anticipated uses of the map units in the survey area, it was not considered 
practical or necessary to map the soils or miscellaneous areas separately. The 
pattern and relative proportion of the soils or miscellaneous areas are somewhat 
similar. Alpha-Beta association, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

An undifferentiated group is made up of two or more soils or miscellaneous areas 
that could be mapped individually but are mapped as one unit because similar 
interpretations can be made for use and management. The pattern and proportion 
of the soils or miscellaneous areas in a mapped area are not uniform. An area can 
be made up of only one of the major soils or miscellaneous areas, or it can be made 
up of all of them. Alpha and Beta soils, 0 to 2 percent slopes, is an example.

Some surveys include miscellaneous areas. Such areas have little or no soil 
material and support little or no vegetation. Rock outcrop is an example.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Morrow County, Oregon

45B—Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21tn
Elevation: 1,000 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 51 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 180 days
Farmland classification: Prime farmland if irrigated

Map Unit Composition
Ritzville and similar soils: 77 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Ritzville

Setting
Landform: Plateaus
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Interfluve
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess mixed with small amounts of volcanic ash

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 13 inches: silt loam
H2 - 13 to 33 inches: silt loam
H3 - 33 to 70 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 2 to 7 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to 

high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 15 percent
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 

mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Very high (about 12.1 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 2e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: LOAMY 10-12 PZ (R008XY110OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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45C—Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21tp
Elevation: 1,000 to 2,500 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 12 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 51 degrees F
Frost-free period: 130 to 180 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Ritzville and similar soils: 70 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Ritzville

Setting
Landform: Plateaus
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Interfluve
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess mixed with small amounts of volcanic ash

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 13 inches: silt loam
H2 - 13 to 33 inches: silt loam
H3 - 33 to 70 inches: silt loam

Properties and qualities
Slope: 7 to 12 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: More than 80 inches
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Moderately high to 

high (0.57 to 1.98 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 15 percent
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 

mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Very high (about 12.1 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: B
Ecological site: LOAMY 10-12 PZ (R008XY110OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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75C—Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 percent slopes

Map Unit Setting
National map unit symbol: 21wg
Elevation: 1,000 to 2,000 feet
Mean annual precipitation: 9 to 11 inches
Mean annual air temperature: 48 to 51 degrees F
Frost-free period: 140 to 180 days
Farmland classification: Farmland of statewide importance

Map Unit Composition
Willis and similar soils: 90 percent
Estimates are based on observations, descriptions, and transects of the mapunit.

Description of Willis

Setting
Landform: Plateaus
Landform position (two-dimensional): Summit
Landform position (three-dimensional): Interfluve
Down-slope shape: Linear
Across-slope shape: Linear
Parent material: Loess over cemented alluvium

Typical profile
H1 - 0 to 12 inches: silt loam
H2 - 12 to 27 inches: silt loam
H3 - 27 to 35 inches: silt loam
H4 - 35 to 39 inches: cemented material

Properties and qualities
Slope: 5 to 12 percent
Depth to restrictive feature: 20 to 40 inches to duripan
Natural drainage class: Well drained
Capacity of the most limiting layer to transmit water (Ksat): Very low to moderately 

low (0.00 to 0.06 in/hr)
Depth to water table: More than 80 inches
Frequency of flooding: None
Frequency of ponding: None
Calcium carbonate, maximum in profile: 10 percent
Salinity, maximum in profile: Nonsaline to very slightly saline (0.0 to 2.0 

mmhos/cm)
Available water storage in profile: Moderate (about 6.8 inches)

Interpretive groups
Land capability classification (irrigated): 3e
Land capability classification (nonirrigated): 3e
Hydrologic Soil Group: C
Ecological site: LOAMY 8-10 PZ (R007XY014OR)
Hydric soil rating: No
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Soil Information for All Uses

Suitabilities and Limitations for Use
The Suitabilities and Limitations for Use section includes various soil interpretations 
displayed as thematic maps with a summary table for the soil map units in the 
selected area of interest. A single value or rating for each map unit is generated by 
aggregating the interpretive ratings of individual map unit components. This 
aggregation process is defined for each interpretation.

Building Site Development

Building site development interpretations are designed to be used as tools for 
evaluating soil suitability and identifying soil limitations for various construction 
purposes. As part of the interpretation process, the rating applies to each soil in its 
described condition and does not consider present land use. Example 
interpretations can include corrosion of concrete and steel, shallow excavations, 
dwellings with and without basements, small commercial buildings, local roads and 
streets, and lawns and landscaping.

Corrosion of Steel

"Risk of corrosion" pertains to potential soil-induced electrochemical or chemical 
action that corrodes or weakens uncoated steel. The rate of corrosion of uncoated 
steel is related to such factors as soil moisture, particle-size distribution, acidity, and 
electrical conductivity of the soil. Special site examination and design may be 
needed if the combination of factors results in a severe hazard of corrosion. The 
steel in installations that intersect soil boundaries or soil layers is more susceptible 
to corrosion than the steel in installations that are entirely within one kind of soil or 
within one soil layer.

The risk of corrosion is expressed as "low," "moderate," or "high."
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

High

Moderate

Low

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
High

Moderate

Low

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
High

Moderate

Low

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Corrosion of Steel

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

Moderate 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

Moderate 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

Moderate 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Corrosion of Steel

Aggregation Method: Dominant Condition

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Land Classifications

Land Classifications are specified land use and management groupings that are 
assigned to soil areas because combinations of soil have similar behavior for 
specified practices. Most are based on soil properties and other factors that directly 
influence the specific use of the soil. Example classifications include ecological site 
classification, farmland classification, irrigated and nonirrigated land capability 
classification, and hydric rating.

Hydric Rating by Map Unit

This rating indicates the percentage of map units that meets the criteria for hydric 
soils. Map units are composed of one or more map unit components or soil types, 
each of which is rated as hydric soil or not hydric. Map units that are made up 
dominantly of hydric soils may have small areas of minor nonhydric components in 
the higher positions on the landform, and map units that are made up dominantly of 
nonhydric soils may have small areas of minor hydric components in the lower 
positions on the landform. Each map unit is rated based on its respective 
components and the percentage of each component within the map unit.

The thematic map is color coded based on the composition of hydric components. 
The five color classes are separated as 100 percent hydric components, 66 to 99 
percent hydric components, 33 to 65 percent hydric components, 1 to 32 percent 
hydric components, and less than one percent hydric components.
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In Web Soil Survey, the Summary by Map Unit table that is displayed below the 
map pane contains a column named 'Rating'. In this column the percentage of each 
map unit that is classified as hydric is displayed.

Hydric soils are defined by the National Technical Committee for Hydric Soils 
(NTCHS) as soils that formed under conditions of saturation, flooding, or ponding 
long enough during the growing season to develop anaerobic conditions in the 
upper part (Federal Register, 1994). Under natural conditions, these soils are either 
saturated or inundated long enough during the growing season to support the 
growth and reproduction of hydrophytic vegetation.

The NTCHS definition identifies general soil properties that are associated with 
wetness. In order to determine whether a specific soil is a hydric soil or nonhydric 
soil, however, more specific information, such as information about the depth and 
duration of the water table, is needed. Thus, criteria that identify those estimated 
soil properties unique to hydric soils have been established (Federal Register, 
2002). These criteria are used to identify map unit components that normally are 
associated with wetlands. The criteria used are selected estimated soil properties 
that are described in "Soil Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 1999) and "Keys to Soil 
Taxonomy" (Soil Survey Staff, 2006) and in the "Soil Survey Manual" (Soil Survey 
Division Staff, 1993).

If soils are wet enough for a long enough period of time to be considered hydric, 
they should exhibit certain properties that can be easily observed in the field. These 
visible properties are indicators of hydric soils. The indicators used to make onsite 
determinations of hydric soils are specified in "Field Indicators of Hydric Soils in the 
United States" (Hurt and Vasilas, 2006).

References:

Federal Register. July 13, 1994. Changes in hydric soils of the United States.

Federal Register. September 18, 2002. Hydric soils of the United States.

Hurt, G.W., and L.M. Vasilas, editors. Version 6.0, 2006. Field indicators of hydric 
soils in the United States.

Soil Survey Division Staff. 1993. Soil survey manual. Soil Conservation Service. 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 18.

Soil Survey Staff. 1999. Soil taxonomy: A basic system of soil classification for 
making and interpreting soil surveys. 2nd edition. Natural Resources Conservation 
Service. U.S. Department of Agriculture Handbook 436.

Soil Survey Staff. 2006. Keys to soil taxonomy. 10th edition. U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service.
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Map—Hydric Rating by Map Unit

50
43

80
0

50
43

90
0

50
44

00
0

50
44

10
0

50
44

20
0

50
44

30
0

50
44

40
0

50
44

50
0

50
44

60
0

50
44

70
0

50
44

80
0

50
44

90
0

50
45

00
0

50
45

10
0

50
45

20
0

50
43

80
0

50
43

90
0

50
44

00
0

50
44

10
0

50
44

20
0

50
44

30
0

50
44

40
0

50
44

50
0

50
44

60
0

50
44

70
0

50
44

80
0

50
44

90
0

50
45

00
0

50
45

10
0

50
45

20
0

289300 289400 289500 289600 289700 289800 289900 290000 290100 290200 290300 290400

289300 289400 289500 289600 289700 289800 289900 290000 290100 290200 290300

45°  31' 44'' N
11

9°
  4

1'
 5

4'
' W

45°  31' 44'' N

11
9°

  4
1'

 1
'' W

45°  30' 55'' N

11
9°

  4
1'

 5
4'

' W

45°  30' 55'' N

11
9°

  4
1'

 1
'' W

N

Map projection: Web Mercator   Corner coordinates: WGS84   Edge tics: UTM Zone 11N WGS84
0 350 700 1400 2100

Feet
0 100 200 400 600

Meters
Map Scale: 1:7,410 if printed on A portrait (8.5" x 11") sheet.

Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.



MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

Hydric (100%)

Hydric (66 to 99%)

Hydric (33 to 65%)

Hydric (1 to 32%)

Not Hydric (0%)

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
Hydric (100%)

Hydric (66 to 99%)

Hydric (33 to 65%)

Hydric (1 to 32%)

Not Hydric (0%)

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
Hydric (100%)

Hydric (66 to 99%)

Hydric (33 to 65%)

Hydric (1 to 32%)

Not Hydric (0%)

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.

Custom Soil Resource Report
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Table—Hydric Rating by Map Unit

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

0 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

0 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

0 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Hydric Rating by Map Unit

Aggregation Method: Percent Present

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower
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Soil Properties and Qualities
The Soil Properties and Qualities section includes various soil properties and 
qualities displayed as thematic maps with a summary table for the soil map units in 
the selected area of interest. A single value or rating for each map unit is generated 
by aggregating the interpretive ratings of individual map unit components. This 
aggregation process is defined for each property or quality.

Soil Physical Properties

Soil Physical Properties are measured or inferred from direct observations in the 
field or laboratory. Examples of soil physical properties include percent clay, organic 
matter, saturated hydraulic conductivity, available water capacity, and bulk density.

Percent Clay

Clay as a soil separate consists of mineral soil particles that are less than 0.002 
millimeter in diameter. The estimated clay content of each soil layer is given as a 
percentage, by weight, of the soil material that is less than 2 millimeters in diameter. 
The amount and kind of clay affect the fertility and physical condition of the soil and 
the ability of the soil to adsorb cations and to retain moisture. They influence shrink-
swell potential, saturated hydraulic conductivity (Ksat), plasticity, the ease of soil 
dispersion, and other soil properties. The amount and kind of clay in a soil also 
affect tillage and earth-moving operations.

Most of the material is in one of three groups of clay minerals or a mixture of these 
clay minerals. The groups are kaolinite, smectite, and hydrous mica, the best known 
member of which is illite.

For each soil layer, this attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the 
database. A low value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the 
soil component. A "representative" value indicates the expected value of this 
attribute for the component. For this soil property, only the representative value is 
used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

<= 7.5

> 7.5 and <= 10.8

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
<= 7.5

> 7.5 and <= 10.8

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
<= 7.5

> 7.5 and <= 10.8

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Percent Clay

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (percent) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

7.5 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

7.5 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

10.8 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Percent Clay

Units of Measure: percent

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Layer Options (Horizon Aggregation Method): All Layers (Weighted Average)

Percent Sand

Sand as a soil separate consists of mineral soil particles that are 0.05 millimeter to 2 
millimeters in diameter. In the database, the estimated sand content of each soil 
layer is given as a percentage, by weight, of the soil material that is less than 2 
millimeters in diameter. The content of sand, silt, and clay affects the physical 
behavior of a soil. Particle size is important for engineering and agronomic 
interpretations, for determination of soil hydrologic qualities, and for soil 
classification.

For each soil layer, this attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the 
database. A low value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the 
soil component. A "representative" value indicates the expected value of this 
attribute for the component. For this soil property, only the representative value is 
used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

<= 16.8

> 16.8 and <= 23.7

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
<= 16.8

> 16.8 and <= 23.7

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
<= 16.8

> 16.8 and <= 23.7

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Percent Sand

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (percent) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

23.7 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

23.7 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

16.8 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Percent Sand

Units of Measure: percent

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Layer Options (Horizon Aggregation Method): All Layers (Weighted Average)

Percent Silt

Silt as a soil separate consists of mineral soil particles that are 0.002 to 0.05 
millimeter in diameter. In the database, the estimated silt content of each soil layer 
is given as a percentage, by weight, of the soil material that is less than 2 
millimeters in diameter.

The content of sand, silt, and clay affects the physical behavior of a soil. Particle 
size is important for engineering and agronomic interpretations, for determination of 
soil hydrologic qualities, and for soil classification

For each soil layer, this attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the 
database. A low value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the 
soil component. A "representative" value indicates the expected value of this 
attribute for the component. For this soil property, only the representative value is 
used.
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

<= 68.8

> 68.8 and <= 72.4

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
<= 68.8

> 68.8 and <= 72.4

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
<= 68.8

> 68.8 and <= 72.4

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Percent Silt

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (percent) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

68.8 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

68.8 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

72.4 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Percent Silt

Units of Measure: percent

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Layer Options (Horizon Aggregation Method): All Layers (Weighted Average)

Plasticity Index

Plasticity index (PI) is one of the standard Atterberg limits used to indicate the 
plasticity characteristics of a soil. It is defined as the numerical difference between 
the liquid limit and plastic limit of the soil. It is the range of water content in which a 
soil exhibits the characteristics of a plastic solid.

The plastic limit is the water content that corresponds to an arbitrary limit between 
the plastic and semisolid states of a soil. The liquid limit is the water content, on a 
percent by weight basis, of the soil (passing #40 sieve) at which the soil changes 
from a plastic to a liquid state.

Soils that have a high plasticity index have a wide range of moisture content in 
which the soil performs as a plastic material. Highly and moderately plastic clays 
have large PI values. Plasticity index is used in classifying soils in the Unified and 
AASHTO classification systems.

For each soil layer, this attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the 
database. A low value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the 
soil component. A "representative" value indicates the expected value of this 
attribute for the component. For this soil property, only the representative value is 
used.

Custom Soil Resource Report

34



35

Custom Soil Resource Report
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

= 2.5

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
= 2.5

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
= 2.5

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Plasticity Index

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (percent) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

2.5 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

2.5 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

2.5 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Plasticity Index

Units of Measure: percent

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Higher

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Layer Options (Horizon Aggregation Method): All Layers (Weighted Average)

Soil Qualities and Features

Soil qualities are behavior and performance attributes that are not directly 
measured, but are inferred from observations of dynamic conditions and from soil 
properties. Example soil qualities include natural drainage, and frost action. Soil 
features are attributes that are not directly part of the soil. Example soil features 
include slope and depth to restrictive layer. These features can greatly impact the 
use and management of the soil.

Depth to a Selected Soil Restrictive Layer: Duripan

A "restrictive layer" is a nearly continuous layer that has one or more physical, 
chemical, or thermal properties that significantly impede the movement of water and 
air through the soil or that restrict roots or otherwise provide an unfavorable root 
environment. Examples are bedrock, cemented layers, dense layers, and frozen 
layers.

This theme presents the depth to the user selected type of restrictive layer as 
described in for each map unit. If no restrictive layer is described in a map unit, it is 
represented by the "> 200" depth class.
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This attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the database. A low 
value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the soil component. A 
"representative" value indicates the expected value of this attribute for the 
component. For this soil property, only the representative value is used.
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Custom Soil Resource Report
Map—Depth to a Selected Soil Restrictive Layer: Duripan
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons
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Not rated or not available
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Soil Rating Points
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Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Depth to a Selected Soil Restrictive Layer: Duripan

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (centimeters) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

>200 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

>200 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

89 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Depth to a Selected Soil Restrictive Layer: 
Duripan

Units of Measure: centimeters

Restriction Kind: Duripan

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Depth to Any Soil Restrictive Layer

A "restrictive layer" is a nearly continuous layer that has one or more physical, 
chemical, or thermal properties that significantly impede the movement of water and 
air through the soil or that restrict roots or otherwise provide an unfavorable root 
environment. Examples are bedrock, cemented layers, dense layers, and frozen 
layers.

This theme presents the depth to any type of restrictive layer that is described for 
each map unit. If more than one type of restrictive layer is described for an 
individual soil type, the depth to the shallowest one is presented. If no restrictive 
layer is described in a map unit, it is represented by the "> 200" depth class.

This attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the database. A low 
value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the soil component. A 
"representative" value indicates the expected value of this attribute for the 
component. For this soil property, only the representative value is used.
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Custom Soil Resource Report
Map—Depth to Any Soil Restrictive Layer
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MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

0 - 25

25 - 50

50 - 100

100 - 150

150 - 200

> 200

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
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Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
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150 - 200

> 200

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Depth to Any Soil Restrictive Layer

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (centimeters) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

>200 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

>200 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

89 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%

Rating Options—Depth to Any Soil Restrictive Layer

Units of Measure: centimeters

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Water Features

Water Features include ponding frequency, flooding frequency, and depth to water 
table.

Depth to Water Table

"Water table" refers to a saturated zone in the soil. It occurs during specified 
months. Estimates of the upper limit are based mainly on observations of the water 
table at selected sites and on evidence of a saturated zone, namely grayish colors 
(redoximorphic features) in the soil. A saturated zone that lasts for less than a 
month is not considered a water table.

This attribute is actually recorded as three separate values in the database. A low 
value and a high value indicate the range of this attribute for the soil component. A 
"representative" value indicates the expected value of this attribute for the 
component. For this soil property, only the representative value is used.
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Custom Soil Resource Report
Map—Depth to Water Table

50
43

80
0

50
43

90
0

50
44

00
0

50
44

10
0

50
44

20
0

50
44

30
0

50
44

40
0

50
44

50
0

50
44

60
0

50
44

70
0

50
44

80
0

50
44

90
0

50
45

00
0

50
45

10
0

50
45

20
0

50
43

80
0

50
43

90
0

50
44

00
0

50
44

10
0

50
44

20
0

50
44

30
0

50
44

40
0

50
44

50
0

50
44

60
0

50
44

70
0

50
44

80
0

50
44

90
0

50
45

00
0

50
45

10
0

50
45

20
0

289300 289400 289500 289600 289700 289800 289900 290000 290100 290200 290300 290400

289300 289400 289500 289600 289700 289800 289900 290000 290100 290200 290300

45°  31' 44'' N
11

9°
  4

1'
 5

4'
' W

45°  31' 44'' N

11
9°

  4
1'

 1
'' W

45°  30' 55'' N

11
9°

  4
1'

 5
4'

' W

45°  30' 55'' N

11
9°

  4
1'

 1
'' W

N

Map projection: Web Mercator   Corner coordinates: WGS84   Edge tics: UTM Zone 11N WGS84
0 350 700 1400 2100

Feet
0 100 200 400 600

Meters
Map Scale: 1:7,410 if printed on A portrait (8.5" x 11") sheet.

Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.



MAP LEGEND MAP INFORMATION

Area of Interest (AOI)
Area of Interest (AOI)

Soils
Soil Rating Polygons

0 - 25

25 - 50

50 - 100

100 - 150

150 - 200

> 200

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Lines
0 - 25

25 - 50

50 - 100

100 - 150

150 - 200

> 200

Not rated or not available

Soil Rating Points
0 - 25

25 - 50

50 - 100

100 - 150

150 - 200

> 200

Not rated or not available

Water Features
Streams and Canals

Transportation
Rails

Interstate Highways

US Routes

Major Roads

Local Roads

Background
Aerial Photography

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at 
1:24,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause 
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil 
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of 
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed 
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map 
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL: 
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator 
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts 
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the 
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more 
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as 
of the version date(s) listed below.

Soil Survey Area: Morrow County, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 13, Sep 25, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales 
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: May 30, 2013—Nov 
10, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were 
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background 
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor 
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.
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Table—Depth to Water Table

Map unit symbol Map unit name Rating (centimeters) Acres in AOI Percent of AOI

45B Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 
percent slopes

>200 76.3 58.0%

45C Ritzville silt loam, 7 to 12 
percent slopes

>200 43.7 33.2%

75C Willis silt loam, 5 to 12 
percent slopes

>200 11.5 8.8%

Totals for Area of Interest 131.5 100.0%
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Rating Options—Depth to Water Table

Units of Measure: centimeters

Aggregation Method: Dominant Component

Component Percent Cutoff: None Specified 

Tie-break Rule: Lower

Interpret Nulls as Zero: No

Beginning Month: January

Ending Month: December

Custom Soil Resource Report
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                                                                 OREGON PRIME FARMLAND 
 
NRCS Oregon has completed the review of the State prime farmland list.  The current list is dated March 2015.  The list 
replaces the previous State list dated May 2007.  The 2015 list has not changed significantly since the 2007 list.  Fifteen 
map units were removed from the 2007 list and seventeen map units were added to the list due primarily to the revised 
soil mapping in Yamhill County.  The 2015 State list is current with all prime farmland reports as generated for soil 
surveys available via Web Soil Survey 2015. 
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Farmland Classification 

(a) Definition 

The farmland classification identifies map units as prime farmland, farmland of statewide 

importance, farmland of local importance, or farmland of unique importance. 

(b) Significance 

Farmland classification identifies the location and extent of the most suitable land for producing 

food, feed, fiber, forage, and oilseed crops. This identification is useful in the management and 

maintenance of the resource base that supports the productive capacity of American agriculture. 

(c) Measurement 

NRCS policy and procedures on prime and unique farmlands are published in the Code of Federal 

Regulations 7CFR657. This regulation is reproduced in Exhibit 622-1 for convenience. The website 

is: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx 99/7cfr657 99html. 

(d) Entries 

Enter the numerical code for the classification of each map unit. Soils of unique, statewide, or local 

importance are not prime farmland. Allowable entries are numerical codes as follows: 

1 - All areas are prime farmland. 

2 - Prime farmland if drained. 

3 - Prime farmland if protected from flooding or not frequently flooded during the growing season. 

4 - Prime farmland if irrigated. 

5 - Prime farmland if drained and either protected from flooding or not frequently flooded during the 

growing season. 

6 - Prime farmland if irrigated and drained. 

7 - Prime farmland if irrigated and either protected from flooding or not frequently flooded 

during the growing season. 

8 - Prime farmland if subsoiled, completely removing the root inhibiting soil layer. 

9 - Prime farmland if irrigated and the product of I (soil erodibility) x C (climate factor) does not 

exceed 60. 

10- Prime farmland if irrigated and reclaimed of excess salts and sodium.

8/5/2015 3 of 24



Prime Farmland Soils 

(a) Definition 

Prime farmland is land that has the best combination of physical and chemical characteristics for 

producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops and that is available for these uses. It has the 

combination of soil properties, growing season, and moisture supply needed to produce sustained 

high yields of crops in an economic manner if it is treated and managed according to acceptable 

farming methods. In general, prime farmland has an adequate and dependable water supply from 

precipitation or irrigation, a favorable temperature and growing season, an acceptable level of 

acidity or alkalinity, an acceptable content of salt or sodium, and few or no rocks. Its soils are 

permeable to water and air. Prime farmland is not excessively eroded or saturated with water for 

long periods of time, and it either does not flood frequently during the growing season or is 

protected from flooding. Users of the lists of prime farmland map units should recognize that soil 

properties are only one of several criteria that are necessary. Other considerations include: 

(1) Land use 

Prime farmland is designated independently of current land use, but it cannot be areas of water 

or urban or built-up land as defined for the National Resource Inventories. Map units that are 

complexes or associations containing components of urban land or miscellaneous areas as part 

of the map unit name cannot be designated as prime farmland. The soil survey memorandum of 

understanding determines the scale of mapping and should reflect local land use interests in 

designing of map units. 

(2) Frequency of flooding 

Some map units may include both prime farmland and land not prime farmland because 

of variations in flooding frequency. 

(3) Irrigation 

Some map units include areas that have a developed irrigation water supply that is dependable and 

of adequate quality and areas that do not have such a supply. In these units, only the irrigated 

areas meet the prime farmland criteria. 
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(4)  Water table 

Some map units include both drained and undrained areas. Only the drained areas meet the 

prime farmland criteria. 

(5)  Wind erodibility 

The product of I (soil erodibility) x C (climate factor) cannot exceed 60 to meet prime 

farmland criteria. A map unit may be considered prime farmland in one part of a survey area 

but not in another where the climate factor is different. 

(b) Purpose 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) is committed to the management and 

maintenance of the resource base that supports the productive capacity of American agriculture. 

This management and maintenance includes identifying of the location and extent of the most 

suitable land for producing food, feed, fiber, forage, and oilseed crops. Prime farmland 

information may be supplemented with separate designations of soil map units that have state-

wide, local, or unique importance as farmland capable of producing these crops. 

(c) Code of Federal Regulations 

NRCS policy and procedures on prime and unique farmlands are published in the Code of Federal 

Regulations 7CFR657. The content is reproduced in Exhibit 622-1 for convenience. The website 

is: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx 99/7cfr657 99.html. 

Final Rule, Prime and Unique Farmlands (Exhibit 622-1) 

Federal Register, Volume 43, No.21, January 31, 1978. 

The Code of Federal Regulations for title 7 part 657 are maintained at the following 

website: http://www.gpoaccess.gov/cfr/index.html. The January 1, 1999 version was 

amended on September 25, 2000 with the changes published in the Federal Register as 

follows: [Federal Register: September 25, 2000 (Volume 65, Number 186)] 

(Rules and Regulations] 

[Page 57537-57538] 

From the Federal Register Online via GPO Access [wais.access.gpo.gov] 

[DOCID:fr25se00-2] 
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TITLE 7--AGRICULTURE 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

PART 657--PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLANDS--Table of Contents 

Subpart A--Important Farmlands Inventory 

Section 657.1 -- Purpose 

Section    657.2 -- Policy 

Section 657.3 -- Applicability 

Section 657.4 -- NRCS Responsibilities 

Section 657.5 -- Identification of Important Farmlands 

657.1 -- Purpose. 

NRCS is concerned about any action that tends to impair the productive capacity of American 

agriculture. The Nation needs to know the extent and location of the best land for producing food, 

feed, fiber forage, and oilseed crops. In addition to prime and unique farmlands, farmlands that 

are of statewide and local importance for producing these crops also need to be identified 

657.2 -- Policy. 

It is NRCS policy to make and keep current an inventory of the prime farmland and unique 

farmland of the Nation. This inventory is to be carried out in cooperation with other interested 

agencies at the national, state, and local levels of government. The objective of the inventory is to 

identify the extent and location of important rural lands needed to produce food, feed, fiber, forage, 

and oilseed crops. 

657.3 -- Applicability. 

Inventories made under this memorandum do not constitute a designation of any land area to a 

specific land use. Such designations are the responsibility of appropriate local and state officials. 

657.4 -- NRCS Responsibilities. 

(a) State Conservationist. 

Each NRCS state conservationist is to: 
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(1) Provide leadership for inventories of important farmlands for the state, county, or other 
subdivision of the state.  Each is to work with the appropriate agencies of the state government 
and others to establish priorities for making these inventories. 

 
(2) Identify the soil mapping units within the state that qualify as prime.  In doing this, State 
Conservationists, in consultation with the cooperators of the National Cooperative Soil Survey, have 
the flexibility to make local deviation from the permeability criterion or to be more restrictive for 
other specific criteria in order to assure the most accurate identification of prime farmlands for a 
state. Each is to invite representatives of the governor's office, agencies of the state government, 
and others to identify farmlands of statewide importance and unique farmlands that are to be 
inventoried within the framework of this memorandum. 

(3) Prepare a statewide list of: 

(i) Soil mapping units that meet the criteria for prime farmland; 

(ii) Soil mapping units that are farmlands of statewide importance if the criteria used were based 

on soil information; and 

(iii) Specific high-value food and fiber crops that are grown and, when combined with other 

favorable factors, qualify lands as unique farmlands. 

Copies are to be furnished to NRCS field offices and to the National Soil Survey Center. (See 7 CFR 

600.2(c), 600.6.) 

(4) Coordinate soil mapping units that qualify as prime farmlands with adjacent states, including 

Major Land Resource Area Offices (see 7 CFR 600.4, 600.7) responsible for the soil series. Since 

farmlands of statewide importance and unique farmlands are designated by others at the state 

level, the soil mapping units and areas identified need not be coordinated among states. 

(5) Instruct NRCS district conservationists to arrange local review of lands identified as 

prime, unique, and additional farmlands of statewide importance by conservation districts 

and representatives of local agencies. This review is to determine if additional farmland 

should be identified to meet local decision making needs. 

(6) Make and publish each important farmland inventory on a base map of national map accuracy 

at an intermediate scale of 1:50,000 or 1:100,000. State Conservationists who need base maps of 

other scales are to submit their requests with justification to the Chief for consideration. 
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657.5 Identification of important farmlands. 

(a) Prime farmlands. 

(1) General. Prime farmland is land that has the best combination of physical and chemical 
characteristics for producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops, and is also available for 
these uses (the Land could be cropland, pastureland, rangeland, forest land, or other land, but not 
urban built-up land or water). It has the soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply needed 
to economically produce sustained high yields of crops when treated and managed, including 
water management, according to acceptable farming methods. In general, prime farmlands have 
an adequate and dependable water supply from precipitation or irrigation, a favorable temperature 
and growing season, acceptable acidity or alkalinity, acceptable salt and sodium content, and few 
or no rocks. They are permeable to water and air. Prime farmlands are not excessively erodible or 
saturated with water for a long period of time, and they either do not flood frequently or are 
protected from flooding. Examples of soils that qualify as prime farmland are Palouse silt loam, 0 
to 7 percent slopes; Brookston silty clay loam, drained; and Tama silty clay loam, 0 to 5 percent 
slopes. 

(2) Specific criteria. Prime farmlands meet all the following criteria: Terms used in this section 

are defined in USDA publications: "Soil Taxonomy, Agriculture Handbook 436'; "Soil Survey 

Manual, Agriculture Handbook 18"; "Rainfall-erosion Losses From Cropland, Agriculture 

Handbook 282; "Wind Erosion Forces in the United States and Their Use in Predicting Soil Loss, 

Agriculture Handbook 346"; and 'Saline and Alkali Soils, Agriculture Handbook 60." 

(i) The soils have: 

(a) Aquic, udic, ustic, or xeric moisture regimes and sufficient available water capacity within a 

depth of 40 Inches (1 meter), or in the root zone (root zone is the part of the soil that is 

penetrated or can be penetrated by plant roots) if the root zone is less than 40 inches deep, to 

produce the commonly grown cultivated crops (cultivated crops include, but are not limited to, 

grain, forage, fiber, oilseed, sugar beets, sugarcane, vegetables, tobacco, orchard, vineyard, and 

bush fruit crops) adapted to the region in 7 or more years out of 10; or 

(b) Xeric or ustic moisture regimes in which the available water capacity is limited, but the area 

has a developed irrigation water supply that is dependable (a dependable water supply is one in 

which enough water is available for irrigation in 8 out of 10 years for the crops commonly grown) 

and of adequate quality; or, 
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(c) Aridic or torric moisture regimes, and the area has a developed irrigation water supply that 
is dependable and of adequate quality; and, 

(ii) The soils have a temperature regime that is frigid, mesic, thermic, or hyperthermic (pergelic 

and cryic regimes are excluded). These are soils that, at a depth of 20 inches (50 cm), have a 

mean annual temperature higher than 32 deg. F (0 deg. C. In addition, the mean summer 

temperature at this depth in soils with an O horizon is higher than 47 deg. F (8 deg. C); in soils 

that have no O horizon, the mean summer temperature is higher than 59 deg. F (15 deg. C); and, 

(iii) The soils have a pH between 4.5 and 8.4 in all horizons within a depth of 40 inches (1 meter) 

or in the root zone if the root zone is less than 40 inches deep; and, 

(iv) The soils either have no water table or have a water table that is maintained at a sufficient 

depth during the cropping season to allow cultivated crops common to the area to be grown; and, 

(v) The soils can be managed so that, in all horizons within a depth of 40 inches (1 meter) or in the 

root zone if the root zone is less than 40 inches deep, during part of each year the conductivity of 

the saturation extract is less than 4 mmhos/cm and the exchangeable sodium percentage (ESP) is 

less than 15; and, 

(vi) The soils are not flooded frequently during the growing season (less often than once 

in 2 years); (thus—if the soil is occasionally flooded, protection from flooding is not 

required for prime farmland designation), and, 

(vii) The product of K (erodibility factor) x percent slope is less than 2.0, and the product of I 

(soils erodibility) x C (climatic factor) does not exceed 60; and 

(viii) The soils have a permeability rate of at least 0.06 inch (0.15 cm) per hour in the upper 

20 inches (50 cm) and the mean annual soil temperature at a depth of 20 inches (50 cm) is less 

than 59 deg. F (15 deg. C); the permeability rate is not a limiting factor if the mean annual soil 

temperature is 59 deg. F (15 deg. C) or higher; and, 

(ix) Less than 10 percent of the surface layer (upper 6 inches) in these soils consists of 

rock fragments coarser than 3 inches (7.6 cm). 

NRCS-Oregon has established one state criterion for prime farmland designation. The 

criterion sets a minimum of 70 consecutive days or more of a frost-free period. 

Consequently, if a soil map unit meets all of the national criteria as listed above but has a 

frost-free period of less than 70 days, the map unit is not designated as prime farmland. 
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Example: frost-free period range; 70 to 100 days = prime 

                        frost-free period range; 50 to 90 days = not prime 

 

Also, the “dominant condition” is used to determine Prime for each map unit. 

If the map unit contains a miscellaneous major component, the map unit is not designated 
prime. 

If the map unit contains a major component in land capability class 6, 7, or 8, the map unit 
is not designated prime. 

 

 
Prime Farmland Codes 

1 - All areas are prime farmland. 

2 - Prime farmland if drained. 

3 - Prime farmland if protected from flooding or not frequently flooded during the growing season. 

4 - Prime farmland if irrigated. 

5 - Prime farmland if drained and either protected from flooding or not frequently flooded during the 
growing season.  

6 - Prime farmland if irrigated and drained. 

7 - Prime farmland if irrigated and either protected from flooding or not frequently flooded during 
the growing season. 

8- Prime farmland if subsoiled, completely removing the root inhibiting soil layer. 

9 - Prime farmland if irrigated and the product of I (soil erodibility) x C (climate factor) does not 
exceed 60. 

10- Prime farmland if irrigated and reclaimed of excess salts and sodium. 
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The following list is a composite listing of prime farmland map units in Oregon as stored in Web 
Soil Survey on March 1, 2015.  NOTE: Map units designated as prime farmland are not available 
via Web Soil Survey for the map units in the Grant County, Central, soil survey, but they are 
contained in the composite list.  The survey areas are as follows. 

 

Alsea Area Lincoln County Area 

Baker County Area Linn County Area 

Benton County Malheur County, Northeast 

Clackamas County Area Marion County Area 

Clatsop County Morrow County 

Columbia County Multnomah County 

Coos County Polk County 

Crater Lake National Park Prineville Area 

Curry County Sherman County 

Douglas County Area Tillamook County 

Gilliam County Trout Creek-Shaniko Area 

Grant County, Central Umatilla County Area 

Harney County Area Union County Area 

Hood River County Area Upper Deschutes River Area 

Jackson County Area Wallowa County Area 

Josephine County Wallowa-Whitman National Forest 

Klamath County, South Warm Springs Indian Reservation 

Lake County, North Wasco County, North 

Lake County, South Washington County 

Lane County Area Yamhill County 
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Mapunit_Name
Prime Farmland 

Code
Abegg gravelly loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Abegg gravelly loam, 7 to 12 percent slopes 4
Abegg very gravelly sandy loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 4

Abin silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Abiqua silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Abiqua silty clay loam, 3 to 5 percent slopes 1

Abiqua silty clay loam, occasionally flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Abiqua silty clay loam, rarely flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Abiqua silty clay loam, high precipitation, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Abiqua silty clay loam, high precipitation, 3 to 5 percent slopes 1

Adkins fine sandy loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Adkins fine sandy loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Agency loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Agency loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Agency sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Agency-Madras complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4

Alicel fine sandy loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 1
Alicel loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 1

Aloha silt loam 2
Aloha silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2
Aloha silt loam, 3 to 6 percent slopes 2
Aloha silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 2

Aloha variant silt loam 2
Alsea loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 1

Alsea loam, rarely flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Alspaugh clay loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 1

Amity silt loam 2
Amity silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2

Anderly silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Anders very fine sandy loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 4

Applegate silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
Athena silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 1
Baker silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Baker silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes, warm 4
Baker silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Baker silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes, warm 4
Baldock silt loam 6

Baldock silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 6
Balm loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 6

Balm-Catherine complex, 0 to 3 percent slopes 6
Banning loam 1

Banning loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Banning loam, 3 to 12 percent slopes 1

Barhiskey gravelly loamy sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Barhiskey variant gravelly loamy sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes 6

Barnard silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
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Barron coarse sandy loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 4
Barron coarse sandy loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Bellpine clay loam, 3 to 12 percent slopes 1
Bellpine silt loam, 3 to 12 percent slopes 1

Bellpine silty clay loam, 3 to 12 percent slopes 1
Bellpine-Jory complex, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1

Bornstedt silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1
Boyce silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 6

Boyce silty clay loam 6
Briedwell gravelly loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1

Briedwell silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Briedwell silt loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1

Briedwell silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes, low terrace 1
Buckbert ashy sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Buckbert sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Bully silt loam 4

Burke silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Burlington fine sandy loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1

Calimus fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Calimus fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Calimus loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Calimus loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Calimus silt loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Canderly sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Canderly sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Cantala silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Capona loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Capona loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Carlton silt loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1
Cascade silt loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 2
Cascade silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 2

Catherine silt loam 4
Catherine silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Catherine silty clay loam 4
Cencove fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Cencove fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4
Cencove fine sandy loam, 5 to 8 percent slopes 4

Central Point loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Central Point sandy loam 1

Central Point sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Chapman loam 1

Chapman loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Chapman loam, high precipitation, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Chapman-Chehalis complex, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Chehalem silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2

Chehalem silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes, occasionally flooded 2
Chehalem silty clay loam, sedimentary, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2

Chehalem silty clay loam, volcanic, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2
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Chehalis silt loam 1
Chehalis silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Chehalis silt loam, high precipitation, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Chehalis silt loam, occasional overflow 1

Chehalis silty clay loam 1
Chehalis silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Chehalis silty clay loam, occasional overflow 1
Chehalis silty clay loam, occasionally flooded 1

Chenoweth loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Cherryhill silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Chesnimnus gravelly loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Chesnimnus silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Cheval silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 6
Chilcott silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Clackamas gravelly loam 2
Clackamas gravelly silt loam 2

Clackamas silt loam 2
Clackamas variant silt loam 1

Clawson sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2
Clawson sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 2
Clawson sandy loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 2
Clinefalls sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Cloquato silt loam 1
Cloquato silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Cloquato silt loam, high precipitation, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Clovkamp loamy sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Clovkamp loamy sand, bedrock substratum, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Coburg complex, rarely and occasionally flooded, 0 to 3 percent 1

Coburg silty clay loam 1
Coburg silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Coburg silty clay loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 1

Coburg silty clay loam, flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Coburg silty clay loam, occasionally flooded 1

Coburg silty clay loam, rarely flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Coleman loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 2

Condon and Valby silt loams, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Condon silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Conley silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 6
Conley silty clay loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 6
Conley silty clay loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 6

Cornelius and Kinton silt loams, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
Cornelius silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Cornelius variant silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Cottrell silty clay loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Cottrell silty clay loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 1
Coughanour silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Coughanour silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Court gravelly ashy sandy loam, 1 to 8 percent slopes 4
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Court sandy loam, 1 to 8 percent slopes 4
Courtrock loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Crump muck, 0 to 1 percent slopes 6
Crump silty clay loam, drained, 0 to 1 percent slopes 4

Crump-Ozamis complex, drained, 0 to 1 percent slopes 4
Culbertson loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1

Cumulic Haploxerolls, 0 to 2 percent slopes   *1 4
Darow silty clay loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 1

Dayville silt loam 4
Dee silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 2

Defenbaugh loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Dehill fine sandy loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Deschutes ashy sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Deschutes ashy sandy loam, dry, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Deschutes sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Deschutes sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Deschutes sandy loam, dry, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Deschutes-Houstake complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4

Deskamp loamy sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Deskamp loamy sand, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4
Deskamp sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Deter clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Deter clay loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Deter loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Deter loam, low precipitation, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Dixon gravelly fine sandy loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Dixon gravelly fine sandy loam, alkali, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Dodes loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Donica gravelly loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Dotta sandy loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Drews loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Drewsey very fine sandy loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 4

Drewsgap loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Drybed silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4

Dryck gravelly loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Dryck loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Duart silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Dufur silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Dumont gravelly clay loam, 1 to 12 percent slopes 1
Dumont gravelly loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1

Ellisforde silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Endersby fine sandy loam 4

Endersby fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Endersby loam 4

Endersby-Hermiston complex, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Enko loam, 1 to 10 percent slopes 4

Enko loamy sand, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4
Enko sandy loam, 0 to 6 percent slopes 4
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Enko-Catlow complex, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Enko-McConnel complex, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Era ashy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Era ashy sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Era ashy sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Era sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4
Era sandy loam, cobbly substratum, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Era soils, 1 to 8 percent slopes 4
Esquatzel silt loam 4

Esquatzel silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Evans loam 1

Evans loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Evans silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Falk variant fine sandy loam 4
Faloma silt loam 5

Faloma silt loam, protected 2
Foehlin gravelly loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Foehlin gravelly loam, 3 to 12 percent slopes 1
Fordney gravelly loamy sand, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Fordney gravelly loamy sand, 5 to 15 percent slopes 4
Fordney loamy fine sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Fordney loamy fine sand, 2 to 20 percent slopes 4
Fordney loamy fine sand, terrace, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Freels silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Freezener gravelly loam, 1 to 12 percent slopes 1

Garbutt silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Garbutt silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Gelderman-Jory complex, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Gelsinger silt loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4
Glasgow silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Glide fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Goodrich gravelly loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 4

Goose Lake silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes 6
Greenleaf silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Greenleaf silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Gregory silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2
Gurdane silty clay loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 4

Hack loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Hack loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 4

Harana silt loam 4
Harana silty clay loam 4

Harriman loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Harriman loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Harriman loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Harriman loamy fine sand, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Helvetia silt loam, 0 to 12 percent slopes 1
Helvetia silt loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Helvetia silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
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Helvetia silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1
Hermiston silt loam 4

Hermiston silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Hershal silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 6
Hibbard silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Hillsboro loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Hillsboro loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 1

Holcomb silt loam 2
Holcomb silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2

Holcomb silty clay loam 2
Holland sandy loam, cool, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Homehollow ashy sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Hood loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Hood loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Hot Lake silt loam 4
Houstake ashy sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Houstake sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Houstake sandy loam, dry, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Houstake sandy loam, very gravelly substratum, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Huberly silt loam 2

Hukill gravelly loam, 1 to 12 percent slopes 1
Hullt clay loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1

Hurwal silt loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4
Hurwal silt loam, moist, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4

Hutchinson silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
Imbler coarse sandy loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 4

Imbler fine sandy loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 4
Iris silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes 4

Irrigon fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4
Jerome sandy loam 4

Jett silt loam 4
Jett silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Jimbo silt loam 1
Jimbo-Haflinger complex, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Jimbo-Haflinger complex, 0 to 5 percent slopes 1

Jory silt loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Jory silty clay loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Jory silty clay loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
Jory silty clay loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 1

Jory silty clay loam, basalt bedrock, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Jory silty clay loam, diabase, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1

Jory silty clay loam, sedimentary bedrock, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Jory silty clay loam, sediments, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1

Jory-Bellpine complex, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Jory-Gelderman silt loams, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1

Jory-Gelderman silty clay loams, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Jory-Nekia complex, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1

Josephine gravelly loam, 3 to 12 percent slopes 1
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Josset loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Kerby loam 1

Kerby loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Kerby loam, wet, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2

Kimberly fine sandy loam 4
Kimberly fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Kimberly silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Kinton silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1
Krebs silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Kubli loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2
Kubli loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 2

La Grande silt loam 4
La Grande silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

La Grande silty clay loam 4
Ladd loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

LaFollette sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
LaFollette sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Lakeview loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Lakeview silty clay loam 4

Lakeview silty clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Lakeview silty clay loam, low precipitation, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Langrell gravelly loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Langrell-Snow complex, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Latourell loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Latourell loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Latourell silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Latourell silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Laurelwood silt loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 1
Laurelwood silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Legler clay loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Legler silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Linslaw loam 2
Linslaw loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2
Linslaw loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 2

Lostine silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Loupence silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 6

Madras loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Madras loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4
Madras loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4

Madras loam, 1 to 12 percent slopes 4
Madras sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Madras sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Malabon silty clay loam 1
Malabon silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Malabon silty clay loam, flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Malabon silty clay loam, occasionally flooded 1

Malabon silty clay loam, rarely flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Malabon variant loam 1
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Manita loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
Markscreek loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Matterhorn gravelly fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Maupin loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Maupin silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4
Maupin variant loam 4

McAlpin silty clay loam 1
McAlpin silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
McAlpin silty clay loam, 3 to 6 percent slopes 1

McAlpin silty clay loam, high precipitation, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
McAlpin silty clay loam, high precipitation, 3 to 6 percent slopes 1

McAlpin silty clay loam, rarely flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
McBee silt loam 3

McBee silty clay loam  *2 1
McBee silty clay loam  *3 3

McBee silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
McBee silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes, nonflooded 1
McBee silty clay loam, nonflooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

McBee variant loam 2
McConnel cobbly sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

McConnel very gravelly sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
McConnel very gravelly sandy loam, 2 to 15 percent slopes 4

McNab clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Medford clay loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1

Medford clay loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1
Medford silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Melbourne silty clay loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
Mershon silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1

Metolius ashy sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Metolius sandy loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4

Mikkalo silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
Minam gravelly loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4

Minam loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4
Moag silty clay loam 5

Moag silty clay loam, protected 2
Modoc fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Modoc fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Mondovi silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Morfitt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Morrow silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Multnomah loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Multnomah silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Multnomah silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Multnomah variant loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1
Nekia silty clay loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Nekia silty clay loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
Nekia silty clay loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 1

Newberg fine sandy loam 4
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Newberg fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Newberg fine sandy loam, high precipitation, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Newberg loam 4
Newberg loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Newberg loamy sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Newberg silt loam 4

Newberg silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Norad silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes 4
Norad silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Norad-Spangenburg complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
North Powder loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 4
North Powder loam, 2 to 15 percent slopes 4

Nyssa silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Nyssa silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Nyssa silt loam, gravel substratum, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Nyssa silt loam, gravel substratum, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Nyssa-Malheur silt loams, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Nyssa-Malheur silt loams, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Oak Grove loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1
Ochoco-Prineville complex 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Ochoco-Prineville complex, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Olallie clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 6
Olex silt loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Oliphant silt loam 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Onyx silt loam 4

Onyx silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Owyhee silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Owyhee silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Ozamis loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes 6
Ozamis silt loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes 6

Ozamis silty clay loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes 6
Packard gravelly loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 1

Packard gravelly loam, flooded, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Palouse silt loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 1
Palouse silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 1

Parkdale loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1
Pedigo silt loam 4

Pedigo silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Pelton-Willowdale complex, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Pengra silt loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes 2
Pengra silt loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 2

Phys silt loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 4
Pilot Rock silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Plainview sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Plainview sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Poden silt loam 4
Poe fine sandy loam 4
Poe loamy fine sand 4
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Pollard loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
Powder loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Powder silt loam 4
Powder silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Powder silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Powder silt loam, occasional overflow 4
Powell silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2
Powell silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 2
Powell silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 2
Powval silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Powval silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes, warm 4
Pritchard silty clay loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Prosser silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Prosser silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Quafeno loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Quafeno loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1
Quatama loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Quatama loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 1
Quatama loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Quatama silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Quatama silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Rafton silt loam 5
Rafton silt loam, protected 2

Rafton-Sauvie-Moag complex 5
Ramo silty clay loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4

Reavis silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Redbell silt loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 2

Redmond ashy sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Redmond sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Redmount gravelly silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Redmount silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Redmount silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Redmount-Cheval complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Rhea silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Ricco silty clay loam 6
Rio King loam, 1 to 6 percent slopes 4

Ritzville silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Ritzville silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Ritzville very fine sandy loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
Roloff silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Roloff silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
Roseburg loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1

Rosehaven loam, 3 to 12 percent slopes 1
Royal fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Royal silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Ruch gravelly silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1

Ruch silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
Ruch-Selmac complex, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
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Sagehill fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Sagehill fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Sagehill fine sandy loam, hummocky, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4
Salem gravelly silt loam 1

Salem gravelly silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Salem gravelly silt loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1

Salem silt loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1
Salisbury loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Salkum silt loam, 2 to 6 percent slopes 1
Salkum silty clay loam, 2 to 6 percent slopes 1
Salkum silty clay loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 1

Salkum silty clay loam, basin, 0 to 6 percent slopes 1
Santiam silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Santiam silt loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 1
Santiam silt loam, 3 to 6 percent slopes 1

Saturn variant silt loam 1
Saum silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1
Saum silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Sauvie silt loam 5
Sauvie silt loam, protected 2

Sauvie silty clay loam, protected 2
Sawtell silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1
Schrier silt loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4

Schrier silt loam, shaly substratum, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
Selmac loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 2

Sevenoaks loamy sand, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Shano silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
Shefflein loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 1

Sibold fine sandy loam, 0 to 5 percent slopes 1
Sifton gravelly loam 1

Sifton gravelly loam, occasionally flooded 1
Sifton loam 1

Silverlake silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Sinamox silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Snow silt loam 4
Snow silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Spangenburg complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Spangenburg silty clay loam, 0 to 1 percent slopes 4

Spangenburg silty clay loam, moist, 0 to 1 percent slopes 4
Spangenburg silty clay loam, thick surface, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Springwater loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 1
Steiwer silt loam, 3 to 6 percent slopes 1

Taunton fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Taunton fine sandy loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Taunton fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Terrabella clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 2
Tetherow sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Tetherow sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4
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Thatuna silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 2
Topper silt loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4

Truesdale fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Truesdale fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4
Truesdale fine sandy loam, 5 to 8 percent slopes 4

Tulana mucky silty clay loam, drained, 0 to 1 percent slopes 4
Tulana silt loam 6

Tulana silt loam, sandy substratum 6
Tumalo sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Tumalo sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 4

Turbyfill fine sandy loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Turbyfill fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Tygh fine sandy loam 7
Valby silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Van Horn fine sandy loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1
Van Horn loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1

Van Horn variant loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 1
Veazie loam 7

Veazie loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 7
Veazie silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Veneta loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1
Veneta loam, 0 to 12 percent slopes 1

Veneta variant silt loam, 0 to 7 percent slopes 1
Virtue silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Virtue silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4
Virtue silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4
Waha silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Waha silty clay loam, 1 to 12 percent slopes 4
Walla Walla silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Walla Walla silt loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 4

Walla Walla silt loam, hardpan substratum, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4
Wamic loam, 1 to 5 percent slopes 4

Wapato silt loam 5
Wapato silty clay loam 5

Wapato silty clay loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 5
Wapato silty clay loam, high precipitation, 0 to 3 percent slopes 5

Wapinitia silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4
Wapinitia variant silt loam, 1 to 7 percent slopes 4

Warden silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Warden silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4

Warden very fine sandy loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4
Watama silt loam, 2 to 8 percent slopes 4

Watama-Wapinitia silt loams, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4
Wato very fine sandy loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 4

Wellsdale loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Wellsdale-Willakenzie-Dupee complex, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1

Wenas-Loupence-Cumulic Haploxerolls complex, 0 to 3 percent slopes 6
Willakenzie clay loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
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Willakenzie loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Willakenzie silty clay loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1

Willamette silt loam 1
Willamette silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Willamette silt loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 1
Willamette silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Willamette silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Willamette silt loam, wet, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Willamette silt loam, wet, 3 to 7 percent slopes 1

Willis silt loam, 2 to 5 percent slopes 4
Willis silt loam, 2 to 7 percent slopes 4

Willowdale loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Willowdale loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Willowdale-Dryck-Fluvaquents complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4
Wind River fine sandy loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4

Windygap clay loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Windygap silt loam, 2 to 12 percent slopes 1
Wingdale silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 6

Wingville silt loam 4
Wingville silt loam, 0 to 2 percent slopes 4

Wolfpeak sandy loam, 3 to 12 percent slopes 1
Wollent silt loam 2

Woodburn silt loam 1
Woodburn silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 1
Woodburn silt loam, 3 to 7 percent slopes 1
Woodburn silt loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes 1

Wyeast silt loam, 0 to 8 percent slopes 2
Xerolls, silty, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4

Yakima silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes 4
Zorravista fine sand, 0 to 5 percent slopes 4

Zorravista-Hinton complex, 0 to 8 percent slopes 4

*1 only in Baker and Union Soil Surveys
*2 only in Clackamas, Linn, Marion, and Yamhill Soil Surveys

*3 only in Lane, Polk, and Washington Soil Surveys
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

OneEnergy Development, LLC (OED) is developing a solar energy project (Harp Solar or the 

Project) on private land in Morrow County, Oregon. As part of the review for biological 

resources, OED contracted with Northwest Wildlife Consultants, Inc. (NWC) to conduct a 

wildlife and habitat assessment. This included a spring season survey for special status 

wildlife species, recording all vertebrate wildlife species detected. The primary focus was the 

special status species Washington ground squirrel (Urocitellus washingtoni; WGS) and the 

potential for their occurrence. This species’ current status is State Endangered (ODFW, 

2016) and federal Species of Concern (USFWS, 2016). All other vertebrate wildlife species—

including those with special state or federal status—were to be recorded as detected. This 

memorandum summarizes methods and results of information reviews, pre-field 

investigations and of the May 30, 2017 biological surveys; this was within the optimal 

period for detecting all species of interest and assessing habitat. Aquatic species were not 

assessed in detail due to lack of suitable habitat within the Project study area. 

2.0 METHODS 

The survey area comprised 207 acres of farmland approximately 5 miles north of the town 

of Lexington, Morrow County; it is primarily in active wheat production (Figure 1). Prior to 

field surveys, aerial imagery was studied for understanding the general land cover. NWC 

staff with 25+ years’ experience in the area discussed potential special status species.  A list 

was created for special status vertebrate wildlife species known in the general Project area 

during the breeding season within Project. This list can be found as Appendix A (which is 

updated to include the 2017 spring season survey results and subsequent likelihood of 

occurrence).  

2.1 USFWS Query 

OED requested from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) a list of 

threatened, endangered, and candidate species expected to occur and a list of critical 

habitats designated within the Project area. The USFWS response letter can be found as 

Appendix B.  

2.2 Soils 

OED also requested from the National Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) a custom soil 

resource report for the Project area.  

2.3 Wildlife 

An experienced biologist traversed the non-agricultural portion of the proposed Project on 

May 30, 2017, recording all vertebrate wildlife species encountered. Due to lack of habitat 

to support breeding season species (Appendix A), one survey instead of two was deemed 

sufficient by the experienced biologist as being appropriate for the Project habitat. 

2.4 Habitat 

During the wildlife survey, habitat was visually assessed for habitat type and quality and 

rated into categories based on definitions found in Oregon Administrative Rule (OAR) 635-

415-0025. This rule defines six habitat categories and establishes mitigation goals and 

implementation standards for each. 

3.0 RESULTS 

This section presents results of information queries and the wildlife survey and habitat 

assessment. 
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3.1 USFWS Response 

OED received a response from the USFWS dated June 2, 2017 (Appendix B) regarding a list 

of species expected on the Project area in the request and critical habitats designated within 

the Project area. The Project area requested was defined “Marquardt” (part of the full Harp 

Solar). The relevant contents of that letter are two. One is “There is a total of 0 threatened, 

endangered, or candidate species on your species list.” The other is “There are no critical 

habitats within your project area” (Appendix B). 

3.2 Soils 

According to the custom soil report produced by NRCS (NRCS, 2017), four types of soil are 

found on the Project area. The majority of the area is composed of Ritzville silt loam and 

Willis silt loam. These soil types have the depth and stability preferred by WGS (Marr, 

2001), but are also well suited for wheat production. A small portion of the area consists of 

Lickskillet very stony loam, and an even smaller portion is Xeric Torriorthents (NRCS, 

2017).  

3.3 Wildlife Species 

No Washington ground squirrels or sign of their use were detected on any of the survey 

areas. The only wildlife recorded was horned lark (Eremophila alpestris), a common native 

species that adapts well to wheat and stubble fields.  

3.4 Habitat 

Almost the entire area is in active wheat production, defined as Category 6 developed 

agriculture. There is a small piece of non-agriculture toward the center of the middle section 

(Figure 1 & Figure 2). That small portion consists primarily of non-native cheatgrass 

(Bromus tectorum) and feral wheat, and offers little in the way of habitat for wildlife during 

the breeding season; this small area constitutes Category 4 exotic annual grassland. 

4.0 SUMMARY 

The Harp Solar Project area is almost entirely in active wheat production, contains no 

habitat suitable for Washington ground squirrel, and provides little value for native wildlife 

species during the breeding season.   
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6.0 FIGURES 

Figure 1. Harp Solar Project 2017 wildlife and habitat assessment area. Aerial imagery 

showing extent of agriculture at Harp Solar Project. 

 

 
 

 Figure 2. Harp Solar Project 2017 Survey Map. Annotated aerial map with parcel, survey, 

and habitat categorization boundaries. 
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7.0 APPENDICES 

Appendix A. Special status vertebrate wildlife species of potential occurrence* on the Harp 

Solar Project during the breeding season. 

Common Name 
and 

Scientific Name 
Federal Status 

ODFW 
Status 

Occurrence in Solar Site Boundary and Transmission Line 

P=Potential to Occur  
N=No Potential to Occur 

Mammals 

Washington ground squirrel 
Urocitellus washingtoni 

SoC E 

N–No holes, pellets or sign of Washington Ground Squirrel (WGS) were 
detected during surveys. WGS not expected in developed agriculture or 
small patches of non-agriculture surrounded by agriculture. Extremely 
unlikely to occur on Project area. 

Birds 

Swainson’s hawk 
Buteo swainsoni 

– S 
P–Not observed during surveys, but present in surrounding area. Project 
area offers no nest sites and little or no foraging opportunities. Has low 
potential to occur on Project.  

Ferruginous hawk 
Buteo regalis 

SoC 
BoCC 

SC 
P–Not observed during surveys, but present in surrounding area. Project 
area offers no nest sites and little or no foraging opportunities. Has low 
potential to occur on Project.  

Golden eagle 
Aquila chrysaetos 

EPA 
BoCC 

– 
N–Not documented on Project. Not expected on Project area during 
breeding season. 

Bald eagle  
Haliaeetus leucocephalus 

NW 
EPA 

BoCC 
– 

N–Not observed during surveys. Project area offers no foraging 
opportunities. Not expected on Project during breeding season. 

Long-billed curlew 
Numenius americanus 

BoCC SC 
P–Not observed during surveys, but present in surrounding area. Project 
area offers no nest sites and little or no foraging opportunities. Has low 
potential to occur on Project. 

Western burrowing owl 
Athene cunicularia hypugaea 

SoC SC 
N–No individuals or sign detected during surveys. No suitable habitat. 
Extremely unlikely to occur on Project area. 

Loggerhead shrike 
Lanius ludovicianus 

BoCC S 
N–None detected during surveys. No suitable habitat.  Extremely unlikely 
to occur on Project area. 

Sagebrush sparrow 
Artemisiospiza nevadensis 

BoCC SC 
N–None detected during surveys.  No suitable habitat.  Extremely unlikely 
to occur on Project area. 

Grasshopper sparrow 
Ammodramus savannarum 

– S 
N–None detected during surveys.  No suitable habitat.  Extremely unlikely 
to occur on Project area. 

Amphibians, Reptiles, and Turtles 

Northern sagebrush lizard 
Sceloparus graciosus graciosus 

SoC S 
N–None detected during surveys. No suitable habitat.  Extremely unlikely 
to occur on Project area. 

    

*Based on information reviews and 2017 surveys. 

Status Key  
Federal: 

T Threatened SoC Species of Concern BoCC USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern 

E Endangered NW  Not Warranted; delisted –  No special status 
C Candidate EPA  Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act 

Note: All native migratory birds are protected by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). 

Oregon:  
T Threatened  
E Endangered 
SC “Sensitive-Critical” species are those that have current or legacy threats that are significantly impacting their abundance, distribution, 

diversity, and/or habitat. They may decline to the point of qualifying for threatened or endangered status if conservation actions are 
not taken.  

S “Sensitive species” are not in imminent danger of being listed as threatened or endangered, but could become sensitive-critical, 
threatened, or endangered with changes in populations, habitats or threats.  

Sources for status = ODFW, 2016; ORBIC, 2016; USFWS, 2016  
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Appendix B. USFWS response letter regarding threatened, endangered, and candidate 

species expected in, and critical habitats designated on, Harp Solar Project area (cover 

page and results pages). 

 
 



Harp Solar Project Special Status Wildlife Species Survey and Habitat Assessment 6 
NWC, Inc.   September 22, 2017 

 



Harp Solar Project Special Status Wildlife Species Survey and Habitat Assessment 7 
NWC, Inc.   September 22, 2017 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Oregon Fish And Wildlife Office

2600 Southeast 98th Avenue, Suite 100

Portland, OR 97266-1398

Phone: (503) 231-6179 Fax: (503) 231-6195

https://www.fws.gov/oregonfwo/articles.cfm?id=149489416

In Reply Refer To: 

Consultation Code: 01EOFW00-2018-SLI-0236 

Event Code: 01EOFW00-2018-E-00449  

Project Name: Harp Solar

 

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project 

location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as 

well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of your 

proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills the 

requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the 

Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.).

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of 

species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to 

contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to 

federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical 

habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of the 

Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be 

completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be 

completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and 

implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested 

through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the 

ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the 

Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to 

utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered 

species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or 

designated critical habitat.

February 09, 2018

https://www.fws.gov/oregonfwo/articles.cfm?id=149489416


02/09/2018 Event Code: 01EOFW00-2018-E-00449   2

   

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having 

similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the 

human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2) 

(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological 

evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may 

affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended 

contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that 

listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the 

agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service 

recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed 

within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7 

consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered 

Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-GLOS.PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle 

Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require 

development of an eagle conservation plan (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/ 

eagle_guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects should follow the wind energy 

guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing impacts to migratory birds and 

bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications 

towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at: http:// 

www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm; http:// 

www.towerkill.com; and http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/ 

comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages 

Federal agencies to investigate opportunities for incorporating conservation of threatened and 

endangered species into project planning processes as a means of complying with the Act. If you 

have questions regarding your responsibilities under the Act, please contact the Endangered 

Species Division at the Service's Oregon Fish and Wildlife Office at (503) 231-6179. For 

information regarding listed marine and anadromous species under the jurisdiction of NOAA 

Fisheries Service, please see their website (http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/habitat/ 

habitat_conservation_in_the_nw/habitat_conservation_in_the_nw.html).

Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in the header of this letter with any request for 

consultation or correspondence about your project that you submit to our office.

Attachment(s):

▪ Official Species List

http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/habitat/habitat_conservation_in_the_nw/habitat_conservation_in_the_nw.html
http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/habitat/habitat_conservation_in_the_nw/habitat_conservation_in_the_nw.html
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Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the 

requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether 

any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed 

action".

This species list is provided by:

Oregon Fish And Wildlife Office

2600 Southeast 98th Avenue, Suite 100

Portland, OR 97266-1398

(503) 231-6179
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 01EOFW00-2018-SLI-0236

Event Code: 01EOFW00-2018-E-00449

Project Name: Harp Solar

Project Type: POWER GENERATION

Project Description: Harp Solar will include approximately 80 acres of Agricultural land 

within the 312 acre parcel located in the city of Lexington, Oregon. Some 

light grading and clearing may take place but there will be little change to 

the quantity of impervious surface. It is expected that the project will 

generate 10 MW of power.

Project Location:

Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps: https:// 

www.google.com/maps/place/45.52557903263914N119.69126009439586W

Counties: Morrow, OR

https://www.google.com/maps/place/45.52557903263914N119.69126009439586W
https://www.google.com/maps/place/45.52557903263914N119.69126009439586W
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Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 0 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on this species list. Species on 

this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include species that 

exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species list because 

a project could affect downstream species. See the "Critical habitats" section below for those 

critical habitats that lie wholly or partially within your project area under this office's 

jurisdiction. Please contact the designated FWS office if you have questions.

Critical habitats
THERE ARE NO CRITICAL HABITATS WITHIN YOUR PROJECT AREA UNDER THIS OFFICE'S 
JURISDICTION.



     

February 12, 2018 
 
Ann Siqveland, Director, Project Development 
OneEnergy Renewables 
ann@oneenergyrenewables.com 
503-232-3859 (Office) 
503-985-9201 (Mobile) 
 
 
RE: Harp Solar near Lexington, OR 
 
Dear Ann: 
 
Thank you for the site visit to Harp Solar on 2-8-2018.  As we discussed the facility is 
sited appropriately.  The current completed on-site surveys are acceptable to ODFW.  
The final survey that needs to be completed before construction is the raptor nest survey.  
This survey should be completed during the active nesting season in areas with potential 
nesting habitat, and within a one-half mile radius from the project boundary.   
 
I appreciate the opportunity to visit and comment on this proposed project and look 
forward to continuing working with you.  Please feel free to contact me if you have any 
questions regarding my comments. 
 
 
Respectfully, 

 
Melody Henderson 
Wildlife Biologist   
Email: Melody.B.Henderson@state.or.us 
Phone: 541-676-5230 
 
 
 

  Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Heppner District Office 

P.O. Box 363 
54173 Highway 74 

Heppner, Oregon 97836 
541-676-5230 

Fax: 541-676-9075 
www.dfw.state.or.us/ 

Oregon 
Kate Brown, Governor 

 



1

Blake Bjornson

From: Martens, Justin <justin_martens@fws.gov>
Sent: Monday, February 12, 2018 10:36 AM
To: Ann Siqveland
Cc: Blake Bjornson
Subject: Technical Assistance for Harp Solar (10 megawatts),  

 Renewable Energy Projects in Morrow County, 
Oregon

Ann Siqveland 
Director + Project Development 
OneEnergy Renewables 
911 NE Davis St. 
Portland, OR 97232 
503-232-1989 
 
Dear Ms. Siqveland, 
This is in response to OneEnergy Renewables' correspondence requesting feedback from the Fish and Wildlife Service 
(Service) with respect to the Harp Solar (10 megawatts),  

 projects in Morrow County.  You initially requested feedback on December 20, 2017, which 
was followed up by a phone conversation on January 5, 2018, followed by a site visit on February 8, 2018.  OneEnergy 
Renewables provided initial project descriptions, site maps, and wildlife survey information conducted by Northwest Wildlife 
Consultants, Inc., that indicated no listed or proposed threatened or endangered Species were found in or near the vicinity of 
any of the project sites.  Formal or informal consultation with the Service requires that an action must be either authorized, 
funded, or carried out by a Federal Agency and the presence of T&E species, neither of which is the case for any of these 
projects.   Although we typically do not consult or provide a written response for “no effect” determinations, this email has been 
prepared, per your request, in order to document our review of the information you provided in your correspondence. 
 
OneEnergy Renewables is proposing to install and develop 4 separate photovoltaic solar energy generation projects listed 
above in Morrow County, Oregon.  These projects (Harp Solar (10 megawatts),  

) will occur on non-federal land and do not intersect with any listed or 
proposed threatened or endangered species or mapped critical habitat.   
 
Based on our review of the information submitted in your correspondence, we do not anticipate further Service review.  We 
appreciate your efforts for conserving listed and candidate species.  Should project plans change, or if additional information on 
the distribution of listed or proposed species becomes available, these determinations may be reconsidered.  If you have any 
questions or concerns about this letter, please contact me at the contact information below. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
‐‐  
 

Justin Martens 
 
Fish and Wildlife Biologist 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
La Grande Field Office 
3502 Highway 30,La Grande, OR 97850 
Office: (541) 962-8586 
Fax:  (541) 962-8581 
Email: justin_martens@fws.gov 
http://www.fws.gov/oregonfwo/FieldOffices/LaGrande 
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Inputs

No glare found

 Print

Analysis name Harp Solar

PV array axis tracking single

Tilt of tracking axis (deg) 0.0

Orientation of tracking axis (deg) 0.0

Offset angle of module (deg) 0.0

Limit rotation angle? True

Maximum tracking angle (deg) 60.0

javascript:window.print()
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Rated power (kW) 10000.0

Vary reflectivity True

PV surface material Light textured glass with ARC

Timezone offset -8.0

Subtended angle of sun (mrad) 9.3

Peak DNI (W/m^2) 1000.0

Ocular transmission coefficient 0.5

Pupil diameter (m) 0.002

Eye focal length (m) 0.017

Time interval (min) 1

Correlate slope error with material True

Slope error (mrad) 9.16

PV array vertices

id
Latitude
(deg)

Longitude
(deg)

Ground Elevation
(ft)

Height of panels above ground
(ft)

Total elevation
(ft)

1 45.51651923 -119.686822 549.7 7.0 556.7

2 45.52821772 -119.6869944 493.02 7.0 500.02

3 45.52136314 -119.6945171 509.07 7.0 516.07

4 45.51658796 -119.6938423 568.53 7.0 575.53

5 45.51651923 -119.686822 568.73 7.0 575.73

Observation Points
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Latitude (deg) Longitude (deg) Ground Elevation (ft) Eye-level height above ground (ft)

1 45.5174139177 -119.699006081 1324.54 10.0

No glare found.
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Solar Glare Hazard Analysis Report

Generated June 16, 2017, 5:12 p.m.

Inputs

No glare found

 Print

Analysis name Harp Solar

PV array axis tracking single

Tilt of tracking axis (deg) 0.0

Orientation of tracking axis (deg) 0.0

Offset angle of module (deg) 0.0

Limit rotation angle? True

Maximum tracking angle (deg) 60.0
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Rated power (kW) 10000.0

Vary reflectivity True

PV surface material Light textured glass with ARC

Timezone offset -8.0

Subtended angle of sun (mrad) 9.3

Peak DNI (W/m^2) 1000.0

Ocular transmission coefficient 0.5

Pupil diameter (m) 0.002

Eye focal length (m) 0.017

Time interval (min) 1

Correlate slope error with material True

Slope error (mrad) 9.16

PV array vertices

id
Latitude
(deg)

Longitude
(deg)

Ground Elevation
(ft)

Height of panels above ground
(ft)

Total elevation
(ft)

1 45.51651923 -119.686822 549.7 7.0 556.7

2 45.52821772 -119.6869944 493.02 7.0 500.02

3 45.52136314 -119.6945171 509.07 7.0 516.07

4 45.51658796 -119.6938423 568.53 7.0 575.53

5 45.51651923 -119.686822 568.73 7.0 575.73

Observation Points
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Latitude (deg) Longitude (deg) Ground Elevation (ft) Eye-level height above ground (ft)

2 45.5178950429 -119.675574303 1356.96 10.0

No glare found.



Harp NWI Map - Project Area Extent

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, National Standards and Support Team,
wetlands_team@fws.gov

Wetlands
Estuarine and Marine Deepwater
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Other
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March 1, 2018
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This page was produced by the NWI mapper
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI)

This map is for general reference only. The US Fish and Wildlife 
Service is not responsible for the accuracy or currentness of the 
base data shown on this map. All wetlands related data should 
be used in accordance with the layer metadata found on the 
Wetlands Mapper web site.



OER


OER


oer
Sticky Note
Unmarked set by oer

oer
Typewritten Text
Project Site

oer
Polygon

oer
Sticky Note
Marked set by oer



OneEnergy Renewables, HARP Solar Farm Project

Jason Allen, M.A.

Historic Preservation Specialist

(503) 986-0579

jason.allen@oregon.gov

69695 Lone Boardman Road  (1N 24E 33), Lone Rock

Dear Ms. Siqveland:

RE: SHPO Case No. 15-1623

Develop 80 acre solar farm

We have reviewed the materials submitted on the project referenced above, and we concur there will be no 
historic properties affected for this undertaking.  This letter refers to above-ground historic resources only.  
Comments pursuant to a review for archaeological resources have been sent separately.  

This concludes the requirement for consultation with our office under Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (per 36 CFR Part 800) for above-ground historic properties.  Local regulations, if any, still 
apply and review under local ordinances may be required. Please feel free to contact me if you have any 
questions, comments or need additional assistance.

Sincerely,

911 NE Davis

Ms. Ann Siqveland

Portland, OR 97232

One Energy Renewables

January 12, 2018



OneEnergy Renewables, HARP Solar Farm Project

Dennis Griffin, Ph.D., RPA

State Archaeologist

(503) 986-0674

dennis.griffin@oregon.gov

69695 Lone Boardman Road  (1N 24E 33), Lone Rock

Dear Ms. Siqveland:

RE: SHPO Case No. 15-1623

Develop 80 acre solar farm

Our office recently received a request to review your application for the project referenced above.  In 
checking our statewide archaeological database, it appears that there have been no previous surveys completed 
near the proposed project area.  However, the project area lies within an area generally perceived to have a 
high probability for possessing archaeological sites and/or buried human remains. In the absence of sufficient 
knowledge to predict the location of cultural resources within the project area, extreme caution is 
recommended during project related ground disturbing activities. Under state law (ORS 358.905 and ORS 
97.74) archaeological sites, objects and human remains are protected on both state public and private lands in 
Oregon.  If archaeological objects or sites are discovered during construction, all activities should cease 
immediately until a professional archaeologist can evaluate the discovery.  If you have not already done so, be 
sure to consult with all appropriate Indian tribes regarding your proposed project.  If the project has a federal 
nexus (i.e., federal funding, permitting, or oversight) please coordinate with the appropriate lead federal 
agency representative regarding compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA).  If you have any questions about the above comments or would like additional information, please 
feel free to contact our office at your convenience.  In order to help us track your project accurately, please 
reference the SHPO case number above in all correspondence.

Sincerely,

911 NE Davis

Ms. Ann Siqveland

Portland, OR 97232

One Energy Renewables

November 28, 2017



Harp Full Tract Solar Water Rights Map
February 27, 2018

0 1 20.5 mi

0 2 41 km

1:72,224

Oregon Water Resources Department
725 Summer St NE , Suite A, Salem, OR 97301

(503)986-0900

Disclaimer: http://www.oregon.gov/owrd/pages/MAPS/index.aspx#Disclaimer
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	If Yes Attach Purchase PreAuthorization Request if Applicable: No
	Reviewed By: Carla McLane                                          06112018
	DATE:                                
	DATE_2: Rich Tovey (via email)                             06072018
	DATE_3: 
	DATE_4: 
	Issues, Background: This is the next step following the Public Hearing to consider the Goal 3 exception just two weeks ago. Attached is Ordinance ORD-2018-1, Rich Tovey's 'approve as to form' for the Ordinance, the Agricultural Lands Element as amended for replacement in the Comprehensive Plan, followed by the documents that will comprise the first entry into the Exceptions Element. For this action it will include the Planning Commission Findings of Fact and portions of the application (applicant's narrative and attachments).
	Fiscal Impact: There is no direct fiscal impact based on this action. 
	MOTION: I move to approve Ordinance ORD-2018-1 thereby taking an exception to Goal 3 Agricultural Lands to allow development of a solar photovoltaic energy generation facility and associated equipment on lands zoned Exclusive Farm Use. This motion includes declaration of an emergency as the HARP Solar Project has time-sensitive deadlines and completion of the land use component is necessary to allow other project approved to be reviewed and approved timely.


