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BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIOHNERE

KLAMATH COUNTY, OREGON

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION

JOE WESTVOLD

)
)
FOR ZONE CHANGE 78-29 for ) ORDER
)
)

THIS MATTER having come On for hearing upon the
application of Joe Westvold for a zone change from RA (Residential
Agriculture) to A (Agriculture), by the Klamath County Planning
Commission, on real property described as Township 39, Range 10,
SE% NW4 of Section 19. Public hearings having been heard by the

Klamath County Planning Commission on August 1, 1978, wherefrom

the testimony, reports, and information produced at the hearing

by the applicant, members of the Planning Devartment Staff and

other persons in attendance, the Planning commission recommended
approval to the Board of County Commissioners. Following action
by the Planning Commission, a public hearing pefore the Board of

County Commissioners was regularly held on September 26, 1978,

wherefrom the testimony at said hearing it appeared that the

record below was accurate and complete and it appears from the

testimony, repcrts and exhibits introduced at the hearing before
the Planning Commission that the application for a change of
zone for the subject property should be granted.

The Board of County Commissioners makcs the followina

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law as required by Ordinance

No. 17, the Klamath Counly voninag Ovdinanca:

FINDINGS OF FACT:

1. Boaxd of commissioners found parcel size, that beina

1.37 acres in size, to be adequate for use.




across Pine Grove Road, to be zoned A (Agriculture) .

3. Board of Commissioners found this zone change was
correcting a zone that would be in keeping with rest of the tract
that was platteg and already zoned A (Agriculture).

4. Board of Commissionérs found change of zone was in
keeping with lang uses in the surrounding area, that being large
lot subdivisions.

5. Board of Commissioners found change of zone met LCDC
Goal No. 1, Citizen Involvement, in that people had been notified
in order to testify at the scheduled hearings.

6. Board of Commissioners found, per testimony by Ap-
plicant, that there is a need for such change of zone, thus ad-

dressing LCDC Goal No. 10, Housing,

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

l. The pProperty affected by the change of zone is

adequate in size and shape to facilitate thosge uses normally al-

conjunction with such zoning;

the type of traffic aenerated by such uses that may he permittoed

therein;

3. The pProposed change of zone will have no adversoe

effect or only limited adverse effect on any property or the per-

mitted uses thereof within the affecteqd area.

4. That the Proposed change of zone iy in keeping wirh
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