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BEFORE THE HEARTN nGs O;E‘FIC\R\' ”‘“*% 35 551 -
KLAMATY counry, OREGON

In the Matter of. Request for)

Klamath County Plannlng
Varlance No 80 ?8 for

Flndlngs of Fact ang Order

Larry Peacore, Appllcant‘

'Oregon, on December 1o, 1980, pursuant to notice given in con-
'formlty with. Ordlnance No. 35, Klamatﬁ County, before the Klamath
’County.Ass1stant Hearlngs Offlcer, James R. Uerllngs The appli-~

'cant was present ‘The Klamath County«Plannlng Department was

represented by Jonathan Chudnofr, » The Hearings Reporter was

Barbara Thomson

There were no adjacent Property
owners present who ‘stated they hag objections to the Proposed
Varlance requested by the applicant,

' The. follow;ng exhibits. Were offereq, received, and mage
‘a part of. the record-'> 7

Klamath COuntv Exhlblt A, the Stafr Report

'Klamath COunty Exhibit B

: Map of the subject property
Klamath County Exhibit D, letter from Oregon State
nghway~D1v13ron
Appllcant‘s Exhibit No. l, plot plan

tThe hearlng was then closed

submrtted at the hearrng,
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Flndlngs.of Fact.

\FINDiNGS\ORAFAST.

1, There are exceptl nal and extraordinary crrcumstance%

which apply to the property tnvolved which do not generally apply
“to orher property in the same vicinity and zone particularly
J‘beeause>of the size of the lot, itcwopldibeaimpossible for the
'aoplicaht to comply with the seventyffoot setback because it is

only a sixty—-foot lot.

2. The variance is neceSsary for the preservation and
enjoyment of a substantial property right of the applicant which
right‘is possessed by other pronerty owners under like conditions
in the same VLc1n1ty and zone,’ '

3, The granting of thrs Varrance will not be materially
detrlmental to the public health, safety, convenience, and
’welfare, or 1njur10us to the property improvements in the same
_V1c1n1ty and zone in whlch_the propertv affected is located and
"will not be contrary to the 1ntent of this Ordlnance

4, . The Variance requested is the minimum variance from
the Drovisions”and standards of tﬁiS‘regulation which will
alleviate the hardshlp, and accordlng to the testimony; at present

: the applicant con51ders that the present existing building on the
‘property~wourd'be financially impracticable to bring it up to
?oode,f o |

5, The granting of rhis variance will not allow use
of the property for a purpose‘which is. not authorized within the
zone the property is currently in.

‘6}_ The granting of this Variance +s consistent with

the L. C. D, C, Goals and Guldellnes.

VAR, 80-28
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Conditfens,

_'_,,\/’comﬁ'ﬂréméz o

- 1. iApplicant shall follow plot plan, Applicanttg
Exhibit wo, 1. |

prévent any obstruction or hindrance to Mr, Hartléy using hijis
Vprivaté‘driveway as it existg on the east side of the Property,

The Hearings Officer, based on the foregoing Findings of

Fact, accdrdingly orders as follows:
That real broperty described as the

"parce

2, Township
r Klamath County,

STATE OF OREGON; COUNTY oF KLAMATH . ss. : _ :
I hereby certify that the within instrument was received and fileqd for record an the

3rd j‘qﬁy of Méréh o'clock P M., and duly Tecorded ip

Vol M81 of needs on page 365] . EVELYN B’EHN
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