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BEFORE THE HEARINGS OFFICERS
FOR KLaMATH COUNTY, OREGON
In the Matter of 4 NO. 11-g3

REQUEST FOR VARIANCE

)

)

) FINDINGS oF FACT, DECISION
) AND ORDER

)

)

)

)

for
JOHN AND SHARON TOFELL
.______________._______________.
/ hearing before the Klamath
JAMES R, UERLINGS, on June 2,
at 1:30 in the Klamath County Commissioners' Hearing Room.
/‘The applicantsg appeared in berson, and the Klamath County

|
Planning Department Was represented

+ Yeceived ang
Mmade a part of the recorqd: Exhibitg mp» through "p»,

The Hearing wag then closed.

The Assistant Hearings Officer, after reviewing the
evidence, renders the following findings of fact ang decision:
FINDINGS OF FACT:

1. The applicants, JOHN AND SHARON TOFELL,

ty locateg at 7017 Sierra Place,
also known as Lot 21, Block 1, SUNSET EAST, Klamath County, Oregon
( 2. The pPlan designation for the Property is urban
residential and the zone designation is RM. The adjacent and
{surrounding Zoning is RM,

X 125°*, approximately




the Property to the rear

is not asg aesthetically
ort woulgq be.

There jig Currently
Way back to the areg wWhere the

The applicantg have Spoke

FINDINGS
Page 2,

N with the Owner

OF Face, DECISION AND ORDER




1l
2

3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

’KLAMATH COUNTY DEVELOPMENT CODE CRITERIA:
| __________________________________________
f See Exhibit "aan attached hereto ang incorporateg by
KLAMATH COUNTY DEVELOPMENT CODE FINDINGS:
l. see Findings of Fact 1-¢ above,

2. A literal enforcement of this Code would result

| in a pPractical difficult

fapplicants.

See Exhibit "BB" attacheqd hereto ang incorporated by

this reference,

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DECISION:
______________________________

FINDINGS oF FACT, DECISION anDp ORDER
Page 3.
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‘oppositi
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be grant

on thereto.

THEREFORE, it is hereby Ordereqd that this Variance

ed.
DATED thig 2 day of June, 1983,

S R, UERLINGS




finding by the revieyw
Owing criteria:

~ o~ S
EXHIBIT "AA \\\







GOAL NO. 3 - Agricﬁl%ural Lands
(] complies [] Does not Comply

[] complies with conditions

m Not applicable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:

The property is in an urbanized area with a typical lot size of
10,000 square feet. The property is not adjacent to farm land and is
served by paved streets and all urban utilities.

GOAL NO. 4 - Forest Lands
[[] complies [T] Does not Comply
[ complies with conditions

K] Not applicabie

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:

There is not timber site productivity rating Property, and it
is in an urbanized area.

EXHIBIT "BB", Page 2.
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GOAL NO. 5 - Open(;pace, Scenic and Historic g;eas, and Natural
. Resources 8394

D Complies [] Does not Comply

[[] complies with conditions

[X] Not applicable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:

The reduced setback would not affect any scenic, historic or natural
resources.

GOAL NO. 6 - Air Water and Land Resource Quality

[C] complies [] boes not comply
[] complies with Conditions

E] Not applicable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:

Reducing the side yard as requested would not add any air, water
or land pollution sources.

EXHIBIT "BB", Page 3.




GOAL NO. 7 - Natuz(i Disaster and Hazargg Are(_

1] compiies [[] boes not Comply
[] complies with conditions
Not applicable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:

There are no inventorieqd nhatural hazargs On or adjacent to the
Property affecteq by this variance.

GOAL NO. 8 - Recreation Needs

[[] compiies [[] poes not Comply
D Complies with conditions
Not applicabje

Relevant Policjes-

State Goal Issues:

The reduced setback woulg not affect the nheed for or availability
of recreationa] facilitjeg in the area.

EXHIBIT "BB", Page 4,
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GOAL NO. 9 - Couné;;

Economy

O Complies [C] boes not Comply
(] compiies With conditions
m Not applicable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issyes :

Reducing the Side yarq by four feet woulg not affect employment
Or the Klamath County economy.

GOAL NO. 10 - Housing
[J complies [] poes not Comply
[] complies with conditions

K] Not applicabje

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Iss ues:

The Proposed carport would be an accessory to the existing house.
The reduced setback woulg not affect the need for or availability
of housing.

EXHIBIT "BB", Page 5,
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GOAL NO. 11 - Pub](" Facilities and Services \7~

[X] complies [] poes not Comply
[] complies with conditions

[] Not applicable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:
The building will be located away from an 8' utility easement.

No new utilities or services would be required as a result of
this variance.

GOAL NO. 12 - Transportation

[] complies [[] poes not Comply
D Complies with conditions

[X] Not applicable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:
The proposed carport location would not affect any street or highway.

A gravel driveway connects the carport to Sierra Place, a paved
street.

EXHIBIT "BB", Page 6.




GO2L NO. 13 - Eneryy Conservation

-] complies [] poes Not Comply
[ complies with conditions

[X] Not applicable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:

The reduced setback would not affect energy use or conservation.

GOAL NO. 14 - Urbanization

[X] complies [[] poes not Comply
[ complies with conditions

[[] not appl jcable

Relevant Policies:

State Goal Issues:
The property is within the Klamath Falls urbanized area.

el

STATE OF OREGON; COUNTY OF KLAMATH, ss.
Filed for recond .. . -

this 9th_day of _ June A.D.19 83 atll:3%'clock AL, ard

duly recorded in Vol._1183 , of___Deeds on Page _8987

()/ﬁ YN BIEHN, County Clerk
By IT AR/ 4. &

EXHIBIT "BB", Page 7.
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