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IN THE MATTER OF MAJOR )
PARTITION NO. 75-83 FOR)
MAUREEN ADAMS )
)

This Major Partition caﬁe before the Land Partitioning
Review Board on October 19, 1984, Testimony and information was
produced at the hearing by the applicant, planning staff, ang
other persons in attendance. The Land Partitioning Review Board
recommended approval of this request to the Board of Commissioners
On February 27, 1984, this Major Partition came before the
Board of Commissioners. Testimony, Teports, and information was
Produced at the hearing by Planning staff, the applicant, and
other persons in attendance. The Board of Commissioners made a
motion of denial.

The Board of Commissioners established the following
Findings of Fact:

FINDINGS OF FACT:

l. The Board of Commissioners found the site to be

located in the SE /4, SW 1/4 of Section 22, Township 39, Range 8,
Tax Lot 901, which was made part of the record.

2. The Board of Commissioners found that the applicant was
Maureen Adams, as indicated on the staff report, which was made
pPart of the record.

3. It was determined from the staff report that the
applicant had made application to split approximately 20.47 acres
into two parcels, with parcel 1 being 7.47 acres, and parcel 2
being 13 acres in size,

4. In reviewing the record Of.Fébfuary 27, 1984, the




7. The Yecord of February 27, 1984 before the Board of
Commissioners indicateq that the "In—Order—To—Comply" statement

from under Goal #3(6) amend the

The record of February 27, 1984 also indicateq that the
Comprehensive Plan Atlas states on Pate VIII-31, "According to the

Extension Service, it is safe to say that any parcels of

agricultural land 20 acres or less, eéspecially those nNear urban

areas, are being developed for urban use. Generally the 20-acre

Farcel is no longer considered a Viable farm unit."

10. The applicant did not testify.
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The following Conclusions of Law are based on the foregoing

Findings of Fact:

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW-:

1. Based on the testimony and information and reports:
prov1ded by the Planning Department staff and opposition at said
hearing, the Yequest for partltlonlng 20.47 acres doe; not seem
to be within the intent of Spirit of the State Planning Goals or
the adopted Klamath County Comprehengive Plan. B

Now, therefore, it is hereby ordered that Major Partition
No. 75-83 for Maureen Adams is to be denied.

11 DONE AND DATED THIS /474  pay oF Ve b . 1984.
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STATE OF OREGON: COUNTY OF KLAMATH: Ss ;
I herby certlfz that the within instrument was receiveq and filed for
Tecord on the_23rd day of March A.D.y 19 84%at L:18  g1oinon P M,

and duly recorded in Vol.. M3 , of Deeds on page Lrga |,
EVELYN BIEHN COUNTY CLERK

Fee: $ None by 7 T A .Deputy




