3 ﬂgInbthe Matter of’wequest for
.;‘Varlance 21—85 forv

4;ﬁJohn & Colleen Kunze‘T

-pursuant to not1ce given in conformnty w1th Ordlnance No. 45.2,
'Klamath County, before the Klamath County Hearlngs officer,
.23J1m Splndor.' The appllcant was present.7éThe Klamath County
;;ﬁPlannlng Department was represented by Carl Shuck. The Hearings

'7>Reporter was Janet leercajt.

’.behalf of the appllcant. There were no’ adjacent property owners

fpresent.

f .'BEFo:RET THE HEARINGS OF
KLAMATH COUNTY, ORE

K: amath County Planning

: Flndlngsfof Fact and Order

a hearlng was held on this matter on November 7, 1985,

EV1dence was presented on. behalfﬁof the Department and on

: The follow1ng exhlblts were offered, recelved, .and made

a part of the record'
‘Klamath County Exhibit A’,Staff Report
vKlamath.COunty Exhibit B, Slte Plan
Klamath:Countvaxhibit C, Assessor s Map
Klamath County Exhlblt D, Plctures »
‘The hearlng was then closed and basedfupon the ev1dence
ubmitted at the hearing, the Hearing .Offrcer made- the fol— ‘
'IOWLng Conclusmons of Law: L '

CONCLUSIONS OFiLAW:

1. A llteral enforcement of the Klamath County Land

"Development Code would result 1n an unnehessary hardshlp for therf*;

appllcant 1n that the shape of the 1ot and the placement of




ther structures thereon. p :vent_’thesconstrﬁction of a carport

:unless thls request is granted.vf:;gv

2.2 The condition’ cau51ng the above mentloned hardship was

not created by the appllcant..,

3._ The grantlng of thls Varlance would not be detrimental

to the publlc health, safety and welfare, or to the use and

"enjoyment of ad]acent propertles, and W1ll not be contrary to

;'the 1ntent of thlS Code.;”

4; he grantlng of thls Varlance is consistent—with the

»goals of the L.C.D.C.

' 'FINDINGS OF FACT'

':<Th1s requested Varlance has been“granted based on the

;.follow1ng ‘Findings of Fact- "l{giﬁd

lf’ ”hls appllcatlon 1s a request for a Variance to allow
a; front yard setback from 25 feet to 17 feet in order to build
a-carport;r The property in questlon is approx1mate1y 120 feet

by 132 feet, is rectangular 1n shape- this property is in the

_Suburban Re51dent1al zone.~

2. Due to the lrrlgatlon canal whlch is the back boundary -

‘of the property, it is of shorter depth than that of most of the

other lots in the surroundlyg area. Considering the depth of
the property, and the placement of the house and a shop on the
property, construction of a carport is not possible without the
grantlng of this Varlance.‘»

3. Notlce of this hearxng ‘was sent to the surrounding

:-property owners, to- the concerned public agencies, and published

'ijln the Herald and News,fthe Klamath Falls ‘newspaper.

4. No one testlfled 1n opposxtlon to the granting of thls
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_Var:.ance,v and. there was’ no. ev:.dence presented that there would
;Ebe any adverse affects on the approprlate development and use of?
:abuttlng property owners and the surrounding area. ;
The Hearings Offlcer, based on the foregoing Findings of :
‘Fact, accordingly orders as follows:
That real property described as ‘
"Being generally located 150 feet south of Shasta Way and‘k
on the east side of Hope Street, and more particularly

descrlbed as the NE%, ‘NW% of Section 2, Township 39,
Range 9, Tax Lot 7400, Klamath County, Oregon,"

O W N O M s W .

vlS hereby granted a Varlance 1n accordance with the terms of.
the Klamath County Zonlng Ordlnance No. 45.2, and, henceforth,

e w111 be allowed a front;yard setback in order to build a carport

J;Sbiﬁdorl Hearings Officer
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STATE F REGON COUNH(OFKLAMMTH
‘Flled for record at request of ‘ L the 19th

. day
S of ber AD,19_8 5 _ 3:21 oclock _P__ M., and dul luly recorded in Vol. M85 5
o of Deeds on Page

Evelyn Biehn nty Clerk
FEE NONE By __%*-_24‘%_

Return: Commissioner's Journal




