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BEFORL THE HEARINGS OFFICER
KLAMATH COUNTY, OREGON

In the Yatter of Request for
Klanath County Planning
Variance 5-86 for Orvill and
Findings of Fact and Order
Hilda Chapman

A hearing was held on this matter on Mayv 1, 1986, pursuant
to notice given in conformity with <rdinance Wo. 4%.2, Kiamath
County, before the Klamath County Hearings Officer, Lradford J.
Aspell. The appl:icant was present. The Xlamath County Planning
Department was represented iy Kim Lundahl. The Hearincs
weporter was Janel: Libercajt.

Evidence was presented on behalf of the Department and on
behalf of the applicant. There were no adjacent property owners
present.

The following e:hibits were offered, received, and made a

of the record:

Klamath County Lxhibit Staff Report

Klamatnh County Exhibit Plot Plan

Klamath County Exhibit Assessor's Hain

Klamath County Zxhibit D, Pictures

Klamath County Zxhibit E, Letter from City of Klamath Falls

The hearing was then closed, and based upon the evidence
submitted at the hearing, the Hearings Officer made the following

Findings of Fact:

FINDINGS OF FACT:

1. Applicant is the owner of real property generally known

1

as a Portion of Lot 1, Keilsmeier Acre Tract, W%, 82%, Secvtion 2
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Township 39 South, Range 9 East, Klamath County, Oregon. The
street address of the property is 2415 Wiard Street, Klamath
Falls, Oregon 97603. The property in guestion consists of a
rectangular lot with dimensions of 72.5 feet by 162 fect, or
.26 acres. It is generally located on the east side of Wiard
Street, south of South 6th Street, as shown on Exhibit "C".

2. The real property is designated Residential in the
Klamath County Comprehensive Land Use Plan and is zoned
RS (Suburban Residential). The property has an older single
family dwelling situate on it, with a present setbaci: of 20% feet
although the required setback in the RS zone pursuant to Land
Development Code Scection 51.0905 and 62.003(A) (1) is 25 feet.
Applicant seeks a Variance to construct an enclosed front porch
2ignt feet deep to encroach in the required fron yard setback,
for a Variance of 13 feet, or for the front of the residence to
encroach to within 12 feet of the front property liine.
Applicants are old=r persons and seek the Variance to build an
enclosed front porch with 2 wheelchalr ramp so that Orville
Chapman, who is confined to a wheelchair, will be granted
easier access to the dwelling and room for storage of physical
therapy equipment.

3. The property in qguestion is located in an area which
is gencrally developed with rosidential single family dwellings,
some of which do encroach within the required front yard setback.

In addition to the property being rectangular, topography is

generally level with no obscrved general drainage pattern. The

vegetation i1s consistent with the residential development. 1In
addition to the residential suburban zoning and uses to the east,
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to the effective date of this Ordinance. The additionay

Variance, while it would furthe

Hearings Officer finds that
been maqe except for

hat the granting of the
Variance Will not pe detrimental to the Public health, safety,
and welfare, nor to the use o enjoyment of adjacent Properties.
The Hearings Officer specifically hotes from the testimony that
adjacent Property dwners, Eda Holly ang May Udovich, were
contacted. These -wo neighbors would potentially have been the
most Seriously affecteg by this application. The Hearings
Officer further finds that adjace
encroach intg the requir

Finally, the Hearings

granted an OPportunity to be heard, no adverse public input or
comments were receiveq.

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact, the Hearings
Officer makes the following Conclusions of Law:

1. That a3 literran

ardship.
That the condit.ion causing the difficulty was not

created by the applicant.

3. That the granting of the Variance wilil not be

detrimental to the public honlth, safety, ang welfare or g

the use ang enjoyment of the adjacent Droverties ang will not

be contrary to the intent. of the Lanh-bevelopment Code.

Variance 5—86/Chapman
Page 5




10401

The Hearings Officer, baseq on the furegoinq Findings 5%
Fact ang Convlusions ~f Law, accordingly Orders ag follows.
That Jeal propercy described as
Street, and more

Lot 1, Keilsmeier

is hereby dianteq g Variance in accordance With the terms of

the Klamatp County 7oning Ordinance No. 45, 5 and, henceforth,
Will be allowe a 12 foot front vard

(Suburban Residential)

10 Entereqg at Klamath Falls, Oregon, this ‘l“

M June, 1986,
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STATE OF OREGON: COUNTY OF KLAMATE: ss.

Filed for fecord at request of —_— the
of June AD.19 86 4:23 o'clock P M. ang duly recorded
—_— - N
of —10396
<

Deads on Page
.___r______e_e_________ee__

EVelyn Biehn,
By

FEE NONE
Return: Commissioner’s Journg}
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