KLAMZ\'I'H COUNTY 0 REGON

‘ N THE MATTER OF . CUP 35-89 FOF
MYRON. AND . ELAINE . HAUNAGAN, TC) ESTABLISH RESIDENCES

~.-NOT IN CONJUNCTIO‘I ‘WITH FORES™ USE,

" AND MJP 23:89 TO DIVIDE LAND IN THE FORESTRY
Tj’RANGE ZONE INTO TWO PARCELS ‘- :

: El.NATURE or THE n___g UEST

: “f:The appllcant wisher: t esLablish resxdences not in conjunction with forest

‘‘use on .60: acres eas of Bonanza. I n conguncuon with this request, the ap-
pllr'ant also f.iled a ma'or land pa'tltion. :_‘ s :
V'These requests Were heard by th= Planmng Commisslon November 28, 1989 pur—
suant to Ordinances 44 anc' 45. The request. was reviewed for conformance w1th
i;'Land Development Code- sectlon 51. :)21 D and E.:
2 NAMES OI‘ THOSE WHO PARTICIPATED. i
Tht. applicant appeareo: ancl offered testimony in support of the applications.
‘The Planning Department was represented by Kim Lundahl Senior Planner The
; recordlng secretary wa Leanne lv_ltchel Adrmmstrauve Secretary. Legal as- -
slsi.ance was given by Michael L.: Spencer, Ccunty Counsel. Members of the
»“"‘Planmng Comnussion who attendea thxs hec:mg were- John Browning, Susan .
;_-Crismon, Dc:ug Everett_’ John I<"1te, Ed lemgston, Don McCasland,v John
:v,:'Monf.ore, and Hal . Pearce.f;_r R |
: 3. LEGAL DESCRIPTI()N' R v
,‘;l;fI'h subject: property 1~3 located ir sectlons 20 & 21 T 39S R 12E W.M.. T.A.
: 3912—21 500 & 600 912 20 ~700 & ]DOO Generally located one-half mile east
‘ :;":of L’mgell Vulley Rd and one mile north of Bunn Rd..

14, RELEVANT FACTS: ;

__vThe property is wlthln Lhe Forestlv plan de51gnat.on and has an J.mplementmg

;]zone of Forestry R nge The property is 60 acres in size and is not under

Farm or Fore stry Deier :al.: Applicants and sLaff. photos mchcate the property

ls open wlth few tree s. ‘ :.'I'he 0::egon"Dept }of ,_Elsn Ancl Wildllfe found these




7 “to: Deer as a
5:v1lnterlng area. The appllcc t: met with- tre Divlslon and aﬂ:er further review
':,Lhe leslon lssuecl a letter deted Octobf 9, 1989 wlthdrawlng their objec-

, ‘.i The Planning Commmsmn f.lnds the factual lnformatlon ‘set out in the

f’EStaff Rep ort: and Exhiblts ac«*ural.ely re! .lects the property status.

s, EINDINGS: - _

All ev1dence submitted as the staff rep:rt, exhlblts b— and offered testi-

mony show that the appr()vcd critena as set out in the code has been satis-
iled. The Commissmn imd . this appli"ation conforms w1th the criteria set

~ out in L.D c. section 51. 071 D as follow ;
“-A.' 'l‘he proposal is compatmle wlth fo @st uses, hecause; the predominant
forest use m the area ls gtazing. Th1< use has predommated for years. This

: use, OF sixm.lar, will be muntained on the parcel. The appAcant states
there are no recreational u‘~=-s on thL property

B. 'I"he proposal does not mteriere .sarlously Wlth the accepted forestry
practioes on adjacent lands devotecz to forestry use, and does not sig-
niﬁcantly mcrease the’ c'ost of forest:w operatlons on such lands, because;
The adjacent lands zoned I‘orestry Renge are : owned by pnvate owners engaged
ln the same pursults as. tht apphcani The chancxe in status to "non-forest”
of two sting resldences will not ‘nteriere with: the commerclal forest
practices on adjacent lands due to the minlmal 1mpact of a change in status
without an lncrease in. the existing msldential dens:.ty of the area.

.C. 'l’ne project will not It aterially aller the sLablhty of the overall land

use pattern oi the. art.a, : because- 'l‘he lmpact of a change in nomenclature to

:? the overall land use pattern oi the :.rea ls minlmal The Plannmg Ccommission

f.lnds he average ressid=ntlal densxty oi the area ‘is one residence per 40

acres on that area w;.l hm prwate o\lnershlp

D.' 'i'he site is locatecl on generally unsuitable land £or the production 'of

forest products and llvestock, concldering the terram, adverse soil oxr land




: :condiﬂonis, ’clrainacj

‘:tracv,, becaus« v

~The timber site classification of the project site is class VII. This is low:

'yield product.ion. The “area cloes contaln small diameter (8-12") trees, but is
mosLly sagebrush ancl glass. The aiea has. been used for summer grazing.

E.‘ The proposal con: :iders site productivity, minim.izes the loss of produc-
tive' forest lands; cnd is limited to the area suitable and appropriate -to

: thef: needs of 'the p] :oposed use., because, The residences proposed for
"non—forest" fsbatus llaw "G been dev oted to re51dentxal use for 14 years. The
”Commission ﬁnds thx. e::lstmg use 1imited to the: area suitable and appropri-

"ate to the needs of 1he existmg u:e as expansmn of "hard“ unprovements is

- not anticipated by this apphcation.

‘ P. The proposal meuts the standcmds set forth relating to the availability

.'of fire protection and other rural services and »wm not tax those services
’because; The owner: s*-iall adhere 'o the oonditioned requirements outlined in
section 510 1F of the Code, SETBR KS FOR FIRE SAFETY AND OTHER SITING STAN-
DARDS. Other rural sorv:lces will oe minimally impacted by the addition of
another res:.dence.

In regards to the rvla' d major partition, the criteria set out in Land De-

E velopment Code section 51 021 B2 i were revlewed and the application for MJP

. 23-89 was found in compljance as: follows- :




1. The oarcel m ’desigm*d £o buse the !east = ': :'foreet lano cons:istenﬁ
with the requirements oi a non forest: residential use, as, the 60 acres has
been demonstrated by thc- staff repart, exhibits, and testimony to be of
" little conseguence to the forest uses set out; as 1-7 in Goal & of the State—
wide Pl‘mning Cuidelineu. In zxddltiorf the cheﬁge in status from "forest” to
"non forest" ' of two &% sting residenoes is found to be of no material con-
sequence to, the Klamath County fores‘s. land base. :
2. The parcel and accees ) 1t are de: z,igned 50 as not to interfere with for-
,est practices on surrounding lands, as, no new road constructlon is proposed
by the. major partition.? F.:,cess to pm'cels 1 and 2 is existing and wil not
reqmre improvement to provide adequate access.
6. ORDER: ' |
Therefore, it 1s order«=d the reques t of Myron and ‘Blaine Hannagan for ap-
provel of C.U 2. 35—89 and M J P. 23 39 is approved subject to the following
conditions. j
| . C. U P. 35- 89 wm no br- effective until M J.P. 2'35-—89 is filed in the of-

fice of the County Clerk

'2. Nl N.P. 23—89 must cumply with gencyv cohditions and code. requirements

: pnor to imncy.,
3. The app]icant musL ccmply with .1e ﬁre safety and other siting standards

of the land use code.,




DATED this 711//( day o December, 1989 »

Presming Oiﬁv"er of the Planning Co‘nmission

8 \ﬁmm ¢/lﬂ41ﬂld> L J

-Secrrtary to i'he Plannincv Cemmissi«m

Michael L. Spefafer, C‘buhty Counsel

NOTICE OF APPEAL REGHTS

‘You are hereby notmei that this decision may be appealed to the Klamath
County :Board of Comimissioners by filing with the Planning Department a No-

tice of Appeél as set ouL in Section 33.004 of the Code, together with the
required fee wit:hin ten days of the date of mailing of this decislon.

aTA"‘E OF OREGON COUNTY OF I‘LA MATH s8.

ﬁed for record at request of - Klamath County the 12th day
Dec.. A.D., 19 8% 'at_12:38  o'clock P_M., and duly recorded in Vol. M89
of it Deeds on Page __23953
: H o ‘Evelyn Biehn. = County Clerk
: By @ﬂujb.u SVl le il ahe

]




