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The Hearlngs Ofﬂcer’ nl revlew_, oi thisap _ d C Whitlock.
appeared and offered tes—
who lives adjacent

nted}by Kim Lundahl, Se——v

s Karen Burg Administrative Secre—

' 395 R 11E,

Jocated south ‘of West Langell‘
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has an hnplementing
parcel:is 08 acres m size and is not
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inot timbered and 'mo rately  sloped, native gras'es;being the - predominant
'»plant species. The Hearings Ofﬁcer'ﬁnds the actu ' A

the Staff Report and attached Exhibits accurately reﬂects the property sta-

' The applicant states the his oric t_‘use'of the pro"pe’rty has been livestock

. if.'grazing,

The land use in all compass directions. is" lve;

4 5. anmes- ' > v
mony show that the approval criteria ' k t in the code has been satis— 3
fied.k The Hearings Ofiicer ﬁnds this application coniorms with the crite-
_ria set out in L. D C. section 51 021 E as ollows-fw N

: 'A; The proposed di sion is compatible: with other lands zoned Forestry Range
;'in the area, because- the predbminant forest use in, he area is grazmg. All
land that adjoins the sub]ect property is/'devoted to simiiar land use. These.
_parcels are being utiiised in the same manner, existing and proposed as the
project -site. The iand use capability ’classiﬂcation of. the property
fequates to approximately 600 lbs /acre of’ ed‘ for livestock grazmg. This
use, grazing, lll be maintained on the arcel._ The applicant states there
' are no recreational uses on this property ’ » S
B. The proposed division "is\ consistent_with the E‘orest’use policies as pro-

-~ vided in the Klamath County Compreher. ive Plan, , because, The ‘proposai will
-perpetuate forest values found in’the rea as the acknowledged plan/zone.
minimum lot size oi 40 acres is sufiicient to maintain forestry uses 1-7 as
vdeﬁned within Goai 4 of the Statewide Planning Goals. The minimum lot sizes

t of the proposed parcels, 328 and 480 acres, exceed the minimum lot size. The

Hearings Oificer f.inds the property wiil be util.ised consistent with forest
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use policies as the applicant intends to p rpetuate the use of the property‘
‘for forestry . purposes, i e. grazing. 7 W
c The project will not materially alter the stability of the overall . land
) use pattern of the area nor substantially add to the demand for increased
“roads or other public f.acil.ities and services, because- In that the proposed
and current use is: consistent with Goal 4" the proposed divisien is consis-
tent with the intent of the Plan, and will perpetuate the forest uses and
Awill have no impact on the stability of the area. The Hearings Officer finds
' applicants: exhibit "b"‘ which is attached hereto and incorporated herein. a
sfindings of fact sets out examples of similar use/develop‘nent in the im-
mediate area. The impact on"public services resultant from this partition
are found to be of no signiﬁcance.
,‘D ~The proposed dlvision provides for resultant parcels of sufficient size
to ensure:

1. that forest uses will be the primary use on such lands because: The
applicant has demonstrated and: the Hearings Officer finds the current use of
the land is "Forestry Use ‘as defined by Goai 4 of the Statewide Planning
program.' * These uses will not be modiﬁed or compromised by the application
considered and conditioned by the Hearings Officer.

2. that non—forest uses are necessary and accessory to the primary use
as a forest operation because- Non—forest uses are not a consideration of

Athis application and the Hearings Of.ficer tinds this criteria does not
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3, that forest practices will

‘ application is found consistent with Statewide Planning Goal

tion oi the Stafi Report,
record,v
cels.. '
'44.
.:83 007 Because the area is
.‘ ventory mapping, sigmficant resources are
property.
6. ORDER: -
‘T'nerefore,; it is ordered the
: ,M N P. 11-90 is approved subject
1‘;" MN.P.‘ _
»prior to iiiing.
2L The iinal plat vmu ‘t bevprep

land ‘surveyor. ..

not be adverseiy impacted because-f

that the division is consistent with the prov1sions

not included within

9703

this

4 by demonstra-

attached extubits and testimony received for the

all oi which indicate iorestry use will be continued on both par-

of Section

the County s "Goal 5" in-

kot known to exist on the subject

request ofSpectrum Properties for approval of
to the! toliowing conditions-

11—90 must comply with agency conditions and code requirements

nsed professional. '

Richard c. Whitlock, Hearings 0££icer :

NOTICE OF APPEAL RIGHTS

You are hereby notiiied that this decision may e
f.iiing with: the

County  Boar rd of: Commissioners by
tice of Appeal as set. ‘out in- Section 33.004
required fee within ten days of the date 0

| STATE ‘OVFVQREGON COUNTY 01= KLAMATH

' FEE none .

Return. Comm1551oners Journal

of the Code,
¢ mailing of this decision.

apoeaied to the Klamath
Planning Department a No-
together with the

the
and duly recorded in Vol. ___Mg_o_,__

: -,,j-County Clegig‘_u .




