'BEFORE: THE HEARINGS. OFFICER
' KLAMATH COUNTY, OREGON
IN' THE MATTER OF CUP 64-90  FOR DAVID G.
NORTHUP TO ESTABLISH A RESIDENCE' .
NOT IN CONJUNCTION WITH FARM USE’

1. NATURE OF THE REQUEST:

The applicant wishes to establi_sh a res‘idence»ggt ir‘x‘eonjunctiori with - farm
use on 1.6 acres at the'southeast corner of,Da’y School Rd. and Doak Rd. This
red\jest was heard by the ‘Hear‘ingsr Ofﬁcer Januarvi '11 1991 pursuant to Ordi-
nances 44 and 45. The request was rev1ewed f.or conformty with Land Devel-
opment Code Sect1ons 54. 060 and 0. R S 715.243. C

2. NAMES OF THOSE WHO PARTICIPATED

The Hearing< Offlcer in rev1ew of tl‘us apphcatlon was NeJ.l D. Smith.

Mrs. Say,\ the apphcants representatlve, appeared and offered estimony in
support of the apphcatxon. The Planmng Department was represented by Klm
Lundahl Senior Planner @he;;recordmg sec}retary was Karen Burg, Adminis-

tratlve Secretary

N 3 LEGAL DESCRIPTION
, The property under consnieratlon 1s loca\.ed m gov't lot 4 ‘Section 33
Township 35 south Range 7 east, W.HM.. T.A. 3}507‘-—335-9(7)0.,

4. RELEVANT FACTS:

"i_'he property 1s wu:hm the Agrlculture plan de51gnatlon and has an imple-
menting ' zone of EFrU-CG. The proper’cy accesses the Day School Rd., is 1.6
ac;res in size and is not under farm tax deferral. |

Acc‘ess’ to the property is‘provid‘ed by maintained County Roads.

The property has not,been: evalpated for sub“s‘urfa»ce sewage feasibility, and
that"’iss_ue is not before the i{eafriogs‘ Officerat"trk:x‘is time.‘ ’

The Land Use . Capability Classificatioh ofthe property is Class IV.

The property is not rated for tlmber productwlty, :

The propertles surroundmg thlS property are found devoted to commercial
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- agricultural’ production; ;Tne‘fzojnmg‘Lis”‘,,_tne‘ same as the eubject property,

EFU-CG. ‘

Svurroundmg res1dentia1 use 1ncludes eight»; hornes and a }church ,within a
two—m:le radius. 3 o Ee

The property is within a structural ﬁre protectlon dxstrxct “and .the
proposed dwell_mg will be thhm a response txme oi 7 -8 mmutes

5. FINDINGS: s

ALl evrdence submltted as the staii report, exhibits bed, and offered testi~
mony show that the approval criteria as set out in Code section 54.060 and
0.'R.S.;215 243 have been satlsﬁed The Hearmgs Ofﬂcer imds thls applica-
“tion; | :

1. Is ‘compatible wﬁ:h farm use because

The project sité is 1egally and ownershm dwxded from adjacent properties.
The prO]ect site is found not ‘to be devoted to commerCLal agncultural use
and the conversion to such would be 1mpract1cal because of the parcel size.
The Hearmgs officer imds’ that the use of the remnam_ parcel as a homesite
compatible with potentlal agrlcultural use because the apphcant has demon-
strated 'that no conflict will result from: the conversmn of this 1.6 acre
property from vacant to. resldential use.‘ Hlstoncally, “there has been very
limited agrlcultural use of the property

2. " Does not interfere senously ‘with accepted farming practices on adjacent
lands devoted to farm use pecause:

The propert_es fo the north, south and east and west are found to be engaged
in commercxal agriculture The proparty: in questlonis found to be of
little resource value due to xts 1oc=\tion, topography;soils limitations and
size which is far below the minimumn lot sue {80 acres) thought to represent

a v1ab1e agrxcultural property o
The permt ‘holdex. has volunteered as a condition oi'this approval to file 2

restnct.we covenant whlch wﬂl promblt the- permlt holder and SuCCessors in
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interest “from fmng complamtconcermng reasonable farmm ;p’ra'ctices on

adjacent lands.

3 Does not alter the stability of the overall land use pattern of the area
because: 7 v ‘

The overall land use of the area 1s long estabhshed and mll not be compro-
m1seo ‘by ‘the conversmn of a remnant parcel to a non- farm use. The land use
pattern of the area w1ll not be modlfied and will ‘bhe perpetuated by this
permit.

4., Is 51tuated upon generally unsmtable land for the productlon of f‘arm
crops and livestock, conszdermg the terram, adverse soil or land condi-
tions; drainage and ﬂoodmg,v‘ vegetatlon, locatmn, and . size of the tract
because:’ | | ’

The ex‘istln‘gvparcel is 1.6vacres in size. The Hearmgs Offlcer fmds this
parcel size unsuitable for commercxal agncultural use’ due xto its" size, poor
soﬂs, ,rmcro—chmate and topography. ) . The impact of removmg this margmal
value land from . the County farmland base is found to be Ainsignificant.

5. Complies with other condltlons felt necessary, Vbecause

The property is wn:hm a structural’ fire protectlon dlstrlct. The potential
exists that a new residential use couldkcause a structural fire spreads to -
adjacentvlands. Accordingly, the Hearinés Ofﬁcer finds the requirements
set out in L.D.C. in concert with the structural fire protection provided by
the Fire District Cwill protect the resource land. base that could result

- from: any poss1ble f:.re hazard posed by the non—farm res:.dence
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Return:
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o ORDF;'R. o

Thérefore,

it,,is 6rdered the Tequest of David G. Northup for C.U.P.

is approved subject to- the following co'nditions: -
1.

2. The Conditional Use Permit shall not b,efinal‘ nor';

mit for a non

. DATED this // day of January, 1991

Neil D, Smith, Hearings' Officer

NOTICE OF APPEAL RIGHTS
You are hereby notifieqg ‘that this application may be apg ]

County Board of Commissioners'by filing with the Klamath County Planning De-
bartment  a Notice of

Appeal as set. out in Article ‘33 of the -Klamath .County
Land Dévelopment Code, together with t - ired within Seven ‘days fol-
. lowing the mailing date of this order. ’ -

'STATE OF OREGON, «
County of Klamath . 5%

Filed for record at request of:

-of Jan. _ AD, 19 91
—__oclock __ A M. and duly recorded
-1 el i of Deeds Page 981 |
Commissioners J ournal . Evelyn Biehn : County Clerk
) - . By' h Fa Fy) //-v’.%’%}t!@zqwh’

i : ‘ Deputy.
Fee, : "m’)ne .




