BI.FO‘!E THE HEARING‘ OFFICER
KLAMATH COUNTY, OREGON

{IN THE MATTER OF CUP 92-94 AND LP:50-94. FOR

" | BENNIE - “WAMPLER TO ESTABLISH AN. EXISTIN ,

'AND ESTABI.ISH A:CHURCH A_S USESENOT IN. JUNCTION WITH FARM USE
BEND DIVIDE THE PROPERTY E CR .

T NATURE OF THB REQUESI’-

Th‘e applicant wish‘es to estabbsh an existing he me and establish a church as
uses not-in conjunction with-farm use on prb;ﬁerty east of Hwy 39, south of

the Southside Expressway, 1<Srth of Shért Rd.,"ﬁ'orth of Henley. The existing

;  residence at 6533 Hwy 39 is proposed for conversmn to'a non farm home on

. 1 34 acres. A 10000 sq ft church is proposed on. a 4.0 -acre parcel to the
south. Also considered was .he request to partxtion the parent 5.34 acre
B Property into parcels of 4.9 and 1.34 acres each‘ ) _
This request was heard by he Hearings Qffice EPT%E’L’ZI:BERJG, 1994 pursuant
to Ordinances 44 and 45, The request was revi‘ ' d for conformity with Land
: .Development Code Arl:icle 54 anc with O.R.§ ngrl 243 -
2. NAMES OF THOSE. WHO PAI TICIPATED- :
The Hearings Officer in rev1ew nf this appl: catlon" was : M1chae1 L. Brant.
The applicant appeared and dﬁéred test.imun'yf ihz.stjpport of the application.
: The Planning Department was re:)resented ky Klm Lundahl Senior Planner. The
. recording Secretary was Karen RBur ’ Adqﬂmstxgaﬂ?e Secretary.
3. LocaTIon. :
‘The pProperty under considezation is located: eastiiof Hwy 39, south of the

Southside Expressway, north of Short Rd., no:_'t;h' Qf Henley. It is described as

" a portion of the SW 1/4 NW 1,4 tec. 19, T 395 R10E. T.A. 3510-19B-620,




4. R a..ﬁ\ANT FPACTS- ]
The" property is within the gncultu re plan de=igna :
menting zone of BEFU- -C. The parent groperty is 5 34 acres m size énd 1S
under farm tax deferral. Land vse and lot sizes m;the. area are similar to
ithat proposed by this applicatior:. ‘Residential lnnd us‘ and sim:lar lot
sues are also £ound wn:hm one lee )f this project ire protection is
7prov1ded by the KCFD #1, 20 miles away w1th a respouse;tune of five
minutes.' ;

rnmmc;s- .
All evidence submitted as the staff 1eport, ithidits b—g, and ;'offered testi-
mony show that the approval cxitexia as set out in Code Art.icle 54 and 45
: has’ pbeen satisfied. The Hearmg.; Oiﬁcer finds this piication,
1. Is compatible with farm use b=cause o
The analysis of surrounding prope rues and their use indicates the size of
A" the proposed parcels and the p1 opcsed use .as largep ot rural—residential are

‘coinpatible with the predorrunant ad jacent 1and use a8 the existing residentiai

: density of the area will not be ner eased.

. The applicant has demons\:rated the smali parcéls: under consideration here are
not considered a commercial agl icuLtural parcels sme due to jits small size.
2 Does not interfere seriously wnh accepted iarmmg practlces on adjacent
]ands devoted to farm use beca use

he surrounding parcels are iound to be de*leioped' to rural residential and
commercial farm use. The proy osed non-farm uses wﬂl not interfere
with the on-going use as sufﬁvient lot area &¢nd geographic boundaries
‘ provide a buiier/setback from aglicultural n\magement practices.

oi;Th permit holder has proposei as a condition of is approvai to file a re-

f’strictive covenant which ill prorubit the pe rmit fholder and :successors in




{nterest from ﬁjingcomp;.aint concern o valid»‘ armin p

" lands. ;
.The Hearinqs officer finds this will mitiqate m\pact to the arrn oneradon.
3 Does not alter the stability of the overall land 1se ttern‘ of the area
‘pecause: . a
The overall 1and use of part of this area is iound to: be large' lot rural
residential and commercial farming. A "Klngdom Hal” has been sited to the
south on the west side of Hwy 39. The“ land use oattern o£ the area will
not pe modified as the residential {atensity will b2 marginally increased
4. f5¢ situated upon generally uneuitable land fcr the' product.lon of farm
crops and 1ivestock, considering the terrain, ﬁverse oil or Jland condi-
tiorrg,; drainage and. floodind, vec,letauon, 1ocation, " a ,d slze of the tract
bec;nsez - ‘
The proposed non farm parcels are smstantially smaller than the 80 acxre size
required by HB 3661 and are the1 eior:e thought not appropnate for commercial
farm use. Hearings officer finds tris non farm parcel size unsuitable for
commercial agricultural use due to its small size, locatlon ad'jacent to de-
) velope'd "residential use and the testmony of th= applicantrstat'mg a farm
‘mcome smtable to support a family cannot be («onerated on this property.

artitions creatlng parcels for non— Earm uses sre X eﬁed per ;the criteria
set out in L. D C. Artlcle 45 and sec.ion 54, 07@.
':he Hearings officer ﬁnds thxs partition confo cms to. tbfesgje:eriteria as set
ont pelow: o

arcels createo ior non- fa.tm use will be de

I,“(

q use The hnd i t viabl.e for commercial







' NOTE: THIs APPLICATION Wil Exprpg ONE YEA

V1L, EAR FROM THE FRELIMINARY APPRoyay, DATE
IF A TIME EXTENSION APPLICATION IS NOT Mapg PRIOR TO THAT paTp.

clearly legible,
The origina d

mi.l mylar, 18 inches by 24 inches in
tor along with the originaj plat,

The Partition number.

b. County Surveyor, g1 S
- County BubHcTWox'k; Director (if applicable);
d. County Clerk; S
€. Owner and contyac: E: Subject Property (if applicable).
050, 92.070(1), and ORS 209.250 where applicable,
0 the partitjon,
Tecording number. 7If 5 watez right jg not appurtenant to the prop-
a statement signed Dy the owner indii;ating sSuch shall pe shown on the plat.

Supplemental Information t; p filed with the Final piag.




