BEFORE THE HEAR!P«GS OFFECER
KLAMATH COUNTY" OREGON

lN THE MATTER OF CUP 6-95 FDR
_DINA HUNTER ES’ TABLISH A HOME
- NOT IN CONJUNCT!ON WI I' H FARM USE

1. NATURE OF THE REQUEST

The apphcant wxshes to estabhsh a ho'ne as a use not“ rn .conjunctmn with farm use on a 20
acre property northwest of the west enu of Gray Woif Ln., west of the Forest Estates,
Sprague vaer Umt

Thrs requesi was heard by the Hearmgs Ofﬁcer MARCH 17 1995 pursuant to Ordmances 44

and 45 The request was revrewed for conformrty wrth Land Deve!opment Code Article 54

and wrth O.R.S. 215 243

2. NAMES OF 'mosrz wuo PARTICIPAT‘?D

The Hearmgs Ofﬁcer in revrew of thrs apphcatron wae Neal G Buchanau

The applrcants representauve Brll Kahta appeared and offered testrmony In support of the

| apphcatron The Plannmg Department was represented by Krm Lundah!, Senior Planner. The
recordmg secretary was. Karen Burg, Administratr‘\{eeseeretary.'

3. LOCATION e |

The property under consrderatron is Iocated northwest of the west end of Gray Wolf Ln

ey

: north of Sprague Rrver Andils !ocated m the NW 1/4 SW 1/4 Sec 21, T 358 R 10E T.A.
' 3510-21-700 '




4 RELEVANT FAC’I'S r

‘ The property is wrthm the Agnculture plan desrgnanon and has an rmplementmg zone of
EFU—CG The parent property 1s 0 acres in size and l:g NOT under farm tax deferral.
Land use and lot sizes in the area are sxmllar to that proposed by this applrcatlon Residential
1and use and similar lot sxzes are also found w:thm one mrle of tlus pmject Fire protection

is provided by the SRVFD 5 O xmles av'ay wrth a response time of 20 minutes.
5 FINDINGS

All evrdence submltted as the staff report exlublts b-g, and offered testr-

'_ mony show that the approval cntena as set out in Code Arurle 54 and 45
: has been sausﬁed The Heanngs Ofﬁcer ﬁnds thxs applrcatxon'

7 1LIs compauble with farm use because'

The analysis of surroundmg propemes and thelr use mdlcates the size of

: i the proposed paroels and the proposed use as large lot rural resrdentxal are compatible with

| the predommant adjacent land uses as the exrstmg resrdenual densrty of the area will not be

.markedly mcreased

- The apphcant has demonstrated the smal‘ parcels under consrderatwn here are not considered

a commercxal agncultural parcels srze due *o its small srze

2 Does not interfere senously wzth aocepted farmmg practrces on adjaoent lands devoted to

farm use because'

: The surroandmg parcels are found to be developed to ruml resrdentral and commercial farm

The proposed non-fmm restdence wrll not mlerfere thh the on-gomg use as sufficient

lot area and geographlc bound:mes provade a buffer segbsck;from‘ agricultural management




pmcnces and small pnvate pasturage may be u ed 10 supporthmxtedlargeammal kuse for

The pemnt holder has proposed as a condmon of thls approval to ﬁle a restrictive covenant

. whxch wﬂl prohlblt the pemnt holder and successors in mtcrest from filing complaint
| concermng valid farmmg pracnces on nearby lands.

The Heanngs Ofﬁcer finds this wnll mntxgate 1mpact o farm opemtlons.

3 Does not alter the stablhty of the overall land use pattem of the area because' )
The overall land use of part of this area is found tokbe Iarge lot rural re31dent1al and
commerctal farmmg The land use pattem of. the area wxll nut be modxfied as the residential
mtensxty w111 be margmaliy mcreased

4 Is sntudted upon generally unsmiable land for the producuon of farm crops and livestock,
consxdenng the terram adverse sonl or land condmons dramage and ﬂoodmg, vegetation,
locatxon and size of the tract because* | ‘ - o

’I‘he proposed non farm parcel 1s substanttally smal!er than the 80 acre size reqwred by HB
3661 and are therefore thought not appropnate for commercxal farm use. Hearmgs Officer
ﬁnds thls non farm parcel size unsmtab!e for commercza] agncultural use due to its small
sxze locanon adjacent to deveioped resxdentnal use ’and the t..samony of the apphcant stating

a farm mcome. suttable to support a famliy cannot be oenerated on thxs property




* ﬁieréfOYC, it 1sordered ﬁlerequest of HUNTE RfurCUP 695 is approved subject to the

following conditions:
| a restrictive covenant with the County Clerk prohibiting the

ccessors in interest from filing complaint concerning accepted
Tesource management practices that may occur on nearby lands,

DATED this 23 day of MARCH, 1995

Neal G. Buchanan, Hearings Officer
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'NOTICE OF APPEAL RIGHTS

You are hereby notified this application may be appealed to the Klamath County Board of

Commissioners by filing with the Klamath County Planning Depm'tmgm a Notice of Appeal

as set out in Section 33.004 of the Klamath County Land Developme - Tode, together with
- the fee required within seven dgysifcﬂowmg‘the, mailing date of this order.

STATE OF OREGON: COUNTY OF KLAMATH :  ss. i

Filed for record at request of Kldmath: County N the___ 29th
of March. AD,19_ T2 _q I8 S oo L M. and dulz recorded i Vol
. : of : Deeds’ i TR on Page - 7431 .

FEp mone  RETURN: Comisstoners foumal ||




