: INTHE MATTER oF cup 7-97?@3 I SCOTT |
TO ESTABLISH A HOME NOT IN caﬁmﬂmm wm FARM USE
1 NATURE OF THE REQUEJI’

The apphcant w1shes to esmbhsh a home as a use acxt in oon*uncﬁsn with farm use on 2 6.94
acre property generally located east of the M. Ma!m Rd., between Rajnus and the Malin Loop
Rds, Malin, This request was heard by the. Hmngs Officer MARCH 21, 1997 pursuant to
Ordmances 44 and 45, The request was renewed "‘ar com‘ermxty wnh Land Development
C‘nde Amcle 54 am wnth O:R-’S 215 243

2 NAMES OF 'i”HGSE WHO PARET(“]PATEE)

' The Heanngc Qfﬁcer an'ravxew of dns apphcanon Was Neal G BUCHANAN The applicanis
appeared and offered tesamcmy in support of the applxcaum. Tke Piazzmag Department was |
reprasented by Krm Lmiahj and Karen Burg

7 Th* pmpﬂrty uﬂder consideration is genem}i located nor and east oi" Masm Locaied in
Secuon 10, T415-R If* T.A: 4112—1(‘«509 ’ ' o

a4 RELEVANT mcrs._

The property is thhm the' Agnculture p,an desxgnauon and has AR nmpiemennng zone of
EFU-C. The parcel is 14, .62 acres in size and IS presenily. under farm tax deferral. Land
‘use and lot sizes in the amea are similar to that. préposed by this apphcauan. A farm home

- was hlstoncally located on this prepeny Re ssidential fand use and simifar lot sizes aze also
. found within one mile of 1 tms pm,ect. Fzre ptoiecnan is avaiiab}e fmm Ma!m RFPD wzth a
Siation two :mles south '

5. mNmNGs. o

L An evidence submxtted aszhe taff report ,exhszt% b ,,anﬁ efr‘emd tasszmsnv show that
L approval cmena as set out | Codé Article 54 have been'sa&sﬁed




 The :‘Heérings '.Ofﬁcer ﬁﬁdsﬂns applim_ﬁn:

Lis compatabie thh i‘arm_ e because' . f g

The analyms of surroz.ndmg prop°rue,. and then' uae mdmsss the size of the proposed parcels
_and the proposed use as large lot rural-residential is compatible with the predominant adjacent
land uses as the exxstmg Fsmentxal densxty of the area. wﬂl not be- markedly increased.

|
2. Dses not mtzrfere sex;xously with: accepted famung pracuees on adjanem lands devoted to
farm use because: .<f-

The surrounding parcels are found to be developed o mral residential and commercial farm
use. The proposed non-farm residence will not interfere with the on-going use as sufficient
lot arca and geogmphxc boundaries provide a buffer/setback from agricultural management
practices and the remaining, acreage will still be farmed ‘The permit holder has proposed as 2
condition of this approval to file a restrictive covenant which will prohibit the permit helder
and successors in interest from filing complaint concerning valid farming practices on nearby
jands. The Heanngs Ofx.cer ﬂnds this. wﬂi mmga;e xmpact to farmfr'*source operations.

' ‘ 3 Does not a.ter the stabxhty of the overall land use paﬁe'n of the avea because:

; 'The overall land use. of part of thls area is found m be large ks: rural msxdennal and
commercial farming. The land use pattern of 'be axea-wﬁl not be momﬁed as the resxdemzaj
o mtensxty will only be margma.ly mcmsed :

4. Is sxmated upon generally umsuuable !and fm ihe pmducﬁon of farm crops and h‘.esteck,
considering the terrain, adversz soil or Tand condmom dramage and ﬂeodmg, vegetation,
location, and size of the tract becaase' w ‘

The non farm parcal is markediy smaller than the 80 acte size reqmred by HB

3661 and are therefore thought not appmpnate fcr commercial farm use?? 7 The Hearings
Ofiicer finds this non farm parcel size ‘unsuitable for commercial agricultural use due 10 its
"marginally substaiuiard’ saze, ard the testimony. of the apphcam stating a farm income suitable
Lt support a fa:mly cannc* be geuerated on thns pmerty o

ij.s Accvsszoﬁrfparce . veémad Usaoftheroadwm not
zmerfere WIth farm practics




g ORDER i

- Therefore it is ordemd thc mquest of SCQTI‘ y CUF7—975 appmved subject o the’ |
followmg condmonS' T A I T .

1. The applicant. shali file a restnctwe covenant w:th the County Clerk prohlbmng the
permit holder and their successors in interest frem filing complaint concerning existing
prevmusly apptoved resource managemem pra*tsces on nearby lands. V

2. This. CUP will exp:re w0 years from t,he date beiow ruzﬁess'. uuhmd or an extension is
approved by the P!anmng Dxrector. .

3 Thls CUP is not valld uiml proof th:s pmperty has been thhdrawn from farm deferral
status. and all penalne" aswcwted wuh wuhd;awal‘have been pald and pmof of same -
submmed to the Planni i

' Nf,fa! G.
NOTICE OF APPEAL msms

You are hereby ranﬁed ﬁns appixcanon may be appeaied 1o the Kiamath County Board of
-COmmxss:oners by filing with the Kiamath County Planning “Drepartinént 4 Notice of Appeal
as et out in Section 33. 004 of the Klamath County L& Land Development Code, together with
the fee reqmred within' EVEN DAYS foﬁowmg the mlmg date of this order.
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