LINN COUNTY JUVENILE DEPARTMENT
104 4™ SW, Room 200 / PO Box 100
Albany OR 97321
Phone: 541-967-3853 Fax: 541-967-4268

REPORT TO COMMISSIONERS
Update for January 2019

Submitted by Torri Lynn; Juvenile Department Director

Detention

Benton: 4 youth were held for 39 total of days of care, 1 females and 3 males.
Total Admissions to Detention = 6
Average Length of Stay = 6.5 days
Average Daily Population = 1.3 youth

Linn: 27 youth were held for 283 total of days of care, 7 females and 20 males.
Total Admissions to Detention = 31
Average Length of Stay = 9.1 days
Average Daily Population = 9.1 youth

Time for Change Program: 0

Measure 11 Youth: 3 (1-Linn, 1-Benton, 1-Yambhill)

Probation

The Juvenile Department received 80 referrals during the month of January 2019.
Of the 80 referrals, 23 represent dependency, 34 status and 23 criminal.

There are currently 269 youth in the Probation Unit either on probation or pending court with 58
of those being assessed high-risk.

There are currently 211 youth under the Community Programs Unit serving on informal
probation and the Intervention Specialist is currently serving 26 youth.

Victim Advocate is serving 90 .

Cases Unassigned: 36
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OYA Cases: 56

Work Crew

Tier 1 — 11 youth completed 137.75 hours of community service in 3 project days. In
2018 8 youth completed 100 hours of service during the same time period.

Tier 2— 37 youth completed 659.00 hours of work crew in 20 project days. In 2018 45
youth completed 847.00 hours of service during the same time period.

Miscellaneous Business -
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Linn County Juvenile Department
JANUARY 2019 Statistics

Note: Person, Property & Drug Crimes are at the ALLEGATION level.

Person to Person Crimes within a 12 month period
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Linn County Juvenile Department
JANUARY 2019 Statistics

Juvenile Petitions Filed
Dependency not included
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LINN COUNTY JUVENILE DEPARTMENT
104 4™ SW, Room 200 / PO Box 100
Albany OR 97321
Phone: 541-967-3853 Fax: 541-967-4268

Resolution and Order No. 2019-037
IGA between the Greater Albany Public School District and Linn County
For Transitional Services

The Greater Albany Public Schools District receives monies through the Oregon
Department of Education as part of a Federal Title 1D grant because of the Linn
Benton Juvenile Detention being located in their district. Once each year there is a
count taken for the number of intakes to the facility between Sept. and Nov. there
is a dollar amount assigned for each youth entering the facility. The 2018-19
contract amount is $79,164 dollars and there is a carryover amount from the 2017-
18 contract amount of $34,478 for a total contract amount of $118, 642.

This has been an extremely beneficial partnership to the youth coming into and
leaving the Linn Benton Juvenile Detention Center. The contracted money is used
to provide a part-time employee who focuses on the transition of youth leaving
detention and going back to their community school. The hope is that this
employee can make this transition back to the community school smooth for the
student and school. It also is funding a part-time Horticultural Specialist who
works as part of the school program at detention working with youth about an hour
and a half four days a week. Youth are learning a variety of skills applicable to the
nursery industry. Money is also used to help support the teacher in the classroom
during times of high occupancy and some money is used to assist Jackson Street
Youth Shelter with tutoring and a summer education program. The last piece of
money is supporting on-going training using the Life Space Crisis Intervention.
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_ STAFF REPORT

February 26, 2019 [ { e
TO: Linn County Board of Commissioners
. FROM: Linn County Planning and Building Department
PREPARED BY: " Alyssa Boles, Senior Planner -

BC18-0004: An application by Lonnie Ashley for a Zoning map amendment
on an 82.98-acre property .identified on Linn County Assessor maps as T10S,
R1W, Section 26, Tax Lot 400. The applicant proposes to amend the Zoning
map designation of the subject property from Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) to
Farm/Forest (F/F). The property is located at 40765 Larwood Drive,
approximdtely 1.32 miles east of the intersection of Larwood Drive and
. ‘Richardson Gap Road, and approximately 3.79 miles southeast of the city of
Scio. The dpphcoble decision criteria are contained in LCC 921 822 and

Oregon Administrative Rule (OAR) 660- 006 0057.
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l. INTRODUCTION

A.

APPLICATION SUMMARY

Lonnie Ashley (Applicant) is proposing to change the Zoning Map designation on an 82.98-
acre property from Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) to Farm Forest (F/F). The subject property is
identified on Linn County Assessor mayps as T10S, R1W, Section 26, Tax Lot 400. The property
is located at 40765 Larwood Drive, approximately 1.32 miles east of the intersection of
Larwood Drive and Richardson Gap Road, and approximately 3.79 miles southeast of the
city of Scio.

The Comprehensive Plan (Plan) desighation of the property is Farm/Forest. According to
the Zoning Implementation Maitrix in Chapter 905 of the Plan, the F/F zoning designation is
an allowed zoning designation when a property has a Farm/Forest Plan designation.
Statewide Planning Goals 3 and 4 both apply to the subject property. Both Goals also apply
to properties with a Farm/Forest zoning designation; therefore, the proposed zone map
amendment does not require an exception to Statewide Planning Goal 3 or Goall 4.

The application indicates that the purpose of the zoning map amendment is to be able to
timber the property. The application indicates that the applicant may want to build
dwelling on the property at some point. The F/F zoning district does not allow for a dwelling
as an outright use. An application for a dwelling would have to meet the applicable criteria
contained in Linn County Code. This zoning map amendment does not authorize the
placement of a dwelling on the subject property.

The applicant must provide evidence that the proposal is consistent with the decision
criteria, including all applicable Comprehensive Plan policies. The applicationis attached
to this report as Exhibit A.

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION

The Planning Commission (Commission) held a public hearing on this matter at 7:00 p.m.,
February 12, 2019. After considering the staff analysis and the written and oral testimony
presented at the Commission hearing, the Commission voted 4-0 to adopt a motion to
recommend that the Board approve the proposed amendment. Voting in favor of the
motion were Commissioners Alderman, Boshart, McKinney, and Stutzman.

DECISION CRITERIA AND ANALYSIS

The applicable decision criteria are contained in LCC Section 921.822 and Oregon
Administrative Rule (OAR) 660-006-0057. The decision criteria are attached to this report as

Exhibit B.

LCC 921.822 - Decision criteria for Zoning Madp amendments

(A) When a Zoning Map or Land Development Code text amendment is necessary due to a
proposed Comprehensive Plan amendment, only findings and conclusions responding to
the Comprehensive Plan amendment criteria for decision are necessary to amend the
ZLoning Map or Code text provisions.

Emea0 A TN T R SN T s o L T S Y

e,

Page 2 of 9

'BC18-0004; Lonnie Ashley



STAFF ANALYSIS: The application does not require a Comprehensive Plan amendment;
therefore this criterion is not applicable.

(B) Except as stated in subsection (A) and LCC 921.824, a Zoning Mop amendment from one
zoning district to another may be granted if on the basis of the application, investigation,
testimony and evidence submitted, findings and conclusions show that all of the following

conditions exist:

LCC 921.822(B)(1): The presence of development limitations including but not limited to
geologic hazards, natural hazards, water quality and quantity and septic suitability, do not
significantly adversely affect development permitied in the proposed zoning district;

FACTS: The subject property is not located within a mapped geologic hazard area or a
special flood hazard area. The property does not contain a septic system. The applicant
submitted a well log to demonstrate the property contains an existing well.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The application states there are no conditions on the property that will
significantly affect development allowed under the Farm/Forest (F/F) zoning designation.
There are no mapped geological hazards areas or flood hazards areas on the subject
property. The applicant submitted a well log to demonstrate the property contains an
existing well (Exhibit A, page 10).

The topographical features, soil and natural features of the subject property are consistent
with the provisions described in LCC 905.300 (Farm/Forest Background). Septic suitability,
water availability, and water quality are generally not factors in determining whether the
property is appropriate for an F/F zoning designation. Linn County Environmental Health
Program comments indicate that the proposed amendment would not impact septic
suitability (Exhibit D, page 1).

The F/F zoning district supports farm uses, similar to the current EFU zoning designation. Both
farm and forest uses are suitable on this property given its location and topography. Linn
County Geographic Information System (GIS) maps indicate the subject property is located
in the foothills of the County. LCC 905.300(E) identifies the foothills of Linn County as the
primary location of Farm/Forest zoning. Under LCC 905.300(B), typical land uses in the
Farm/Forest area include farming, livestock grazing and small scale-timber operations.

The proposed zoning map amendment does not authorize specific development. Any
proposed future development would be subject to the list of allowed uses, conditional uses,
and property development standards in the F/F zoning district.

LCC 921.822(B)(2): The amendment will result in a development patiern having no significant
adverse impact upon transportation facilities, police and fire protection, storm drainage
facilities or the provision of other regional public facilities;

FACTS: The property is not located within a rural fire district. The subject property is served by
the Linn County Sheriff's Office. The property has access via a flag strip off of Larwood Drive.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The subject property is not located within a rural fire protection district. Fire

p
d

rotection would be provided by the Oregon State Fire Marshal. If the property were to be
eveloped at a future date, Linn County Code requires compliance with LCC 934.590 (F/F

(forest area) and FCM zoning district structural siting standards). The provisions in LCC 934.590
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require that the property be either: (1) located within a fire protection district, (2) shall be
provided with structural fire protection by contract, or (3) provide an alternative means for
protecting the structure from fire hazards, such as sprinkling systems or on-site water storage.

The Linn County Sheriff's Department received notice of the application and did not express
any concern as a result of the proposed amendment (Exhibit D, page 2). The property has
access via a flag strip off of Larwood Drive. The Linn County Road Department did not identify
any nhegative impacts as a result of the proposed amendments (Exhibit D, page 3).

The proposed zoning map amendment does not authorize specific development. Any
proposed future development would be subject to a land use review and criteria to
determine if there are impacts to transportation facilities, police and fire protection, storm
drainage facilities or other regional public facilities.

LCC 921.822(B)(3): The amendment will result in a development pattern compatible with uses
on nearby lands and will have no significant adverse impact on the overall land use pattern in
the areq;

FACTS: Linn County GIS maps indicate the subject property is contiguous o properties with a
Farm/Forest zoning designation to the north and east and contiguous to properties with an
Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) zoning designation fo the south and west.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The application states that the proposed zoning designation would be
consistent with surrounding properties. The proposed F/F zoning designation would provide for
both farm and forest uses. The topographical features, soil and natural features of the subject
property are consistent with the provisions described in LCC 905.300 (Farm/Forest
Background).

The F/F zoning district also supports uses similar to the current EFU zoning designation. Either
farm or forest uses are suitable on this property given its location and topography. LCC
905.300(E) identifies the foothills of Linn County as the primary location of Farm/Forest zoning.
Linn County Geographic Information System (GIS) maps indicate the subject property is
located in the foothills of the County. Under LCC 905.300(B). typical land uses in the
Farm/Forest area include farming, livestock grazing and small scale-timber operations.

The existing zoning in the area transitions west to east from EFU to F/F to Forest Conservation
Management (FCM). The existing land use pattern in the area transitions from farm fields in
the west to small scale timber processing and less intensive farm uses in the F/F zoned areas,
to commercial timber operations in the FCM zoned areas. The application indicates that the
purpose of the zoning map amendment is to be able to timber the property. The proposed
timber operation appears to be consistent with surrounding land uses in the area.

The proposed zoning map amendment does not authorize specific development. Any
proposed future development would be subject to a land use review and criteria to
determine if there are impacts to surrounding farm and forest uses, as well as determine
whether any proposed development will have any adverse impacts on the overall land use
pattern in the area.

LCC 921.822(B)(4): The amendment is consistent with the intent and purpose statement of the
proposed zoning district;

BC18-0004; Lonnie Ashley
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FACTS: The Farm/Forest zoning statement of purpose is contained in LCC 928.600. The
statement of purpose for the F/F zoning district reads:

“The purpose of the Farm/Forest (F/F) zoning district is:

(A) to preserve land suitable for agricultural and forest uses;

(B) to allow the establishment of uses consistent with the predominate use of land for
agricultural and forest use;

(C) fo allow for public and private outdoor recreational uses; and

(D) fo provide for the protection of open space, fish and wildlife habitat, watersheds,
scenic resources, air, water and land resources quality and to permit the location
of dwelling when applicable criteria are met."”

STAFF ANALYSIS: The application states the proposed amendment is consistent with the
statement of purpose and the proposed F/F zoning district.

The applicant proposes to establish a timber operation on the subject property, consistent
with (A) and (B) of the statement of purpose. The application indicates that the applicant
may want to build a dwelling on the property at some point. The F/F zoning distiict does not
allow for a dwelling as an outright use. Consistent with (D) of the statement of purpose, an
application for a dwelling would have to meet the applicable criteria contained in Linn
County Code.

LCC 921.822(B)(5): The amendment is consistent with the existing Comprehensive Plan map
designation;

STAFF ANALYSIS: The subject property currently has a Plan map designation of Farm/Forest.
The Farm/Forest zoning designation is consistent with the Farm/Forest Plan designation, as
described in the Implementation Metrix contained in Appendix 1 of Chapter 905 of the Plan.

LCC 921.822(B)(6): The amendment will not have a significant adverse impact on a sensitive
fish or wildlife habitat; and

FACTS: A portion of the property is located within an identified peripheral big game habitat
area (Exhibit C). The property does not contain any inventoried sensitive fish or riparian
habitat. The property contains inventoried wetlands.

STAFF ANAYLSIS: A portion of the subject property is located within a peripheral big game
habitat area. The property is located within Section 26 of T10S, R1W, in Linn County, Oregon.
The section (Section 26) is developed with four existing dwellings. Pursuant to LCC
903.510(B)(2), Section 26 is not “impacted”.

This zone map amendment application, if approved, does not grant dwelling approval. If a
dwelling or structure is proposed in the future, pursuant o LCC 903.510(B)(10) (Policies for fish
and wildlife areas and habitat), clustering techniques (for new dwellings) shall be used to
implement the ODFW acceptable density standard in the major and peripheral game
ranges. Clustering means all of the following as applicable to the situation: (a) Locating
dwellings and structures near each other and existing roads; (b) Locating dwellings and
structures to avoid habitat conflicts and utilize least valuable habitat areas; and (c) Minimize
road development to that necessary to support the residential use. Future development
within the peripheral big game habitat area is required to comply with the clustering
techniques described in the Plan.

B R T A S M T T SR A

R ot Tty

BC18-0004; Lonnie Ashley

Page 5 of 9



There are no sensitive fish or riparian habitats on the property. Oregon Department of Fish and
Wildlife was notified of the proposed amendments and did not submit comments as of the
date this staff report was prepared. The property contains inventoried wetlands. Oregon
Department of State Lands submitted comments that the proposed amendment would not
have any impacts on jurisdictional wetlands located on the property (Exhibit D, pages 4-5).

LCC 921.822(B)(7): The amendment, if within an adopted urban growth boundary, is consistent
with the Comprehensive Plan and implementing ordinances of the affected city.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The property is not located within an urban growth boundary; therefore, this
criterion is not applicable.

OAR 660-006-0057 - Rezoning Land to an Agriculture/Forest Zone

Any rezoning or plan map amendment of lands from an acknowledged zone or plan
designation to an agriculture/forest zone requires a demonstration that each area being
rezoned or replanned contains such a mixture of agriculture and forest uses that neither Goal
3 nor 4 can be applied alone.

FACTS: Linn County GIS maps indicate the subject property is contiguous to properties with a
Farm/Forest zoning designation to the north and east and contiguous to properties with an
Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) zoning designation to the south and west.

STAFF ANLAYSIS: The application states that the proposed zoning designation would be
consistent with surrounding properties. The subject property has a Plan designation of
Farm/Forest. LCC 905.300(D) of the Plan states,

“Given that the Farm/Forest designation is a hybrid of agriculture and forestry uses,
Statewide Planning Goals 3 and 4 apply to these lands. Farm/Forest lands aim fo preserve
and maintain agricultural and forest lands and to conserve soil, water, air and wildlife
resources. Resource land uses permitted in both the EFU and the FCM zones are allowed in
the Farm/Forest zone given the same regulations that exist in the other resource zones. Uses
permitted conditionally in either the Agricultural or Forest Resource plan designation are
also permitted conditionally in the Farm/Forest zone under similar regulations.”

The F/F zoning district supports uses similar to the current EFU zoning designation. Either farm or
forest uses are suitable on this property given its location and topography. LCC 905.300(E)
identifies the foothills of Linn County as the primary location of Farm/Forest zoning. Linn
County Geographic Information System (GIS) maps indicate the subject property is located in
the foothills of the County. Under LCC 905.300(B), typical land uses in the Farm/Forest area
include farming, livestock grazing and small scale-timber operations. The topographical
features, soil and natural features of the subject property are consistent with the provisions
described in LCC 905.300 (Farm/Forest Background).

The existing zoning in the area transitions west to east from EFU to F/F to Forest Conservation
Management (FCM). The existing land use pattern in the area transitions from farm fields in
the west to small scale timber processing and less intensive farm uses in the surrounding F/F
zoned areas, to commercial fimber operations in the FCM zoned areas. The application
indicates that the purpose of the zoning map amendment is to be able to timber the

TR DEEIGAT P TS =55 Rtk cd b ol ——

—

BC18-0004; Lonnie Ashley

Page é of 9



property. The proposed small-scale timber operation appears to be consistent with
surrounding land uses in the area.

D. EXISTING AND PROPOSED CONDITIONS

CONDITION EXISTING _ PROPOSED
Plan Designation Farm/Forest Same

Zone Designation Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) Farm/Forest (F/F)
Site Location T10S, ROTW, Section 26, Tax Lot 400 | Same

Access Larwood Drive Same

Land Use Farm and forest use Same

E. ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT BACKGROUND

The subject property has been zoned Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) since March 22, 1972.
Previous land use actions involving the subject property include:

> PDO07-0031 - A step one review for the subject property completed on March 5, 2007.
The step one review determined that under current zoning the property *may”
qualify for a “Farm dwelling” pursuant to LCC 933.400, or a “Class VI orworse
dwelling” pursuant to LCC 933.500, if other applicable conditional use criteria are
met.

> PD08-0102 - A property line adjustment to adjust property lines between the subject
property and tax lot 300 on map T10S, ROTW, Section 26 was approvedon June 11,
2008.

Il. PROPERTY CHARACTERISTICS
A. SOILTYPES - The following is based upon information in the National Resources Conservation

Service (NRCS), formerly the Soil Conservation Service (SCS), publication Soil Survey of Linn
County Areq, Oregon, July, 1987:

Soil Type HVFL type SCS type % of parcel # of acres Cuft/
ac/yr
Awbrig Silty Clay Loam (7) 2 IVw 0.07% 0.06 2.40
Bashaw Silty Clay Loam (8) 2 IVw 1.09% 0.90 0.00
Coburg Silty Clay Loam (26) 1 liw 0.33% 0.27 27.00
Dixonville Silty Clay Loam, 3-12% Slopes Non lle 0.15% 0.12 13.80
(34C)
Dixonville Silty Clay Loam, 12-30% Non Ve 3.30% 2.74 315.10
Slopes (34E)
Dixonville — Philomath — Hazelair Non Vis 20.82% 17.28 777.60
Complex, 12-35% Slopes (35E)
Hazelair Silty Clay Loam, 2-7% Slopes Non lle 5.50% 4.56 205.20
(43B)
Ritner Cobbly Silty Clay Loam, 2-30% Non Vs 3.79% 3.14 405.06
Slopes (84E)
Witzel Very Cobbly Loam, 30-70% Non Vis 5.04% 4.18 443.08
Slopes (104G)
Dixonville — Philomath - Hazelair Non Vis 717% 5.95 267.75
Complex, 3-12% Slopes (35C)
Ritner Cobbly Silty Clay Loam, 30-60% Non Vlis 52.74% 43.78 5647.62
Slopes (84G)
TOTAL 100% 82.98 8104.61
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TOPOGRAPHY - The property includes moderate to steep slopes that slope up from west to
east. The property’s lowest elevation is at approximately 415 feet and its highest elevation is
at approximately 1060 feet.

NATURAL FEATURES AND IMPROVEMENTS — The subject property contains a seasonal stream
running down to the upper northwest portion of the subject property.

NATURAL AND/OR GEOLOGIC HAZARDS - The subject property is not within a designated
flood hazard area. The property is not identified as being within an identified area subject
to mass movement topography, as inventoried in the Environmental Geology of Western
Linn County, Oregon (DOGAMI, 1974).

. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

A.

WILDLIFE HABITAT - A portion of the subject property is located within a peripheral big game
habitat area (Exhibit C). The property is located within Section 26 of T10S, R1W, in Linn
County, Oregon. The section (Section 26) is developed with four existing dwellings.
Pursuant to LCC 903.510(B)(2), the section is not “impacted”. The siting standards for big
game habitat in LCC 934.565 are applicable for future development on this property. There
are no sensitive fish or riparian habitats on the property.

WETLANDS - The subject property contains a seasonal stream running down to the upper
northwest portion of the subject property.

Iv. AVAILABILITY OF PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

A.

FIRE - The subject property is not located within a fire protection district.
POLICE - The Linn County Sheriff's Department provides police protection.

SCHOOL - The property is in the Scio School District, the Linn Benton Lincoln Education
Service District and the Linn-Benton Community College District.

OTHER DISTRICTS - The property is within the 4H Extension District.
SEWAGE DISPOSAL - The property does not contain a sewage disposal system.
WATER SUPPLY — The property contains an existing well.

ACCESS - The property has access via a flag strip off of Larwood Drive.

V. NOTICE TABLE AND PROCEDURE

A.

NOTICE

Property owners within 1000 feet of the boundaries of the property were provided notice of
this application. There are nine property owners within the notification area. No comments
were received from surrounding property owners regarding the proposed amendment. The
following agencies have been provided notice and responded before this report was

written.
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AGENCIES PROVIDED RESPONDED AGENCIES PROVIDED RESPONDED
==
Environmental Health X X Linn County Sheriff X X
Linn County Assessor X Dept. Land Cons. & Dev. X
Linn County Road Dept. X X Or. Dept. of Forestry X
Dept. State Lands X X Other: St. Fire Marshal X
Or. Fish & Wildlife X Dept. of Water Resources X

B. PROCEDURE

The Planning Commission (Commission) conducted a public hearing to review the
application on February 12, 2019 and made a recommendation to the Linn County Board
of Commissioners (Board) to approve the Zoning Map amendment application.

The Board is scheduled to conduct a public hearing on this matter at 10:00 a.m., Tuesday,
February 26, 2019. The Board may consider the application for up to 42 days from the close
of the Board hearing. Tabling of the request for a period not to exceed 35 days may also
occur if the applicant consents. Specified findings, stating the reason for decision, are
required in taking action on the proposed amendments.

The Board may consider the application for 42 days from the close of the public
hearing. Tabling of the request for a period not to exceed 35 days may also occur if
the applicant consents. Specified findings, stating the reason for decision, are required
in taking action on the proposal. The Board will consider all the testimony in the matter
and may take action to: (1) Approve the application; (2) Deny the application; or (3)
Modify the application.

All testimony and evidence must be directed toward the applicable decision criteria
including applicable criteria in the plan or other land use regulations. Failure to raise an
issue before the close of the record, or failure to provide statements or evidence
sufficient to afford the decision maker(s) and the parties an adequate opportunity to
respond to each issue raised precludes an appeal based’on that issue.

If additional documents or evidence are provided by any party, the Board may allow a
continuance or leave the record open to allow the parties a reasonable opportunity to
respond. Prior to the conclusion of the initial evidentiary hearing, any particioant may
request an opportunity to present additional evidence or testimony regarding the
application. The Board shall grant the request by either (a) continuing the public
hearing or (b) leaving the record open for additional written evidence or testimony. If
the Board grants a confinuance, the hearing shall be continued to a date, time and
place certain atf least seven days from the initial hearing.

VL EXHIBITS

A. Application and Supporting Documents
B. Decision Criteria

C. Written Comments

D. Prior Land Use Decisions

E. Hearing Notice and Correspondence
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Li..od COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DERPARTMIENT
Robeit Wheeldon, Direcior

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816, Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

I S A B L : DEC 19 2018
ZOWING MAP AEMDMENT APPLICATION

Lpplication Fee: $2000.00

INTRODUCTICN

A. An application for amendment of the Land Development Code may be initiaied o amend the
Zoning Map, iext or a combination of ihe Zoning Map and iext. _
B. A separate application to amend the Zoning Map shall be required for each proposed map

designation. Approval of one application shall not mandate approval of other applications. The
application may be consolidaied for public hearing purposes i the applications are interrelated and
consolidaiion would expediie their review.

C. An application io amend the Zoning Map and iexi shall require ai least iwo separaie applications:
one or more applications to amend the map and one to amend ihe texi. Approval of one application
shall not mandate approval of the other application.

D. It an application to amend the Zoning Map or text of the Land Development Code necessitaies a
Plan Map or Plan text amendment, the two applications may be consolidated into a single public
hearing.

Application Check List (for departmenial use only)

Date Received: _ K Receipt humber: Fee paid:

File number assigned: _

Applicaiion accepied by:

Date deemed completie:
Scheduled BC hearing daie:

Daie adoption mailed io DLCD:
__ Plan Te:xi Amendment

Planner assigned:
Scheduled PC hearing daie:_
Daie noiice mailed to DLCD:
Other applicaiions included: ___ _ Plan Map Amendmenti

Code Texi amendment _ Other

Proposal is locaied wiihin:
UGA ' 7 Planning area
| A.O./Airpori noiiiicaiion area

Fire Disirict

Floodplain . Hazard Area Weiland
Wildlife Habitat______ Riparian Habitai Fish Habiiat
S.B.H.O. Historic ‘ Greenway

EHP approval, if required. Accurate maps and siie plans

E!‘:::“.iﬁ.lbit :t‘;f;‘r_—_-::__«.:.::.: S ey
Fage, ...of



Propeiiy wlﬁ]@ulfmpﬂuccm lniormation
A.

P F’a =AD thorened p=g= orEepo g o s e = g oaE N ED 3 - 2= e aca
= ' @ = TR Tala I Tl Rt IV L I TS D e sy =-
i SivadTE LS ] SE u:[".:l'=t.:qs EEAS (1 g:n_:.i .:':3, ULy Q!i a1 ae g YYD \'.Ig i ;5'

7 - A . f
Applicani(s) 7 _n v i &, i A< b,
-~ S ® / d
Address (.0 E23x Db
. & . P . i EG o - T >
City ) Eai, BT State _ & £ Zip Code _ F1% F2
£ - e < o
Phone number (home) _i %7~ & 2g ~ .5 225 work
S g7 "_.‘1 t
Property owner(s) /¢ miiie. 7o s len
T T D 5 \/\,.:‘
Address _ 7 ¢ Eoex b
S . | « " e B %7 %
City 8@, Siate &7 Zip Code “7 7 {0
s P o ey
Phone number (home) _ 5 S =626 ~5225 (work)
. T i =g =, -"_\[.-—-
Applicant's representative (if any) / "*«-déxM & s
S S ;

LTI A ‘-'/-1 v o S 2 P
Address 2770 #Y {/ LSSE dre. O P, eypsds o of

City AL A

Phone number (home) S%¢ 626 3225 (work)

Property Information

A.

H.

Legal description of property: Township Range Section(s)
Tax Lot(s)
Site Address (if any):_ %6 7& & Lo
' L7
'.Z;_)Ci.._-é: £ L
o TN
Properiy size inacres 21 Z.. '“
Adjacent tax lois in same ownership:
P 9 A Vf‘:‘ih .
Township___ £ 3  Range i Section £Z=Tax Lot(s) fd o4 Area
Township Range Section__ Tax Loi(s) Area
Nearest city or town o (i Distance
Nearest cross road Distance
Zoning designation & F U Plan designation (&
¢ T3
What is the area of the aggregate resource siie in acres? D
Name of Fire Protection District: ) C &
{ A emimee o GF Lea oot

How is vehicle access provided io the propeny’7 f HATCE

rroniage on County Road (name) Lo idde *’f&,

Zoning Map Amendment Application
2
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Froniage on Local Access Road (naime)

Froniage on State Highway (name)
Volume and Page of recorded easemerni o a public road (attach copy)

J. Is the property locaied within an urban growih boundary or planning area?( ) Yes (X) No

It yes, name of City:

K. What is the current use of the properiy? (Check all that apply.)
(X) Agriculiure () Foresiry ( ) Commercial () Industrial ()
Resideniial

L. Describe any dwellings, barns, buildings, structures, fences, wells, septic sysiems or other

improvemenis thai are on the property. (Show these improvements on your siie plan.)
S S ST p L I A - :
36 x do Tele Lprin. , Caly s n b i edl .

M. Describe any natural features on the property such as drainage ways, creeks, streams,
swales, wetlands, ponds, steep slopes or hills. (Show these features on your site plan.)
Svnadl Creidi . dpe Qe mwlm efF bl siele (erx; S

A r5’lM">x NLY év{“ (!M\ iak "f‘i"\_, A d«_l,h/b‘ crir\e'TL\'- ﬁr‘t—\i’ c\’\*‘i‘i}o
¥
Flod Move. (ide~ cj_m,.nt, o e / ode. i ¢u{rUr’“ c«»w&m

l:Mf E/L,_h/“ .
Proposed Amendnient

r/‘—-‘/ 7
A=l

A. Current zoning designation of the subject properiy:

B. Proposed zoning designation of the subject property: — ~

C. Will the map amendment affect all of an existing tax lot or only a portion? il:/,./{

If the proposal will affect only a poriion, how large is the affected area?

D. Please describe the intended use of the property that will result if the zoning mapis
amended.
If there is no use proposed, please describe the purpose of the zone amendment,
lopudd, hi Lo 2 lowst fre.S That— Cewdol
k D2 GynL e wué) e pond . bu el @ Aol
{\L) [tve Tlovi. awd. ~felo. Goyp. af  Chy

<

Fress o bsle ‘ilfi-eﬁ Gt 05«f~a L Ly

Zoning Map Amendment Application
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Please describe ihe operating characieristics of the intended use. Include a description of
sirLiciures, size and use of structures, hours and days of operation, vehicles, machinery,
and any other operaiional and design characieristics.

Y/, . 4 & I (EER I 2 2 . F
7 / ae Ay vu{f.,a.:ﬁs oo (Ao~ TG, [l oade IEEN g

Why was this location chosen?
i i ; - y ) i g . =
7o Gyt ef ?LP—&&J; Zuuf* LA"R LLD i ai—RoS v

P i€ -

Describe the land uses on adjoining properties. -

sy 2an T4 = g T | L
North: “Fax Lade 368 TFieed Zowve. & FU — Mo Atdmirg
=z . y, e - S — y——r” — A % i
rax Zods 2af - D887 pa—e T pee. [fFoawe fovrésr KoMy

(kosejujzé)
2 ] 7 7 i . . .
South: T, Lndt #e2 15 e Aeld and Cru. & f’a:zp
@Mﬁupﬁﬁb,ﬁﬁh (CS0/ wze) EFU, '

. ; o . s i —
East: {/’c’;&. Lok FOoo S Lpeo o il & & 7 VL \,\3
(/0801w 2s)

West Tex Lod 446 | 5 fresdd 2Tl EFU Lo ig

Describe the land uses occurrmg within a one-half-mile radius of the subject properiy.
Norrh C;‘ow»\ ALsw Tk Luw Lo L/?{{Au—b /77%1,’» Mast (c_.\
“’Cﬁ”ﬁ{ il f"(/.,\, 5 (; vaok_ %/EMT\- f‘_ (e’ "‘Cigflﬂ" Z«)"V\l v"«, 5
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F o % § ; j 2 P o7
West: 7 ireeed. aaud. «,_v-:?ad dacre, and | /téu:z) Jre ldy

Decision Criteria for Zoning Majp Amendmenis

The decision criieria for a Zoning Map amendment are in Linn County Code (LCC) 921.822(B).

The applicant for a Zoning Map amendment has the burden of proof o prove the decision
criteria are satisfied.

A Zoning Map amendment from one zoning disirici fo another may be granied only if, onthe basis
of the application, investigation, testimony and evidence submiiied, findings and conclusions show
that all of the following conditions exist:

A. The presence of development limitations, including but not limited to geologic hazards,
natural hazards, water quality and quantity and septic suitability, do not significantly
adversely affect development permitied in the proposed zoning district [LCC 921.822(B)(1)].
1. Please describe any development limitations that exist on the property, including but

not limited to geologic hazards, natural hazards, waier quality and quantityand
septic suitability.

S?LQ)-‘E\.,Q'&. Vu&-* m, o f)r‘(‘xi‘)( i Il Ué\, Py

1 4 \-)
NS gne, u\r’{J e MNe  Liwa ‘( et s
2. Aitach documents that establish the site's suitability for the proposed zoning district.

Include documentation of septic suitability, water availability and water qualty, and

mformauon on natural or geologic hazards. e B0 R L R, S
“rreperty  hay cl..,?.{e vgv st well puTtl. FéLabie- A

3. Would the development limitations identified in Question 1 above significantly g-t8 CFAL—
adversely affect development permitted in the proposed zoning district? Kﬁt P sl
e Skute

( ) Yes (;(g No
If not, explain why not. Atiach another sheet if necessary.

/‘f/A«

Zoning Map Amendment Application Fa
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B. The amendment will resuli in a development paiiern having no signiiicant adverse impaci
upon transporiaiion facilities, police and fire proiection, storm drainage facilities or ihe
provision of oiher regional public facilities [LCC 921.822(B)(2)].

1. If the proposed zone amendment is approved, will the development allowed on the
property result in a development patiern having a significant adverse impact upon
transporiation Tacilities, police and fire proiection, storm drainage faciliiies or the

" provision of other regional public facilities? () Yes (A No
2. It not, explain why not. Atiach another sheet if necessary.
C. The amendmenti will resuli in a development paitern compatible with uses on nearby lands

and will have no significant adverse impact on the overall land use patiern in thearea [LCC
921.822(B)(3)].

1. Will the proposed amendment result in a development patiern compatible with uses
on nearby lands? (<) Yes ( )No

Please explain why or why not. Attach another sheet if necessary.

y7 > Doy es—t €3 O reund TILr Yl ety ace <,~J,(
ST Law—// P i / hSE. LJL‘LL(OU éZe C? ) "\\)("Q“L(s/v
!N’Z'H:l S AAAY cemnels u‘-j (“3“(1{7\* ,;“"6{—1,-\,

N
Z, Will the proposed amendment resuli in a development pattern having a significant
adverse impact on the overall land use paitern in the area? () Yes 0\) No

Please explain why or why not. Attach another sheet if necessary.

D. Is the amendment consistent with the intent and purpose statement of the proposed zoping
district [LCC 921.822(B)(4)]? ) Yes ( INo

Please explain why or why not. Attach another sheeL if necessary.
ZL»J \;‘7= —ﬂn,mzﬁl‘w OS] x.zx{‘cu%?((i, (L —Re @CLWJ’I bd CW\*L

/‘-—ﬁ‘-/" u%i’lw dsj“ ﬁ’tﬁé;ﬁ 7"’ /5 Cen.s z\i’(@/d‘ w'U:,
f'ﬁ:w-m?/ 7~ M“f/‘lf)“‘lé' ZHORR ﬂ‘ 72?‘;/7:4’)’(" [

T
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S
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Is the amendiment consisient wiih the exisiing Comprehensive Plan map designation jLCC
€21.822(8){5)]? (> Yes ( )No
Please explain w’ v .; why noi. Aiiach another sheet if necessary.

ety 3 i
R . - ;o F = ; RN i ’
- . ¢ 3 o B = 2z 3 g O 2aaty P -3 e .
7 L el ';5’ , T a7 > P e M 1:/)}',' & i’/'jv"‘" L STE B S f (‘/L

f e <
e Ey (Siwi d f e, i de g
" I3 7
= . 3 : ;G Ly H N i
Fhecs Slivdele fimAn BS sl oferiientog e s, Sl 3.6 . .-(D-.."-.‘:--.--.ﬁs’-“t&\'-ﬁ“i-::".-:.’-'
= S g [
~ I3
R, e

If the ameindment is not consisient with the exisiing Comprehensive Plan map desionaiion,
an applicaiion for an amendiment io ihe Comprehensive Plan map is also required.

The amendment will not have & significani adverse impact on a sensiiive fish orwildlife
habitai [LCC 921.822(B)(6)]. '
1. Is ihe properiy locaied within a sensitive fish or wildlife habitai? ( ) Yes

) No

If yes, please describe.

2. Will the land uses allowed by the amendment have a significant adverse impactjgn
sensiiive fish or wildlife habitat? ( ) Yes 9 No

Please explain why or why not.

The amendment, if within an adopted urban growth boundary, is consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and implementing ordinances of the affected city [LCC 921.822(B)(7)].

If the property is located within a designated urban growih area, explain why the proposed
amendment is consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and implementing ordinances of the
affecied city. -Attach another sheet if necessary.

EXNIE e
Zoning Map Amendment Application Page o
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LINN 57766

STATE OF OREGON
WATER SUPPLY WELL REPORT

(a5 required by ORS 537.765)
Instructions for completing this report are on the last page of ghis form,

(WELL L.D.j# 1, 89002

(START CARD) # 182182

(1) OWNER: Well Number 4815

{(9) LOCATION OF WELL by legal description:

Name Lorninie & Andrea Ashley County Linn Latilude Longiude
/fxddress 9604 Leaufman Rd. NE Township 18 S Range 1 ] WM.
Citv Silverton State Oregon Zip 97381 Section 26 NW 1/4 SE 114
(2) TYPE OF WORK TaxLot 400  fot CBlock . Suddivision i
WiNew Well 7 iDeepening | ] Alteration (repait/recondition) | 7} Abandonment Street Address of Well (or nearest address) Lanwood Brldge b
(3) DRILI. METHOD: Lacomb, OR 3
Z'Rotary Air  Rotary Mud 3 Cable "I Auger (10) STATIC WATER L. EVEL:
T~ Other 14 fi. below land surface. Dac §/15/2007
4) PROPOSED USE: Arcsianpressure . Ib. per square inch. Dae e ”
Wi Domestic  :"iCommunity | Industrial i” Hrrigation (11) WATER BEARING LO\(LS i
i iThermal i” ‘Injection i . Livestock i 1Other :
(5) BORE HOLE CONSTRUCTION: Depth at which water was lirst found 25
Special Construction approval [ Yes Z No Dcpth of Completed Well 130 fi. ;
Ixplosives used - Yes @[No Type Amount . From : To Estimated flow Rate 'SWL;‘ 4
HOLE SEAL 2. . .. _|seem e i
Diamerer From To ) Marerial From To Sacks or pounds ’ | : ‘ %
10 0 ;19 ;Bentonike 10 19 !13 sacks ! ! ! !
6 19 1430 i 1 I : :
: B . i i :
L - . (12) WELL LOG:
low was scal placed. Method A [ B T, {|pD []JE Ground Elevation - ... . _ . L R ;
¥ Other Poured dry S S .
Backfill placed from i to N Material Material From { To i swL ; ‘
Gravel placed from ft. 10 ft Sizc of pravel Brown soil ) 0 i i i i
(6) CASING/LINER: Yellow clay 1 A0 . '
Dismeter From To GauzeASrccl Plastic Welded Threaded ngﬂiv_ e e qu_ _UL . _i _ _l
Casing:®. . ¢t (19 1280 Ll [7 | Bioomvendstons . ML R L F
' N R I -
ST N R R : 3
L ig i - nERE = ! :
liner: ) i "3 1 - ‘_:EEG_E_’_VE i , :
T TR A 5 A | VED AT S B
Final lm.duon off shoc(x) o o A : ) H
(7y PERFORATIONS/SCREENS: P JUN O 4_ Zﬂﬂ? i i
I} Perforations Method i :
{iScreens Tvpe Matcrial ! : N
Slot Tele/pipe : ]
Fram To size Nuwber | Diamcter size (.'g)_:i_ng I:i[xgr
: . : P i1 H
: L o ;
C 5 ;
0 il il
(8) WELL TESTS: Minimum testing time is [ hour Date started SI5/2007___ _ ___ Completed S/45f200
Flowing (unbonded) Water Well Constructor Certification:
! _‘Pump " Bailer MAir i |Artesian I certily that the work [ performed on the construction. alteralio, or abandonment
- } — ; ; of this well is in compliance with Oregon water supply well constrction standards.
_YieldgaUmin____ Drawdown Diilh st at Jime, Maierials uscd and information reported above are true to the bestofmy knowledge
8 gpm ; 1 hr. and belief.
‘ o L o WWC Number
- T _f— T ! Signed Date
Tempcrature of water 52 Depth Artesian Flow Found (bonded) Water Well C ons(ructor Certifi callon
Was a water analysis done? : Yes By whom [ accept responslblhl) for the construction, alteration, or abandonment work
. . p i P 5 z performed on this well durmg the construction dates reported above, All work
Did any strata contain watcr not suitable for intcnded use? 1 Too little performed during this time is in compliance with Orcgon water suply well
TiSalty [jMuddy [iOdor [ lColored [ {Other . construction standards. This report is true to the best of my knm\{?&ge and belief.
Depth of strata: WWC Numbe 514
Signed ,@%Q W - . Die 514812007
ORIGINAL & FIRST COPY-WATFR RESOURCES DEPARTMENT SECOND COPY- CONMCTOR THIRD COPY- CUST%%“! £ O
)
PAE e OF e



Soil Map—Linn County Area, Oregon
(40765 Larwood)

MAP LEGEND

Area of Interest (AOI) z Spoil Area
) Area of Interest (AOI) Stony Spot
mo__u.w; Very Stony Spot
Soil Map Unit Polygons
Wet Spot
.8 Soil Map Unit Lines
Other
O Soil Map Unit Points.
e Special Line Features
Special Point Features
e Blowout Water Features
Streams and Canals
Borrow Pit
, — Transportation
&y Spol Rails
Cl i
. osed Depression —~p Interstate Highways
Gravel Pit US Routes
. Gr:
¢ avelly Spot Major Roads
Landfi
andfil Local Roads
Lava FI
2 Flow Background
Marsh or swamp b Aerial Photography

Mine or Quarry
Miscellaneous Water
Perennial Water
Rock Outcrop

o Saline Spot
Sandy Spot

= Severely Eroded Spot

Sinkhole

Slide or Slip

j=4 Sodic Spot

MAP INFORMATION

The soil surveys that comprise your AOI were mapped at
1:20,000.

Warning: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargement of maps beyond the scale of mapping can cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of soil
line placement. The maps do not show the small areas of
contrasting soils that could have been shown at a more detailed
scale.

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for map
measurements.

Source of Map: Natural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:
Coordinate System: Web Mercator (EPSG:3857)

Maps from the Web Soil Survey are based on the Web Mercator
projection, which preserves direction and shape but distorts
distance and area. A projection that preserves area, such as the
Albers equal-area conic projection, should be used if more
accurate calculations of distance or area are required.

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certified data as
of the version date(s) listed below,

Soil Survey Area: Linn County Area, Oregon
Survey Area Data: Version 12, Sep 19, 2017

Soil map units are labeled (as space allows) for map scales
1:50,000 or larger.

Date(s) aerial images were photographed: Sep 29, 2015—Sep
13, 2016

The orthophoto or other base map on which the soil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a result, some minor
shifting of map unit boundaries may be evident.

Natural Resources

Web Soil Survey
Conservation Service

National Cooperative Soil Survey

7/14/2018
Page 2 of 3




Soil Map—Linn County Area, Oregon 40765 Larwood

Map Unit Legend

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Name Acres in AOI Percent of AOI
34C Dixonville silty clay loam, 3 to 0.1 0.1%
) 12 percent slopes

34E Dixonville silty clay loam, 12 to 2.9 22%
30 percent slopes '

35C Dixonville-Philomath-Hazelair 7.8 6.0%
complex, 3 to 12 percent
slopes

35E Dixonville-Philomath-Hazelair 17.3 13.2%
complex, 12 to 35 percent r
slopes

43B Hazelair silty clay loam, 2 to 7 4.4 3.4%
percent slopes

84E Ritner cobbly silty clay loam, 2 10.8 ¢ 8.3%
to 30 percent slopes ’

84G Ritner cobbly silty clay loam, 60.1 45.9%
30 to 60 percent slopes

104E Witzel very cobbly loam, 3 to 0.9 - 07%
30 percent slopes

104G Witzel very cobbly loam, 30 to 26.4 20.2%
70 percent slopes

Totals for Area of Interest ©130.8 100.0%

UsDA  Natural Resources Web Soil Survey 7/14/2018
o Page 3 of 3

Conservation Service National Cooperative Soil Survey




Soil Map—Linn County Area, Oregon
(40765 Larwood)
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© Map Scale: 1:6,980 if printed on A landscape (11" x 8.5") sheet. m
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Parcel ID: 0033361

Sentry Dynamics, Inc. and its customers male no represitations, warrantiesor
conditions, express or implied, asto the accuracy or completeness of
information contained in this report.
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Parcel ID: 0033361

Sentry Dynamics, Inc. and its customers make no representations, wamantiesor
conditions, express or implied, as to the accuracy or completeness of
information cantained in this report.
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

January 14, 2019

Lonnie Ashley
PO Box 36
Seneca, OR 97873

RE: BC18-0004: application for a Zoning Map Amendment (T10S, ROTW, Section 26, Iox Lot
400). .

Dear Mr. Ashley:

Your application was reviewed and deemed complete on January 14, 2019, pursuant fo the
criteria in LCC 921.040. The application is classified as a Type B review and will be decided in
accordance with the applicable procedures, time frames and decision criteria of the Linn
County Land Development Code (Code). A final action wil be made by the Board of
Commissioners (Board) consistent with the time limitations set forth in Linn County Code [LCC)
Section 921.140. The application will be reviewed and a decision will be made using the
applicable decision criteria for Zoning Map amendments identified in LCC Section 921.822.

Your application is scheduled to be presented to the Linn County Planning Commisson on
February 12, 2019 o 7:00 p.m. and before the Board on Februory 26, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. You will
be contacted if we need additional information from you. Failure fo submit requested
information deemed necessary for the fimely disposition of your permit application may result in

denial of your application.

Pursuant to LCC Section 921.060(D)(8), if you submit any evidence or testimony affer notice has
been given on an application deemed complete and the new evidence or tesimony
substantially changes the proposal, then the Board shall not consider such evidence and shall
not receive such new evidence into the record. If you desire that the new evidence be received
you must withdraw the application and submit a new application, including fees.

If you have any questions, please contact me at the Linn County Planning and Buiding

Department at (541) 967- 3816, ext. 2360 or oo as oo inm. o,

Sincerely,

Alyssa Boles
Senior Planner

C: Roger Ellioft
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Oregon law [ORS 215.416(5)] requires that local governmenis make copies of applicable
decision criteria available to any participant in a land use hearing. This applicationwill be
reviewed, and a decision made, using the decision criteria listed below.

BC18-0004; Lonnie Ashley

The applicable decision criteria are contained in LCC Sections $21.822 and Oregon
Administrative Rule (OAR) 660-006-0057.

921.822 - Decision criteria for Zoning Map amendments

(A)

(B)

When a Zoning Map or Land Development Code text amendment is
necessary due to a proposed Comprehensive Plan amendment, only
findings and conclusions responding to the Comprehensive Plan amendment
criteria for decision are necessary to amend the Zoning Map or Code fext
provisions.

Except as stated in subsection (A) and LCC 921.824, a Zoning Map
amendment from one zoning district to another may be granted if on the
basis of the application, investigation, testimony and evidence submitfed,
findings and conclusions show that all of the following conditions exist:

(1) The presence of development limitations including but not limited to
geologic hazards, natural hazards, water quality and quantity and sepfic
suitability, do not significantly adversely affect development permittedin the
proposed zoning district;

(2) The amendment will result in a development pattern having no signficant
adverse impact upon transportation facilities, police and fire protection,
storm drainage facilities or the provision of other regional public facilities;

(3) The amendment will result in a development pattern compatible with uses
on nearby lands and will have no significant adverse impact on the overall

land use pattern in the area;
(4) The amendment is consistent with the intent and purpose statementof the

proposed zoning district;
(5) The amendment is consistent with the existing Comprehensive Plan map

designation;
(6) The amendment will not have a significant adverse impact on a sensitive

fish or wildlife habitat; and
(7) The amendment, if within an adopted urban growth boundary, is
consistent with the Comprehensive Plan and implementing ordinancesof the

affected city.

OAR 660-006-0057 Rezoning Lond to an Agriculture/Forest Zone

Any rezoning or plan map amendment of lands from an acknowledged zone or
plan designation to an agriculture/forest zone requires a demonstration that each
area being rezoned or replanned contains such a mixture of agriculture and forest

uses that neither Goal 3 nor 4 can be applied alone.

Extb e
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From: - May, Brittany

Sent: : oo Wednesday, January 23, 2019 11:37 AM

To: Boles, Alyssa

Subject: : RE: Notice of Land Use BC18-0004; ASHLEY, Lonnie

i

The ﬁroposéd zone change will have no EH impact. No EH review will be required.

Brittany K- May, REHS

: Linn County Environmental Health Program.
PO Box 100 :

315 SW 4th Ave, 2nd Floor

Albany, OR 97321

Phone: (541) 967-3821 x2260

Fax: (541) 924-6904

brmay(@co.linn.or.us

https://w'(wiiv.Iirfncountvhealth.or;z/eh - *Sepiic Records are available onlinel*

A J— TR SO ——

From: Oxford, Breeanna

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2019 9:30 AM

To: May, Brittany <bmay@co.linn.or.us>; Bonn, Christopher <cbonn@co.linn.or.us>; Barnett, Steve
<sbarnett@co.linn.or.us>; Guilford, Kevin (SO)-Test SharePoint <kguilford@linnsheriff.org>; Taylor, Stephanie
<staylor@co.linn.or.us>; FIRELIFESAFETY OSFM <osfm.flss@state.or.us>; Alex Paul <Alex.Paul@lee.net>; KELLEY Elise X
<elise.x.kelley@state.or.us>; WOLFER Brian H <brian.h.wolfer@state.or.us>

Subject: Notice of Land Use BC18-0004; ASHLEY, Lonnie

Notice of Land Use BC18-0004; ASHLEY, Lonnie

Breeanna A. Oxford

Office Specialist II ,

Linn County Planning and Building
300 SW 4th St. Rm 114
PO Box 100

o Albany, OR 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 ext 2634

Fax 541-926-2060

boxford@co.linn.or.us




NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Febsuary 12, 2019 at 7:00 p.n. in the Old Armory Building on the
corper of 4th Avenue and Lyon Sireet, Albany Oregon a public hearing will be held beforethe Linn
County Flanning Comimission (Commission); and on Febiuary 26, 2019 af 198:80 a.m. in Room 200 of
the Linn Couniy Courthouse in Albany Oregon o public hearing will be held before the Linn County

LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

Roberi Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn Couniy Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060

www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING

Board of Commissioners (Board). These hearings are to afford inferested pariies an opporuniiy fo
Any commenis you wish o provide will be appreciaied;

be heard on the following maiter.

however, Oregon law requires ihai fesfimony and evidence must be direcied foward the decision
criteria. You may present your fesiimony at the public hearing or provide wiitten comments to this
Department before the public hearing dates. The Commission will make a recommendaiion on this
application o the Board. The Board will make a decision after close of the Board hearing.

+ BC18-0004; an application by Lonnie Ashley for o Zoning map amendment on an 8298-cicre
property identified as Tax Lot 400 on map TI0S, RTW, Section 26. The applicant proposes 1o

- amend the Zoning map designation from Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) io Farm/Forest (FfF).

The

property is located af 40765 Larwood Drive, approximately 1.32 miles east of the intesection
- of Larwood Drive and Richardson Gap Road, and appioximaiely 3.79 miles southeast of the
city of Scio. The applicable decision criteria are contained in LCC 921.822. The application is

available for review in the Planning and Building Depariment Office, Room 114, Linn County

* Couithouse; copies will be made for a reasonable cosi.

COMMERTS:

No Comment.

2%

gy _.Capiain Kevin Guilford AGENCY (IF AlY}__ LCSO DaTE 01/23/19
*  STAFF CONTACT PERSOR: Alyssa Boles; (541) 967-3816, ext. 2360 or ;i ias@acm it
i Linn County Siaie of Oregon - Other
\ X EHP X% | Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
Parks Bldg Ofiicial : DOGAMI % | ODSF Landowners
X _|_Assessor X | Roads % + DSL X | DLCD Ciiy Of:
x| GIS Survevor » | Water Parks Oiher:
) Flood Official X | ODFW X | Siaie Fire Marshal RFD:

NOTICE TO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR, OR SELLER: ORS 215 requires thai if you receive this

nofice, it must be prompily forwarded io the purchaser.
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

Robert Wheeldon, Director

RrRoom 114, Linn Countfy Courfhiouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-9256-2060
www.Co.finn.or.us FUOPY A B saa

NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING

NOTCE S HEREBY GIVEN thai on Febryary 12, 2019 of 7:00 p.n. in the Old Armory Building on the
corner of 4ih Avenue and Lyon Sireet, Albany Oregon a pubiic hecanng will be held before the Linn
County Planning Coemmission (Commission); and o riF&Sm&" AY 9 ct 10:00 a.m. in Room 200 of
the Linn County Courthouse in Albany Oregon a public hearing will be held before the Linn Coursty
Board of Commissioners (Board). These hearings are o afford inieresied parties an opportunity to
be heard on the following matter. Any commenis you wish fo provide will be apprecioied;
however, Oregon law requires thai tesfimony and evidence musi be directed foward the decision
criferia. You may present your testimony at ihe public hearing or provide writien comments fo this
Department before the public hearing dates. The Comimission will make a recommendaiion on $his
application ic the Board. The Board will make a decision afier close of ihe Board hearing.

BC18-0084; an agpplication by Lonnie Ashiey for a Zoning map amendment on an 82.98-acre
property ideniified as Tax Lot 400 on map TI0S, R1W, Seciion 26. The applicant proposes o
amend the Zoning map designation from Exclusive Farm Use {EFU) to Farm/Forest (F/F). The
propeny is locaied of 40765 Laiwaood Drive, approximaizly 1.32 miles east of the inierection
of Larwood DBrive and Richardson Gap Road, and approximaiely 3.7¢ miles southeast of the
city of Scio. The applicable decision criteria are coniained in LCC $21.822. The application is
available for review in the Planning and Building Deparimeni Office, Room 114, Linn County
Courihouse; copies will be made for a reasonable cost.

COMMENTS: __ | N i e di .

BY 1k Ul AGENCY OF ANY) Lol DATE

STAFF CONTACT PERSON: Alyssa Boles; {541) 957-3816, ext. 2360 or gisoles@co linn.or.us

Linn Couniy Sigie of Oregon Other
% | EHP x | Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
Farls 8ldg Official CDCGANM x | ODSF X il Landowners
X | ASSEssor 3 | Roadls % Ji DSL % | DLCD Ciiy Of:
x| GIS Survever % | Waisr Parks Other:
Flood Official x v ODFW % | Sicie Fire PMarshal : RFD:

NOHCE TO MORTGAGEE, LENHOLDER, VENDOE, OR SELLER: ORS 215 reguires thai if you receive this

noiice, # must be prompily forwarded to the purchaser.




Wetland Land Use Notice Response

unzcnu DEPAerEw ofF

s'rAT L Nps

Siaff Tontact Jurisdiction Type
Aivsss Boles Couiity

Z013-00C4 Linn

% o ind =t AT 102 o g T ol el
Towsnishi Hange Fagtion 243 sestion fax Lovs}
g 7

¥ There are/may be wetlands, waierways or other water featurss cn ihe property that are sukject (o the State
Removal-Fill Law based upon a review of weiland maps, the county scil survey and other available infcrimation.

¥ The National “Wetlands inventcry shows wetland, waterway or other "vater features on the property

,

¥ The county soil survey shows hydric (wet) soils on the progeriy. iHycric soils indicate that there may he vaailands.

7 Asiate parmit 4l not ba required for the proposad projeci because, basad £ {he submitiad site plan, the project
avoids imzacis to jurisdictional vwatlends, waterways, cr other vatsrs. -

Exhibit #mm,-
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LINN LIQUNTY PLANNING AND BUI-DING DEPARTMENT
_'Roben‘ Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816, Fax 541-926-2060

CERTIFICATION OF MAILING

[, Breeanna Oxford, of the Linn County Planning and Building Department, certify
that the attached notice concerning maiters to be heard by the Planning
Commission on the 12 of February 2019 and heard by the Linn County Board of
Commissioners on the 26t of February 2019 was mailed to the agencies on the

IS”’Edov of September 2018.

D_ATED this 22nd day of January 2019.

BC18-0004; ASHLEY, Lonnie
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on February 12, 2019 ot 7:00 p.m. in the Old Armory Building on the
corner of 4th Avenue and Lyon Street, Albany Oregon a public hearing will be held before the Linn
County Planning Commission (Commission); and on February 26, 2019 at 10:00 o.m. in Room 200 of
the Linn County Courthouse in Albany Oregon a public hearing will be held before the Linn County
Board of Commissioners (Board). These hearings are to afford inferested parties an opportunity to
be heard on the following matter. Any comments you wish fo provide will be appreciated;
however, Oregon law requires that testimony and evidence must be directed toward the decision
criteria. You may present your testimony at the public hearing or provide written comments to this
Department before the public hearing dates. The Commission will make a recommendation on this
application to the Board. The Board will make a decision after close of the Board hearing.

BC18-0004; an application by Lonnie Ashley for a Zoning map amendment on an 82.98-acre
property identified as Tax Lot 400 on map T10S, R1W, Section 26. The applicant proposes to
amend the Zoning map designation from Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) to Farm/Forest (f/F). The
property is located at 40765 Larwood Drive, approximately 1.32 miles east of the intersection
of Larwood Drive and Richardson Gap Road, and approximately 3.79 miles southeast of the
city of Scio. The applicable decision criteria are contained in LCC 921.822. The application is
available for review in the Planning and Building Department Office, Room 114, Linn County
Courthouse; copies will be made for a reasonable cost.

COMMENTS:

BY AGENCY (IF ANY) DATE

STAFF CONTACT PERSON: Alyssa Boles; (541) 967-3816, ext. 2360 or gizoles@colinn.on

Linn County State of Oregon Other
X | EHP X | Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
Parks Bldg Official DOGAMI X | ODSF x | Landowners
X | Assessor X | Roads x | DSL X | DLCD City Of:
X | GIS Surveyor X | Water Parks Other:
Flood Official x | ODFW X | State Fire Marshal RFD:

NOTICE TO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR, OR SELLER: ORS 215 requires that if you receive this
notice, it must be promptly forwarded to the purchaser.
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I.

This application will be reviewed and a decision will be made using the applicable decison
criteria for Zoning Map amendments identified in Linn County Code (LCC) 921.822. Copies of LCC
921. LCC are attached to this notice.

921.822 Decision criteria for Zoning Map amendments

(B) Except as stated in subsection (A) and LCC 921.824, a Zoning Map amendmentfrom one

zoning district to another may be granted if on the basis of the application, investigation,

testimony and evidence submitted, findings and conclusions show that all of the folowing

conditions exist:

(1) The presence of development limitations including but not limited to geologic hazards,
natural hazards, water quality and quantity and septic suitability, do not significantly
adversely affect development permitted in the proposed zoning district;

(2) The amendment will result in a development pattern having no significant adverse
impact upon fransportation facilities, police and fire protection, storm drainage facilities
or the provision of other regional public facilities:

(3) The amendment will result in a development pattern compatible with uses on nearby
lands and will have no significant adverse impact on the overall land use pattem in the

ared;.

(4) The amendment is consistent with the intent and purpose statement of the proposed
zoning district;

(5) The amendment is consistent with the existing Comprehensive Plan map designation;

(6) The amendment will not have a significant adverse impact on a sensitive fish or wildlife
habitat; and

(7) The amendment, if within an adopted urban growth boundary, is consistent with the
Comprehensive Plan and implementing ordinances of the affected city.

All festimony and evidence must be directed toward the criteria described above or other criteria
in the plan or land use regulations that you believe apply to the decision. Failure to raise an issue
before the close of the record during the comment period or final evidentiary hearing, by letter or
in person, or failure to provide statements or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker(s)
and the parties an adequate opportunity to respond to each issue raised precludes an appeal

based on that issue.

Please note the deadline stated in the accompanying notice for submitting your written
comments.

If a public hearing is scheduled before either the Planning Commission or the Board of County
Commissioners, written and/or oral comments may be submitted either before or during that
hearing. Please note the time and date of the hearing in the accompanying notice.

A map(s) depicting the parcel under review and surrounding lands is attached to the notice.

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the
applicant and the applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost in the Linn County
Planning and Building Department office. Copies will be provided at reasonable cost. For
applications scheduled for public hearing, a staff report will be available for inspection at the

BC18-0004; Lonnie Ashley
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10.

1.

Department at least seven days prior to the hearing. A copy of the staff report will be povided at
reasonable cost.

If additional documents or evidence are provided by any party, the local government may allow
a continuance or leave the record open to allow the parties a reasonable opportunity torespond.
Any continuance or extension of the record requested by the applicant shall result in a
corresponding extension of the 120-day time limitations of ORS 215.428.

Prior to the conclusion of the inifial evidentiary hearing, any particioant may request an
opportunity to present additional evidence or testimony regarding the application. Thedecision
maker shall grant the request by either (a) continuing the public hearing or (b) leaving the record
open for additional written evidence or testimony. If the decision maker grants a continvance,
the hearing shall be continued to a date, time and place certain at least seven days from the

initial hearing.

" (a) At the continued hearing, persons may present and rebut new evidence and testmony. If

new written evidence is submitted, any person may request, prior to the close of the
continued hearing, the record be left open for at least seven more days to submitadditional
written evidence or testimony to respond to the new written evidence.

(b) Ifthe recordis left open, it shall remain open for at least seven days.. During the peiod the
record was left open, any participant may file a written request with the local govenment
for an opportunity to respond to new evidence submitted. If the record has beendlosed
and such a request has been timely filed, the record shall be reopened. Unless waved by
the applicant, the applicant shall have at least seven days after the record is closed to all
other parties to submit final written arguments in support of the application. The applicant's
final submittal shall be considered part of the record, but shall not include any new
evidence. If the record is reopened to admit new evidence or testimony, any peron may
raise new issues that relate to the new evidence, testimony or decision criteria for e
application. Except when requested or agreed to by the applicant, the extensionshall be
subject to the 120-day limitations of ORS 215.428.

Appeals from Departmental decisions result in a hearing before the Planning Commission; appedls
from Commission decisions result in a new hearing before the Board of County Commissioners.

Testimony or evidence previously submitted to the Commission must be resubmitted by the parties
to the Board for the new hearing.

If this case is scheduled for a public hearing, the hearing will begin with a declaration ofany ex
parte contacts (contacts which occurred outside of the public hearing) or any conflict of interest
by the decision makers. This will be followed by the staff report from the planning depariment.
Then the applicant (or appellant if case is an appeal) will testify, followed by testimony by other
people in support of the application. After the people who are in favor of the application are
finished, testimony from opponents will begin. This will be followed by testimony from people who
neither favor nor oppose the application. The applicant will then be given the opportunity for
rebuttal. The decision-makers are free to ask questions of any person who has testified orof staff at

any point during the hearing.

If the hearing is continued or the record is left open, the chairperson will announce the date, time,
and place for resumption of the hearing and/or what limitations exist on further testimony or
submittal of written materials. If a site visit is warranted, the chairperson will announce the fime
and date of such a visit. If the hearing and record are closed, the decision-makers will begin
deliberations and/or will announce the time, date and place when the decision will be made.

BC18-0004; Lonnie Ashley
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Statie of Oregon
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN thal on February 12. 2019 al 7.06pm. in the Cld

ss )
£l Armory Building on he comer of 4lh Avenue and Lyon Slreel. Abany Oregon a
County of Linn public haaring will be held before the Linn County Plannisg Comnission
{Commission); and on February 26, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 200 Of the Linn

County Courthouse i Albany Oregon a public hearing will be reld belors the
Linn County Board of Commissioners (Board). These hearings are Lo aiford
interesled parlies an opportunity (¢ be heard on lhe [ollowing matier. Any
comments you wish lo provide will be appreciated: however. Oregon law
LINN COUNTY PLANNING requires that testimony anc evidence must be direcled toward he decision
criteria. You may present your lestimony at tie public heanng or povide wniten
comments to this Deparlmenl before the public hearing dales. The Comrrassion
will make a recommendation on this applicaton to the Board. The Board will
make a decision after close of the Board hearing. These meelinglocations are
PO BOX 100 accessible to persons with disabilities.
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at 40765 Larwood Drive, approximalely 1.32 miles eas! of lhe lerseclion of
Larwood Dnve and Richardson Gap Road. and approxmalely 3.79 miles
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Ad Proof NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on February 12, 2019 at 7:00 p.m. in the Old
Armary Building on ths corner of 4th Avenue and Lyon Strest, Albany QOregon a
public hearing will be held before the Linn County Planning Commission
(Commission); and on February 26, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 200 of the Linn
County Courthouse in Albany Oregon a public hearing vill be heid before the
Linn County Board of Commissioners (Board). These hearings are 1o afford
interested parties an opportunity to be heard on the following matter. Any
comments you wish lo- provide will be appreciated; howaver. Oregon law
requires that testimony and evidence must be directed toward the decision
criteria. You may present your lestimony at the public hearing or provide written
comments lo this Depariment before the public hearing dates. The Commission
will make a recommandaticn on this application to the Beard. The Board will
make a decision aiter close of the Board hearing. These mzeting localions are
accessible to persons vith disaoilities.

BC18-0004; an applicalion by Lonnie Ashley for a Zoning map amendment
on an 82.98-acre properly idenlified as Tax Lot 400 on map T10S, R1W,
Seclion 28. The applicant proposes to amend ths Zoning map designation
from Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) to Farm/Forest (F/F). The property is located
at 40765 Lar..ood Drive, approximately 1.32 miles east of the inlersaclion oi
Larwood Drive and Richardson Gap Road, and approximately 3.79 miles
southeast oi lie city of Scio.
The applicatie dacisicn criteria are contained in LCC 921.822. For more
information, contacl Alyssa Boles at 541-967-3816 ext. 2360. Tha proposed
amendment is ava'able for viewing in the Planning and Building Deparlment
Oifice. Room 114. Linn County Courthouse during normat oilice hours. Copies
are available ‘or 2 reasonsab!z cost.

DATED this 17th day of January 2019
LINN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIOMERS
#104395 PUBLISH: Jaruary 22, 2019
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Robert Wheeldon, Director
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Legal Notice

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on February 12, 2019 at 7:00 p.m. in the Old Armory Buiding on
the comer of 4th Avenue and Lyon Sireet, Albany Oregon a public hearing wil be held
before the Linn County Planning Commission (Commission); and on February 26, 2019 o
10:00 a.m. in Room 200 of the Linn County Courthouse in Albany Oregon a public hearing
will be held before the Linn County Board of Commissioners (Board). These hearings are to
afford interested parties an opportunity to be heard on the following matter.  Any
comments you wish to provide will be appreciated; however, Oregon law requres that
testimony and -evidence must be directed toward the -decision criteria. You may present
your festimony at the public hearing or provide written comments to this Department before
the public hearing dates. The Commission will make a recommendation on this application
fo the Board. The Board will make a decision after close of the Board hearing. These
meeting locations are accessible to persons with disabilities.

BC18-0004; an application by Lonnie Ashley for a Zoning map amendment onan 82.98-
acre property identified as Tax Lot 400 on map T10S, R1W, Section 26. The applicant
proposes to amend the Zoning map designation from Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) to
Farm/Forest (F/F). The property is located at 40765 Larwood Drive, approximately 1.32
miles east of the intersection of Larwood Drive and Richardson Gap Road, and

approximately 3.79 miles southeast of the city of Scio.
The applicable decision criteria are contained in LCC 921.822. For more information,
confact Alyssa Boles at 541-967-3816 ext. 2360. The proposed amendment is avalable for

viewing in the Planning and Building Department Office, Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
during normal office hours. Copies are available for a reasonable cost.

DATED this 17th day of January 2019

LINN COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

PUBLISH: January 22, 2019




TO:

FROM:

RE:

STAFF REPORT

February 12, 2019 -

Linn County Board of Commissioners
Linn County Planning and Building Department

PD18-0283: An appeal by Frank Walker, on behalf of the Mount Pleasant
Community Church, of the Linn County Historic Resource Commission (HRC)
decision op'proving a Historic Resource Alteration Review and a Non-Conforming
Use Review to site a modular building to be used for classrooms and sanitary
facilifies for the church. The applicant is appealing the HRC permit condition
prohibiting the addition of a covered breezeway. The propertyis located at 41935
Ridge Drive, at the intersection of Ridge Drive and Kingston-Jordan Drive, and
approximately.5.27 miles southeast of Stayton (T09S, ROTW, Section 36, Tax Lot 300)
and is zoned Exclusive Farm Use (EFU). The applicable decision criteria.and
standards are contdined in LCC Sections 936.150(C), 932.935(A), 932.940(A), and
934.430(B). ; L.
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L INTRODUCTION

The matter before the Board of County Commissioners for Linn County (Board) is an
appeal of a decision of the Linn County Historic Resource Commission (HRC). The HRC
conducted a public hearing on November 15, 2018, and voted unanimously to
approve the Mt. Pleasant Community Church application for the Alteration of a
Historic Resource. The approved alteration is to construct an accessory building on
the historic church property to expand the church use of the property. The HRC
decision includes a permit condition that a covered breezeway leading to the
accessory building is not permitted. The applicant subsequently filed an appeal of the
condition prohibiting the construction of a covered breezeway on the property. This
matter is before the Board on appeal. The hearing will be conducted as a de novo
hearing.

A. APPLICATION SUMMARY

Frank Walker and Associates (Applicant) submitted an application for the
Alteration of a Historic Resource on behalf of Mt. Pleasant Community Church.
The applicant’s information to address the decision criteria and standards is
included within the application and is attached as Exhibit A.

The application proposes to place a modular building on the subject property,
which is listed in the Linn County Register of Historic Resources (HR-5-84/85) and
the National Register of Historic Places (January 24, 1974). The applicant
proposes to place the modular building 15 feet from the existing church in order
to provide classrooms and sanitary facilities for the church.

The Historic Resource Commission (HRC) conducted a public hearing on this
matter on November 15, 2018. The HRC adopted a motion to approve the
permit to alter the historic resource by the construction of the proposed
accessory building. The HRC decision includes a condition that a covered
breezeway is not permitted on the property, finding that it would negatively
impact and alter the unique features of the Historic Resource which support the
listing of the Mount Pleasant Presbyterian Church in the Linn County Register of
Historic Resources, and in the National Register of Historic Places.

The Notice of Decision and the HRC permit for the Alteration of the Historic
Resource, including the decision findings and permit conditions, were issued on
November 29, 2018. A copy of the HRC decision, including findings and
conditions, is attached to this report as Exhibit E. Concurrent with the HRC permit
approval, the Director issued a permit for the alteration of a nonconforming use
(church) on the property. A copy of the Director decision and the permit for the
Alteration of a Nonconforming Use, including findings and conditions, is attached
as Exhibit D.

Frank Walker and Associates submitted a letter of appeal along with the required
appeal fee on December 13, 2018. The letter of appeal is attached as Exhibit B.
The Department accepted the appeal letter and deemed it complete on
January 9, 2019.
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The applicant’s appeal of the HRC decision to prohibit the construction of a
covered breezeway on the historic property is based on Applicant’s assertions of
the following omissions or errors:

“The proposed walkway will only consist of some posts that will support a
nearly flat and visually subordinate covering. The entire structure as shown in
Exhibits 1 and 2 attached is only 30 feet long, by 5 feet wide and 7.5 feet tall.
The sfructure will not actually touch the church structure but will be partially
attached fo the proposed modular by and awning.

The proposed walkway will be open on both the east and west. The width of
the overhead weather protection structure is five feet. The posts and the roof
will match the church and modular in color. | want to establish for the record
that the modular is a proposed adjunct structure but is nevertheless central to
the safety and comfort of the congregants who support that church. The
church is without a central heating system or a restroom but the congregants
are willing to have heaters on during worship but they are no longer willing or
able to endure having to go out during periods of inclement weather at this
exposed prairie location to battle wind and rain to reach a portable
restroom. The proposed obscure covered walkway which will have an all-
weather walking surface allows for safe access to sanitation. It is also a
shorter walking distance to use a restroom than currently exists.

My client agrees that the historical nature of the church is important and is a
draw to congregants, but if the church is to fulfill its main function as a place
of worship, access to safe and modern sanitation facilities is imperative
including some mitigation to inclement weather."

B.  HISTORIC RESOURCES COMMISSION RECOMMENDATION

The Historic Resource Commission (HRC) conducted a public hearing on this
matter at 7:00 p.m., November 15, 2018. After considering the written and oral
testimony presented at the HRC hearing, the HRC voted 3-0 to approve the
request to alter the historic resource, with modifications and conditions. Voting in
favor of the motion were Commissioners Cole, Robertson, and Harrison. Chair
Harper abstained from voting.

C. ZIONING AND DEVELOPMENT BACKGROUND

The subject property has been zoned Exclusive Farm Use since June 16, 1971.
Department records show that the church has been on the property since 1854.
In 1985, the property was added to the Linn County Register of Historic Resources
(HR-5-84/85). The church is identified in the Historic Register as the Mount
Pleasant Presbyterian Church, reflecting the name of the church at that time.
The church is now known as the Mount Pleasant Community Church, referred to
herein as “"Church”. No other previous land use actions have been reviewed on

this property.

m
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D. EXISTING AND PROPOSED CONDITIONS

CONDITION EXISTING PROPOSED

Plan Designation Agricultural-Resource Same

Zone Designation Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) Same

Site Location T09S, ROTW, Section 36, Tax Lot 300 | Same

Access Ridge Drive Same

Land Use Existing church and septic system Addition of modular building,
septic system, and breezeway

Il. PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PROPERTY
A. SOILTYPES
The following is based upon information in the National Resources Conservation

Service (NRCS), formerly the Soil Conservation Service (SCS), publication Soil
Survey of Linn County Areqa, Oregon, July, 1987:

Soil Type HVFL type SCS type % of parcel | #ofacres | Cu ft/ac/yr
51C - Jory Silty Clay Loam, 1 lie 100% 0.89 164
2 to 12 Percent Slope
TOTAL 100% 0.89 145.96

B. TOPOGRAPHY -There are no natural features on the subject property. The
property is mostly flat and developed with a church building.

C. NATURAL FEATURES AND IMPROVEMENTS — There is a structure and septic system
on the property.

D. NATURAL AND/OR GEOLOGIC HAZARDS - The property is not within a designated
base flood area and there is no mass movement topography identified on the
property in the Environmental Geology of Western Linn County, Oregon. The
subject property is not located within the 100-year floodplain.

lll. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

A.  WILDLIFE HABITAT - The property is not located within an identified big game
habitat area. The property is not located next to any sensitive fish habitat.

B. WETLANDS - The property does not contain any inventoried wetlands.

IV. AVAILABILITY OF PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES
A. FIRE - Fire protection is provided by the Stayton Rural Fire Protection District.
B. POLICE - The Linn County Sheriff's Department provides police protection.

C. SCHOOL - The property lies within the North Santiam School District, the
Willamette Regional ESD and the Linn Benton Community College District.

m
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D.  OTHER DISTRICTS - This property is within the 4H Extension District.

E. SEWAGE DISPOSAL - There is an existing sewage disposal system on the subject
property. The Linn County Environmental Health Program (EHP) has not reviewed
a separate site on the property for a sewage disposal system. EHP comments are
attached in Exhibit E.

F.  WATER SUPPLY - The applicant has not indicated that there is a well on the
property. No information has been provided regarding the quality of the water
on the property.

G. ACCESS - The property has approximately 166 feet of frontage on Ridge Drive, to
the intersection with Kingston-Jordan Drive.

V. DECISION CRITERIA AND ANALYSIS

Linn County Code (LCC) 932.940 (A) and LCC 934.430(B) contain the decision criteria
and standards applicable to an application for the Alteration of a Historic Resource.
LCC 936.150(C) contains the decision criteria applicable to an application for the
Alteration of a Nonconforming Use. The decision criteria and standards are attached
as Exhibit C.

LCC 932.940(A) Historic Resource Alteration Decision Criteria:

LCC 932.940(A)(1): The standards in LCC 932.945 ; and

FACTS: This criterion requires that the standards set forth in LCC 934.430 shall apply
to the alteration of a historic resource

STAFF ANALYSIS: The standards in LCC 934.430 are discussed in further detail later
in this staff report and are incorporated herein by reference.

LCC 932.940(A)(2): Applicable state and local codes and ordinances related to
building, fire and life safety. N

FACTS: No comments were received from the Linn County Building Official or the
Stayton Rural Fire Department expressing concerns regarding the proposed
alteration. No comments were received from surrounding property owners
expressing concern about any issues relating to building, fire, and life safety.

STAFF ANALYSIS: All construction associated with the proposed alteration must
comply with the applicable regulations and construction standards in the
Oregon Structural Specialty Code. Compliance with building code requirements
includes determining that the construction meets established health and safety
standards. If the Board approves the applications, the permit can include a
requirement that the property owner obtain all applicable development permits
for the construction of the modular building, and also, if approved, the
breezeway, and that the development pass all applicable inspections. The
applicant must address how the proposed alteration will comply with this
criterion.

m
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LCC 934.430(B) Historic property alteration review standards

LCC 934.430(B)(1) The distinguishing original qualities or characteristics of a building
property or site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration
of any historic material or distinctive architectural features should be avoided when
possible.

FACTS: The applicant proposes construction of a modular building to provide for
classrooms and sanitary facilities in conjunction with the historic church on the

property.

The HRC determined that the placement and proposed location of a modular
building for use as sanitary facilities and general purpose space in conjunction
with the historic church would not impact the distinguishing original qualities and
characteristics of the historic resource site or the church.

The HRC determined that construction of a breezeway between the two
structures would alter the distinguishing original qualities and characteristics of
the historic resource site by creating a visual barrier that substantially alters the
visual characteristics of the site and the Church. The HRC determined that the
addition of the breezeway would negatively impact a significant characteristic
that contributed to the Historic Register listing.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The application states that no alterations to the Church will
occur structurally or non-structurally. The applicant is requesting that the Board
approve the construction of a breezeway from the church to the modular
building. The applicant proposes construction of a modular building to provide
for classrooms and sanitary facilities for church use. The applicant stated on
page 4 of the application that: “A covered walkway will be on the facade (of
the modular building) and will extend to the single use church building”.
However, the original application site plan did not depict a breezeway between
the two structures, nor did the application or the applicant provide any analysis
or response to decision criteria to support the addition of a breezeway. To the
contrary, the application repeatedly indicates that there will be no alteration to
the church structure (application page 3, questions 11 and 14). In response to
question 19 on page 5 of the application, which asks the applicant to *describe
what alteration (to the Historic Resource/Nonconforming Use) is proposed”, the
application states:

1. Addition of a modular unit to the site for multiple purposes.
2. (Connecting) the modular to an existing approved septic system.
3. Absolutely no alteration to the church.

The addition of a breezeway on the historic resource site was not adequately
indicated in the original application or on the site plan that was provided to the
HRC and to interested parties. The application did not include statements to
support a finding of compliance with the applicable decision criteria for the
alteration of a Historic Resource by constructing a breezeway on the site. The
applicant must provide to the Board the necessary site plans and analysis to
show that the proposed breezeway will not be detrimental to the historic
characteristics of the site.
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LCC 934.430(B)(2) All buildings, properties and sites shall be recognized as products of
their own time. Alterations that have no historical basis or that seek to create a
different style shall be discouraged.

FACTS: The applicant proposes to place a modular building to provide for
sanitary facilities and classrooms in association with the Church. The applicant
also proposes to construct a breezeway between the modular building and the
Church.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The HRC approved the siting of the modular building, but
imposed a condition that the modular building be made as reasonably
compatible with the historic resource as possible. The applicant states that they
plan to match the Church by using horizontal siding, the same siding color, similar
front steps, and a fagade with a non-structural peak similar to that of the church.
The applicant states that the breezeway would consist of posts that will support a
nearly flat and visually subordinate covering. Because the modular building is to
be located 30 feet from the church, the proposed breezeway is 30 feet long, by
5 feet wide, by 7.5 feet tall. The posts and the roof would match the Church and
modular building in color.

LCC 934.430(B)(3) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are
evidence of the history and development of a building, property or site and its
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own right and
this significance shall be recognized and respected.

STAFF ANALYSIS: Department records do not identify any previous permits issued
to the property for any structural improvements. The application did not note
any significant changes to the property over the course of time. Based on
images presented at the HRC hearing, the HRC did not find that there have been
any significant changes to the Church. During the HRC hearing, the applicant
noted that all of the siding had been replaced in the summer of 2018. The
applicant states that there have been no significant changes except for the
electrical line that enters the front of the church right above the door.

LCC 934.430(B)(4): Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship
which characterize a building, property or site shall be treated with sensitivity.

FACTS: The Church is listed on the National Register of Historic Places due to
being one of the last examples of a one room, box construction church.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The applicant states that they plan to match the Church by
using horizontal siding, the same color, similar front steps, and a fagcade with a
non-structural peak similar to that of the Church. The applicant states that the
proposed breezeway will be 30 feet, by 5 feet, by 7.5 feet and that the posts will
match the Church and modular in color. The breezeway will consist of some
posts that will support a nearly flat and visually subordinate covering. The appeal
letter indicates the breezeway would not be attached to the Church.

B e S S S LA e e s e e s e e e e e e i s s S e 2
PD18-0283; Frank Walker and Associates
Page 7 of 12



The HRC determined that the construction of a covered breezeway between the
Church and the modular building would negatively impact the features on which
the Historic Register listing of the Church is based. The applicant states that “both
the church and the proposed separate building will emphasize a sensitivity that
will be mutually beneficial to both structures.

LCC 934.430(B)(5): Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than
replaced, whenever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material
should match the material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and
other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be
based on accurate duplications of features, substantiated by historic, physical or
pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural designs or the availability of different
architectural elements from other buildings or properties.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The applicant is not proposing to repair or replace missing
architectural features, or to make any alterations to the existing church structure.
Staff believes the application complies with this standard.

LCC 934.430(B)(6): Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve
archaeological resources affected by or adjacent to any project.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The applicant shall be required to contact the SHPO and the
Grand Ronde fribe to determine if there are any archaeological sites or objects
likely to be present in the project area. The applicant shall be required to comply
with all pertinent requirements described in OAR 734-051-0090 (Archaeological
Permits) in the event that a permit is required.

LCC 934.430(B)(7): Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing
properties shall not be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not
destroy significant historical, architectural or cultural material and such design is
compatible with the size, scale, color, material and characteristics of the property,
neighborhood or environment.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The application states that Applicant plans to match the
Church by using horizontal siding, the same color, similar front steps, and a
fagcade with a non-structural peak similar to that of the Church. Applicant states
that the breezeway will consist of posts that will support a nearly flat and visually
subordinate covering. The posts and the roof will match the church and modular
in color.

The HRC determined that the modular building is able to be made reasonably
compatible with the characteristics of the property. The applicant did not
provide any renderings or drawings of the proposed breezeway. The HRC
determined that the construction of the breezeway would alter the stylistic
features of the Church and create a visual barrier that would substantially alter
the integrity and visual characteristics of the Church. The HRC found that the
covered breezeway would negatively impact a significant characteristic on
which the Historic Register listing is based.

“
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Applicant states that:

“The proposed structure...will appear similar to the church by having the
following features: horizontal plank siding, white paint color to match exactly
that of the church, similar front steps, a facade that has a non-structural peak
roof similar to that of the church, an approximate similar setback (possibly
inset a small distance to give the building visual subordination) and natural
landscaping to match that of the church. The new building will be of wood
consfruction with a metal roof similar to that of the church”.

LCC 934.430(B)(8): Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to properties shall
be done in such a manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in
the future, the essential form and integrity of the property would be unimpaired.

FACTS: Applicant proposes to place a modular building on the property to
provide classroom and sanitary facilities for the existing Church. In the
applicant’s appeal of the HRC decision, the applicant states that the breezeway
will not be attached to the Church, but shall be attached to the modular
building by an awning.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The applicant states that Applicant plans to match the Church
by using horizontal siding, the same color, similar front steps, and a facade with a
non-structural peak similar to that of the Church. Applicant states that the
breezeway will consist of posts that will support a nearly flat and visually
subordinate covering. The posts and the roof will match the church and modular
in color. Applicant states that this criterion will be met as: “The structure is likely
going to be a manufactured structure, which means it could be removed from
the site in the future. The essential form and integrity of the property would be
the same with or without the new structure.”

LCC 936.150(C) Decision criteria for voluntary alteration or restoration of a non-

conforming use, not required by law.

LCC 936.150(C)(1): The alteration does not change the basic use even though the
operational characteristics may change. For example, one type of repair shop may
be replaced with a different type of repair shop;

FACTS: The primary use of the property is for a church. The church is listed in the
Linn County Register of Historic Resources. The church use of the property is a
nonconforming use. The applicant proposes to add a modular building to
provide classrooms and sanitary facilities for the church. The applicant also
proposes to construct a breezeway to provide for a covered walkway between
the modular building and the church.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The application states that the church will continue to be the
primary use of the land. It also states that the addition of the accessory building
is to support the use of the property as a church. The applicant states that there
will be no change in the operating characteristics of the church, other than
providing for classrooms and sanitary facilities.
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The subject property, including the existing church building, is a protected Goal 5
Historic Resource. The use of the property as a church is classified as a
nonconforming use. Any alteration of the use of the property requires a permit
for the Alteration of a Historic Resource, issued by the Historic Resource
Commission (HRC), as well as a permit for the alteration of a non-conforming use
issued by the Planning and Building Director.

LCC 936.150(C)(2) The proposed alteration does not result in any greater adverse
impact to the neighborhood; and

FACTS: The property is served by the Linn County Sherriff's Department and the
Stayton Rural Fire District. The property has frontage on Ridge Drive.

The Linn County Road Department was notified of the proposed alteration and
did not submit comments as of the date this staff report was prepared. The Linn
County Sherriff's Department was notified of the proposed alterations and did
not identify any greater impacts to the area as a result of the alterations.

STAFF ANALYSIS: Applicant stated at the HRC hearing that people have been
unwilling to join the church due to lack of sanitation facilities.

Notice was sent to four surrounding property owners regarding the proposed
alteration. The HRC received one written comment regarding the proposed
alteration (Exhibit G, Page 1). The comment states that there are issues with the
parking lot which is being leased from a neighboring land owner. The comment
also states that pursuant to the deed for the subject property, the land can be
used only for religious purposes otherwise it reverts to surrounding property
owners. During the HRC hearing, one of the surrounding property owners testified
that the parking lot is located on the corner of a busy intersection and that cars

¢ regularly crash into the parking lot or into the neighbor's fence.

Compliance with this decision criterion requires that the applicant show the
proposal will not result in any greater adverse impact to the neighborhood.

LCC 936.150(C)(3): The property development standards of the applicable zoning
district are met or a variance consistent with LCC Chapter 938 (Variance Procedure
Code) is granted.

FACTS: Based on the applicant’s site plan included with the letter of appeal, the
breezeway is located 28 feet from the front (east) property line. The front yard
structural setback is 30 feet, pursuant to LCC 934.530.

STAFF ANALYSIS: The site plan submitted as part of the letter of appeal indicates
the breezeway is located 28 feet from the front (east) property line, which does
not comply with the required front yard structural setback standard of 30 feet. No
variance application has been submitted as part of the application packet. The
applicant must address how the proposed alteration will comply with the
property development standards of the EFU zoning district.

m
PD18-0283; Frank Walker and Associates
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VI. NOTICE TABLE AND PROCEDURE .
A. NOTICE

Property owners within 1000 feet of the boundaries of the subject property were
provided notice of this application at least 21 days prior to the initial hearing
date. Four property owners received notice of the proposed alteration. The
Department has not received additional comments from property owners or
other interested parties in response to the notice of appeal. One written
comment was received from a surrounding property owner as part of the HRC
review and is included in this staff report (Exhibit G, Page 1).

The certification of mailing for the HRC hearing and the Board of Commissioners
hearing is included in Exhibit H. The following agencies have been provided
notice and responded before this report was written (Exhibit E).

AGENCY PROVIDED RESPONDED AGENCY PROVIDED RESPONDED
Environmental Health X % Dept. of Water Resources X
Linn County Assessor X Linn Bldg. Official X
Linn County Road Dept. X X Linn County Sheriff X
Dept. Land Cons. & Dev. X RFPD: Stayton X

B. PROCEDURE

The Board of Commissioners (Board) will conduct a public hearing on this
matter on February 12, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. in Room 200 of the Linn County
Courthouse in Albany, Oregon. The Board will review the application as a de
novo hearing. The Board will conduct the hearing following the Uniform
Hearing Procedures contained in Linn County Policy 34. The Board will make
a decision after the close of the public hearing.

The Board may consider the application for 42 days from the close of the
public hearing. Tabling of the request for a period not to exceed 35 days
may also occur if the applicant consents. Specified findings, stating the
reason for decision, are required in taking action on the proposal. The Board
will consider all testimony and evidence presented in this matter and may
take action to: (1) Approve the application; (2) Deny the application; or (3)
Modify the application.

All testimony and evidence must be directed toward the applicable decision
criteria including applicable criteria in the plan or other land use regulations.
Failure to raise an issue before the close of the record, or failure to provide
statements or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker(s) and the
parties an adequate opportunity to respond to each issue raised precludes
an appeal based on that issue.

“
PD18-0283; Frank Walker and Associates
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If additional documents or evidence are provided by any party, the Board
may allow a continuance or leave the record open to allow the parties a
reasonable opportunity to respond. Prior to the conclusion of the initial
evidentiary hearing, any participant may request an opportunity to present
additional evidence or testimony regarding the application. The Board shall
grant the request by either (a) continuing the public hearing or (b) leaving
the record open for additional written evidence or testimony. If the Board
grants a continuance, the hearing shall be continued to a date, time and
place certain at least seven days from the initial hearing.

VIIl. EXHIBITS
A. Application
B. Letter of Appeal
C. Decision Criteria and Standards
D. Non-Conforming Use Decision
E. Historic Resource Alteration Decision
F. Agency Comments
G. Surrounding Property Owner Comments
H. Legal Notices

m
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Frank Walker and Associates
4674 S.E. Commercial Street, Suite 1
Salem, Oregon 97302

October 23, 2018

Alyssa “Aly” Schrems

Linn County Planning and Development
Linn County Courthouse

Albany, Oregon 97321

Re: Missed Criterion for Mount Pleasant Community Church

Dear Aly:

I'have attached a separate sheet to this letter addressing the single criterion | missed in
preparing the Land Use Application Form. | have attached a separate copy of the evaluative
criteria and have provided a response to each of the eight approval criteria on a separate page.
Please contact me if you have any further questions concerning this matter.

Thank you.

Frank Walker
Land Planning and Project Management

Enc.

cc:Richard Neely

LINN C@UNT\{".
OCT 23 2018

Planning & Bullding
Depariment

Exhibit # A
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Response to Criterion
10/23/2018

“Alteration or expansions of nonconforming uses may only be approved if the minimum
development standards normally required are more closely adhered to after the alteration or
expansion occurs.”

Historic Property Standards
934.430 Historic property alteration review standards.

(1) This criterion requires that the original qualities or characteristics of a building,
“property or site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or
alteration of any historic material or distinctive architectural features should be

avoided when possible.

The answer is definitely in the affirmative for preserving the characteristics of the
actual church structure. It will not be altered in any manner structurally or

non-structurally.

This criterion also requires a finding that the site and its environment not be
destroyed. The site is already degraded to some extent from unchecked
trespass in the parking lot area where irresponsible parties apparently have
abused it by “spinning out” and doing “cookies.” Unfortunately, an incongruous
appearing tubular steel gate had to be erected to stop this wanton and
destructive trespass. The gate is brightly painted and also has reflective material
that does not fit the bucolic character of the area as a whole and the church in

particular,

The portable toilet is the most incongruent feature on the church property without
a doubt. It is dissimilar in color, bulk, height, building material (plastic next to a
white clapboard church dating from 1851) and is aesthetically very displeasing to
the eye. This whole effort is principally directed at the removal of this outdoor
plastic malodorous structure and replacing it with a structure that will complement
the church by having similar building material, architectural congruity, bulk, but
somewhat subordinate height and an exact paint match to the church. The new
structure will very likely have an underground electric power service because
Consumers Power encourages that. Consumers Power also has a charitable
trust fund available that could be utilized to underground the existing

Exhibit # /XV
Page_ 1 of _iL
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overhead power line to the church. Elimination of the post and mast would add
greatly to the historic character and appearance of the church facade, not to
mention fire safety.

(2) This criterion is the one that the church most wants conformity with. This
modest rural church is historical and is now going on 168 years old. The church
structure still sets on the large timber beams from the date or origin. The beams
were checked and found to be very stable. The objectives of this application are:
e To maintain the architectural and structural stability of the church
and to even increase the authenticity by modifying the electrical
service. Modifying the appearance of the electrical service will not
only authenticate the church but will reduce fire risk, particularly
since space heaters are used during worship services.
e No alteration to the church will occur that has a historical basis.

(3) This criterion recognizes that changes over the 168 year history of the church
may have acquired significance in their own right and that these changes “shall
be respected.” There have been no significant changes except for the electrical
line that enters the front of the church right above the door. This obvious, but
likely necessary change, should be madified, especially since Consumers Power
has a program to conduct retrofits on a charitable basis.

The approval by Linn County for an On-Site sewage disposal system and the
subsequent installation of the tank and drainfield are changes that have taken
place that are positive, especially since the church has no restroom facilities or

hand washing places.

(4) This criterion requires that distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled
craftsmanship.be treated with sensitivity. The objective of this permit is upgrade
the church function by constructing or placing a totally separate structure thatis
fully complementary to the church. Both the church and the proposed separate
building will emphasize a sensitivity that will be mutually beneficial to both
structures. The septic system is totally out of sight and mind.

(5) This criterion is not highly applicable to this situation. The church is in
relatively good repair and only needs one item changed to have enhanced
authenticity, and that is the electrical mast. No other feature will be added except

for an upgrade in paint.

(6) This criterion is not applicable since there are no archeological sites present
of either the subject property or any adjoining property.

Exhibit éf__[&_
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(7) The proposed structure that will contain restrooms, a kitchen, two offices and
an “all purpose” room will on the outside appear similar to the church by having
the following features: horizontal plank siding, white paint color to match exactly
that of the church, similar front steps, a facade that has a non-structural peak roof
similar to that of the church, an approximate similar setback (possibly inset a
small distance to give the building visual subordination) and natural landscaping
to match that of the church. The new building will be of wood construction with a
metal roof similar to that of the church.

(8) This proposal would result in the criterion being met. The structure is likely
going to be a manufactured structure, which means it could be removed from the
site in the future. The essential form and integrity of the property would be the
same with or without this new structure.

Exhibit # /AV
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“ 2 .- LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPAR1MENT
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816, Fax 541-926-2060

www.co.linn.or.us

NONCONFORMING USE REVIEW

APPLICATION CHECK LIST \
1000.00
’z""p'a-/"‘" T } i_;’l:;p

Hearing Date _{! {{>{i @ Filing Fee Receipt #__# k—” §- oL Apphca’non Accepted By:_¢ =
Site Plan__\~ -EHD Approval Recorded Documents___———  (Certification of Owners+k.
Verificatioh of Owners f\
1. Applicant's name Z&smi Lo AL & ASIDC/4TES

Address_ 4 £7% J~ Ll14L SF.  JALES, LR 97302

Telephone number ($03) F¥9-§S¢{ oe £03) 7£/-2/5F
2. Township 9‘_5 Range_ [ W/ Section: J€ _ Tax Lot(s) 06 Acreage _,E?
3. Current Zoning_ £ £/ Comp Plan Aélicvezes L 2eputer
4. Additional parcels in contiguous ownership: A owE

Townshipﬂi Range_ / &4/ Section_ Y€ Tax Lot(s) f o0
5. . What method of fire protection exists for the parcel?

Rural Fire District (Name) ) (rd 277D State Forestry_A/2
6. How do/will vehicles get from the property to a county or public road? Access must be provided in

one of the following ways: lot with existing frontage, ontq a county or public road_¥”_(provide the

name of county or public road_£7p4L Qﬂ[é ézpz%( é) road easement of record established

before January 4, 1968___4/. A (provide referénce 1 recording volume and page#-#

M.A_); road easement of access recognized by Linn County_____ (provide reference to planning

case number_/. A ); access yet to be provided_#/. A4 .

7. What is the nearest urban center?__ 374 Y Zon’
How many miles?__&_ 5= . /

LINN COUNTY
OCT 18 2018
Exhibit #__12 /\( Planning & Building
Page_D_of _LL Department




NOTE:

ALTERATIONS OR EXPANSION
NOT REQUIRED BY LAW

The following questions are based upon the decision criteria. It is necessary for you, the

applicant, to respond to these issues.

11,

12.

13.

Please describe what alteration in the structure(s) or in the use(s) of the site is proposed.

RO STRYICTVR AL AL TELAT ML RRE BEivd HADE Ip THE MT. PLEATanr (Henty

v a vé Y. i

MMMMMMMMM 7o/t 7,

Why is this alteration desired?

THE (COWEREL 222008 1S L22tINE ApAw) Bl THE [ea)lec £anT 1 M EED Hoshi sy
Mﬂm&mﬂ_m&w/m ZIAT 4SS " ZathpseS .

L sE; Vd 7 L/ ¢ 7 ,

CHB CH . THE 4 D00 tar vty wilk Be DETA CHED Rurwrtd THE St se7fncé 7z

Fi1dee DLIvE .
Will this alteration change the operating characteristics of the site in a significant manner?_A44

_If so, how?

14.

Exhibit #

Page

/zc OF T SN LI LAY T Kl 0 VERS o7 A2e o lreL : LrEcul fuwee,

)} ¢ U2

_M@u_zf_umz_w AIeTEY 4D Far Tite 278 K L2
Modoian. PwT.
Alterations or expansions of nonconforming uses may only be approved if the minimum

development standards normally required are more closely adhered to after the alteration or
expansion occurs. What site |mprovements will you provide to accomplish this?

% ] % ﬂL FERATIowS TV JHE CHyalll ST yerewt . JHE

mmaﬁ UWiIT Wt BE £F Cot 1244 ,zgg(za IHE CHpr CH, SAME (otoq JMI @4/6

HAVE A Xow) -S784 270 R8AL 7 HED RovK LA2AD

0 Kt THE 24180004 K LIUYA Le o S8 28 ngﬂﬁr mycﬂdmacygéﬁgzmwn//

A 5¢ienTly HFF 6T FlowT '{A4 Scranck S0 A5 W67 THE
HE vkl

CHvnCH UISUML‘/ TT AbSo Wik mer NAVE AT beenT A HEGNT A5 T pis,

A
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CHANGING NONCONFORMING USES

NOTE: The following questions are based upon the decision criteria. It is necessary for you, the
applicant, to respond to these issues.

15.

16.

17,

18.

Please describe the existing use of structures and the site.

Jﬂ%&w 7HE D7E, xwa TS 7,5/:
Ol Lt . THERE I /£ e bendd (Le ,raél«’ 7787 d[é LIET B LArEE
B YWOEL7 0/ ED L fa ApRTY £F m’c‘ CHULH, THE (Yt lf

£ané£g [ED £oe A?QWMAM’///« Y AECTIVITIE S Jatlectiw L A
St SceviZeE

cvagn y
Please describe the proposed use of structures and the site.

THE Fectr SED ppoiad byl FE A MPL7)- Pl EE ERCILY 17y Lot 3 LFALES,
D LESTRo0MS, A TRl 2oof\ Sl A Lecet New A’d&’/ A ﬂmﬂ_//éz_g/l/
LN BE ON JHE FALAOE fro LBt EXTEND T4 THE ST ELE fioe PHreet!

Bpiroivé e puip, 4/6PD 1], £ pg/f.td(r) g

Will this proposal change the operating characteristics of the site in a significant manner? __If so,
how? :

Ié[é_zﬂd_m Hee€ )8 " st ap 7. ///6 Ltlve o Ao THE /f/ITMrI'/
2K gL 7 rs WILL RE#AWY LW CHRnbED . TP HAEAC tpite SE FR4UED A/M

I TREEL Lo T DptoW T Aibore THE /90 D0l € At 27/ ALEFIE Srpp Tintet

fedess #yo TH e E4sTing J=vTid fl/)’.’Z/L Geet LEMa/W LN ctan €D .

Changes in nonconforming uses may only be approved if the minimum property development
standards normally required of the proposed use will be more closely adhered to after the change
in use. What site improvements will you provide to accomplish this?

THE RoPPSED UsE 0L iremetey CovfevenT, Yisynst DT
Lfor- Vikw e 857n eyl A ( a Y Dy 77

SITE . THE SITE 1mlaoplsr £/ 1S THE A0 T1eN 2 £ IHE FfodeidR

Ang THE PR sen CF CF dommmll WATER Bl fAMTATION. THE LYREY

Lotle B£ berree PRESECLED BECAVSE THE AMpOi LN JRLE
Sme oF WHE PCESSLEE DY F 0F THE CHorcH LY iemi)l Ao sws <7

SoppE ok THoSE RCTIVTIET o THE 140V Car.
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ALTERATIONS OR EXPANSIONS REQUIRED BY LAW

NOTE: The following questions are based upon the decision criteria. It is necessary for you, the
applicant, to respond to these issues.

19.  Please describe what alteration is proposed.

LARIId £ A Mo dUeaR Lyir T8 HEHTE Foe MuutiPic He /5]

,% floplonl fﬂ THE Pro0veae TP ant Exrsnnd APRROVED Tcblit (VSTery,
L Cony ket iv

S A8 terk é/t/ AP AL7€R AT 4 PP THE LR ¥,

20.  What agency is requiring this alteration or expansion?

Nk .

21, What legal requirement is being made?

_THprb 1T It PERAMISEILIE TP HAE B FPRIASLE /L& Iy THE peow 717
HETHE Ltlenlrt LRERANTIS A L DrmiecT7sm T Leccaly L 0o/
WD T @Ls €y Teor/c T T TErT . /

22. hat'is the required alteration or expanS§ion? 5 :

B Bo0eca UMT ATt M TIFL £ By Tl Let) ey € feerseer
LEE £ 7HE JFST ek CH,

23.  Please submit a statement from the agency that has required the alteration or expansion, verifying
the requirement.

Ypat.

24.  Does your alteration or expansion incorporate changes not required by the agency? _ If so, what
additional changes are proposed?

Y. 4.

Exhibit # /Ar
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25.  Alterations or expansions of nonconforming uses may only be approved if the minimum
development standards normally required are more closely adhered to after the alteration or
expansion occurs. What site improvements will you provide to accomplish this?

Verification of Owner Statement.

The Linn County Assessor’s Office verifies that Twnshp Zf S,Rnge__ [ W/, Section K1 {
, Tax Lot(s) Sl , is owned or is being purchased by:

If more than one owner is included on your records, please list all persons involved.

Other owners:

MovwT” _/Z.Emm/'" (’ﬂﬂ/WM/f Y (’//ﬂééﬁ/

- :’/ ,"'/.{‘ / / /
Signature of asseSsor’s" representatwe or stamp Date
| hereby certify that:
a. The above request does not violate any recorded codes, covenants, and/or restrictions that are

attached to the subject property.

b. That all the statements, attachments, exhibits, plot plan, and additional oral testimony submitted
are true and any approval granted based on this information may be revoked if it is found that such

statements are false.

C. That | have the following legal interest in the property:
owner of record contract purchaser lessee , holder of a
recorded exclusive option to purchase , duly authorized to act for the person who has
the following legal interest , and that the owner of record is

knowledgeable of this appllcgtlo) . /-, /

Applicant’s signature:__\._ / / o /

Address: v il 4 7§/f (‘&ﬂﬂ&tﬁﬂé Sy SALEN, SR G 7502
Phone: ﬁ?&'& 9‘/4’ a4l

If different owner a W
Owner’s S|gnature 7 %W (1

e _’: L 2. r
Address: Ay o "; z/ PAE C{/ﬂ/'/,/’ \Q /1) & G777y
Phone: {AT//_) 4.3, s/) £ U// % //f/: o/'?) (r\(/ - Y557
Exhibit 1> N
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RESTORATION OR REPLACEMENT OF STRUCTURES LAMAGED BY
FIRE, CASUALTY, OR NATURAL DISASTER

NOTE: the following questions are based upon the decision criteria. It is necessary for you, the applicant,
to respond to these issues. '

8. Please describe the size, type, and use of the structure that existed before it was damaged or
destroyed?

No 7~ Arez/eqdle . THE (4secss S o7 L DA a5E D)
Ll lrzzr e ) -

9. Please describe how the structure was damaged or destroyed and give the date of the occurrence.

0T [FPPUEAEL L THE Capestt soar Arer flen/ Daaicy
28 [UTECED .

10.  Are you proposing to restore or to replace the present structure? If you are proposing to replace
the structure, describe the size, type and use of the replacement structure.

N

Extiibit # P
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Frank Walker and Associates
4674 Commercial Street, S.E., Suite 100
Salem, Oregon 97302
(503) 949-5545/364-2103
frankwalkerllc@gmail.com

—
December 13, 2018 - ; Ry,
LINN COUNTY
Linn County Planning Department 1
Robert Wheeldon, Director - ‘
Room 114, Linn County Courthouse DEC [ 3 2018 ‘
Albany, Oregon 97321 . oo
Planning & Building
Re: Case PD18-0283 Department

Dear Robert and Staff Members:

On behalf of my client, Mount Pleasant Communify Church, I am filing an appeal in objection to
Condition 1 of the November 29, 2018 Decision. More specifically, it is that portion of Condition 1
where a covered breezeway between the proposed Modular Building and the Church is not permitted.

The proposed walkway will only consist of some posts that will support a nearly flat and visually
subordinate covering. The entire structure as shown in Exhibits 1 and 2 attached is only 30 feet long, by
5 feet wide and 7.5 feet tall. The structure will not actually touch the church structure but will be

partially attached to the proposed modular by an awning.

The proposed walkway will be open on both the east and west. The width of the overhead weather
protection structure is five feet. The posts and the roof will match the church and modular in color. |
want to establish for the record that the modular is a proposed adjunct structure but is nevertheless
central to the safety and comfort of the congregants who support that church. The church is without a
central hearing system or a rest room but the congregants are willing to have heaters on during worship
but they are no longer willing or able to endure having to go out during periods of inclement weather at
this exposed prairie location to battle wind and rain to reach a portable restroom. The proposed
obscure covered walkway which will have an all -weather walking surface allows for safe access to
sanitation. Itis also a shorter walking distance to use a restroom than currently exists.

My client agrees that the historical nature of the church is important and is a draw to congregants, but if
the church is to fulfill its main function as a place of worship, access to safe and modern sanitation
facilities is imperative includ ing some mitigation to inclement weather.

My client is therefore requesting a removal of that condition.

rank D. Walker, Land Planning and Project Management A

CC N T ALeqsmmw ) L fpaecrs Exhibit # \y;
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MT. PLEASANT COMMUNITY CHURCH
Proposed Covered Walkway from Accessory Structure
to the southeast corner of the church
Scio, Oregon

12/13/2018 °

The proposed covered walkway represented below will have the following
characteristics:

- The structure will be attached only to the proposed modular unit, and
will not attach to the church or otherwise obstruct or visually
impair the east facade of the church building.

— The weather protection roof will be of narrow guage metal, and
will only have enough pitch to drain water off. No gable is proposed
to assure visual subordination. ’ V |

- The weather protection roof will be supported by 6" x 6" wooden
posts that are color matched to the church and modular unit.

—-.The covered walkway will be open (unenclosed) and an all weather

surface underneath it will be at least 4' wide but in no event
wider than 5 feet. No lighting is proposed for the walkway.

'EAwning over front

j

édoor entrance to ~~covered walkway 5' wide .

! Modiil.as. Iing R ——
Open Open Open

| B : - S S— ; e _

0 10 20" 30"

6" x 6" Posts on 10' centers for roof support. Area between posts

to remain open.

Scale: 1" =5’

D)
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Oregon law [ORS 215.416(5)] requires that local governments make copies of applicable
decision criteria available to any participant in a land use hearing. This application will be
reviewed, and a decision made, using the decision criteria listed below.

PD18-0283- Frank Walker and Associates

Sections 936.150(C), 932.935(A), and 932.940(A) of the Linn County Land
Development Code contain the decision criteria applicable to this review. Section
934.430(B) contains the standards applicable to this review.

Decision Criteria for Historic Property Voluntary Alteration

932.940 - Decision criteria
(A) To preserve the historic architectural integrity and provide for building safety of
historic properties, recommendations concerning alterations shall be based on the
following:
(1) The standards in LCC 932.945 ; and
(2) Applicable state and local codes and ordinances related to building, fire
and life safety.

934.430(B) - Historic property alteration review standards:
(B) Alteration review standards.
(1) The distinguishing original qualities or characteristics of a building, property
or site and its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of
~ any historic material or distinctive architectural features should be avoided
when possible.

(2) All buildings, properties and sites shall be recognized as products of their
own time. Alterations that have no historical basis or that seek to create a
different style shall be discouraged.

(3) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence
of the history and development of a building, property or site and its
environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own
right and this significance shall be recognized and respected.

(4) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which
characterize a building, property or site shall be treated with sensitivity.

(5) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced,
whenever possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material
should match the material being replaced in composition, design, color,
texture and other visual qualities. Repair or replacement of missing
architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of features,
substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial evidence rather than on
conjectural designs or the availability of different architectural elements from
other buildings or properties.

Exhiit #__ C
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(6) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve
archaeological resources affected by or adjacent to any project.

(7) Contemporary design for alterations and additions o existing properties
shall not be discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy
significant historical, architectural or cultural material and such design is
compatible with the size, scale, color, material and characteristics of the
property, neighborhood or environment.

(8) Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to properties shall be done
in such a manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in
the future, the essential form and integrity of the property would be
unimpaired.

936.150(C) - Decision Criteria for voluntary alteration or restoration of a non-conforming use,
not required by law.

(C) Decision criteria.
(1) The alteration does not change the basic use even though the
operational characteristics may change. For example, one type of repair
shop may be replaced with a different type of repair shop;

(2) The proposed alteration does not result in any greater adverse impact to
the neighborhood; and

(3) The property development standards of the applicable zoning district are
met or a variance consistent with LCC Chapter 938 (Variance Procedure
Code) is granted.




LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICEOFDECISION
NON-CONFORMING USE REVIEW

November 29, 2018

Frank Walker and Associates
4674 S Commercial St.
Salem, OR 97302

RE: PD18-0283; an application to alter a non-conforming -use by siting an accessory
structure to be used in conjunction with an existing church on a 0.89-acre property
zoned Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) (T09S, ROTW, Section 36, Tax Lot 300).

To Whom It May Concern:

The Linn County Planning and Building Department Director (Director) completed review of
your application to alter a non-conforming use on November 29, 2018. The Director finds your
application, pursuant to Linn County Code (LCC) Section 936.110, complies with the specified
decision criteria in Section 936.155(C) of the Linn County Land Development Code (Code).
Your application is approved, subject to the following permit conditions and Code
requirements:

CONDITIONS:

1. The alteration of the existing non-conforming use is approved to place a modular
building to provide classroom and sanitary facilities to the Mount Pleasant Community

Church.

2. The placement of the modular building shall comply with the permit conditions and
Code requirements described in the Historic Resource Commission decision approving
the alteration of a historic resource (enclosed).

REQUIREMENTS:

1. All appropriate building, mechanical, electrical, and plumbing permits shall be
obtained from the Linn County Planning and Building Department for the modular
building. All construction is required to meet all applicable codes for the type of
occupancy proposed. Plans must be prepared and stamped by an Oregon licensed
architect or engineer. Please contact the Linn County Building Official at 541-967-3816,
ext. 2367 for additional information.

Exhibit # D
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2. The property owner must comply with all requirements of the Linn County
Environmental Health Program (EHP) for any septic system alterations or modifications
required to accommodate the modular building. Please contact EHP at 541-967-3821
for additional information regarding this requirement.

3. Unless a separate structural setback variance is approved, the modular building shall
be located at least 30 feet from the north and east (front) property lines and 50 feet
from the south and west (side) property lines of the 0.89-acre property. The modular
building shall be located at least 50 feet from the top of the bank of any identified
riparian areas on the 0.89-acre property.

This decision is effective unless an appeal to the Linn County Planning Commission is filed with
the Department before 5:00 p.m. December 13, 2018. Appeals will be accepted only when
based upon identified inadequacies, omissions, or errors in the decision's findings and
conclusions. A $250.00 filing fee must accompany an appeal.

Your proposal shall be initiated up to twelve (12) months after the date of decision. Please
note that a 14-day period exists during which this decision may be appealed. Permits may be
obtained only after the appeal period expires on December 13, 2018 at 5:00pm, and dfter the
approval conditions and requirements have been met. An appeal prevents initiation of the
proposal; you will be notified of an appeal filed by another party. Please contact Alyssa
Schrems in our Department at (541) 967-3816, ext. 2366 or aschrems@co linn.or.us if questions

arise or if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

o — Y o O e
Roalpirin adthgelon -
Robert Wheeldon

Director

RW: AS

Enclosure

C: Linn County Assessor's Office

Linn County Road Department

Linn County Environmental Health Program
GIS

Cheryl and George Degner

Exhibit #__ L2
Page._L_of _Y

PD18-0283; FRANK WALKER AND ASSOCIATES
2



DECISION CRITERIA, FINDINGS AND CONCLUSION
DECISION CRITERIA

Section 936.150(C) of the Linn County Land Development Code contains the
applicable decision criteria.

FINDINGS

- (1) The alteration does not change the basic use even though the operational
characteristics may change. For example, one type of repair shop may be replaced
with a different type of repair shop;

Based on information submitted by the applicant, the modular building being
proposed is intended to serve as-a sanitary facility for the existing congregation,
as well as a general purpose space for the congregation to use. The basic use
of the property is infended to remain as a church. The applicant states that no
sfructural alterations are being made to the Mount Pleasant Church structure in
order to place the modular building.

A public hearing was held before the Linn County Historic Resources
Commission (Commission) on November 15, 2018 to discuss the alteration of a
historic resource on the Linn County Register of Historic Resources (The Mount
Pleasant Presbyterian Church). Testimony was received from two surrounding
property owners who were concerned that the church would use the modular
building as an office for a business and not for church uses. As stated above,
the application indicates the building would be used in support of the existing
church on the property. At the hearing, the applicant stated the building was
fo be used to provide sanitary facilities for the congregation, as well as a
classroom that could also be used as a church office. Because the property is
zoned EFU, a separate land use review is required for any additional uses
proposed on the property, depending on the proposed use and also
depending on the applicable provisions of the Linn County Code.

During the public hearing, the Commission determined that the proposed
alteration of the historic resource site complis with criteria found in LCC
932.940(A). The commission issued a decision approving the addition of the
modular building on the subject property, subject to permit conditions and
Code requirements. The Commission decision is incorporated herein by
reference and is included as part of this decision. As a condition of approval,
the placement of the modular building shall comply with the permit conditions
and Code requirements described in the Commission decision. Based on these
facts, the Director determines that the proposed alteration does not change
the use of the property as a church. The Director finds this criterion is met.

(2) The proposed alteration does not result in any greater adverse impact to the
neighborhood; and

The modular building is proposed to serve as a sanitary facility for the existing
congregation of the church. The application indicates the modular building

3
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will serve as an accessory structure to the church and will only be used in
conjunction with the main use of the property as a church. One comment was
received from surrounding property owners expressing concern about the
proposed modular building. Concerns included an increase in traffic to the
church and the modular building being used as a business office. The
application indicates the proposed building will not have any greater adverse
impact because the modular building will be used as an accessory structure in
church activities, and no business has been proposed. No substantial increase
in church capacity or in ftraffic is anficipated. The Road Department was
notified of the proposal and did not identify any concerns as a result of the
modular building.

Based on these facts, the Director finds that there will not be an increase in
adverse impacts fo the neighborhood due to this proposal. The Director finds
this criterion is met.

3) The property development standards of the applicable zoning district are met or a
variance consistent with LCC Chapter 938 (Variance Procedure Code) is granted.

Based on the site plan submitted by the applicant, the proposed modular
building can meet the structural setbacks standards for the Exclusive Farm Use
(EFU) zone. A variance was not submitted as part of the application. As a
requirement of approval, the modular building shall be required to maintain
setbacks of 30 feet from the north and east (front) property lines and 50 feet
from the south and west (side) property lines. The current structural coverage
on the property is at 2.4%. With the addition of the modular building, which is
proposed fo be 30 feet by 24 feet, the structural coverage of the property will
increase fo 4.4%. The maximum structural coverage in the EFU zone is 20%.
Based on these facts, the Director finds the property development standards of
the EFU zoning district are met. The Director finds this criterion is met through

compliance with Code requirements.

CONCLUSION

Sufficient information is available to conclude the proposal is consistent with the
applicable decision criteria, subject to compliance with the permit conditions
identified in this notice of decision and other applicable Code requirements.
Therefore, the non-conforming use review application to place a modular building on

the subject property is approved.

Exhibit # D
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICE OF DECISION
HISTORIC RESOURCE ALTERATION

November 29, 2018

Frank Walker and Associates
4674 S. Commercial St.
Salem, OR 97302

RE: PD18-0283; T09S, RO1W, Section 36, Tok Lot 300; A request by Frank Walker and Associates on behalf
of Mount Pleasant Community Church to alter a property listed on the Linn Counly Register of
Historic Resources and the National Regqister of Historic Places, identified as the Mount Pleasant

Presbyterian Church (HR-5-84/85).

To Whom It May Concern:

The Linn County Historic Resource Commission (Commission) convened on November 15, 2018 to review
your request to alter a historic resource known as the Mount Pleasant Presbyterian Church, listed on the
Linn County Register of Historic Resources (HR-5-84/85) and on the National Register of Historic Places
(January 24, 1974). Based on evidence in the record and testimony given at the public hearing, the HRC
determined that the request complies with the decision criteria found in Linn County Code Section

921.700 to 921.740.

Commissioner Cole made a motion to approve the request to alter the historic resource with
modifications, subject to permit conditions and Code requirements. Commissioner Harrison seconded the
motion. The motion passed unanimously, with Commissioners Cole, Robertson, and Harrison voting in

favor of the motion.

The Mount Pleasant Presbyterian Church (referred to locally as the Mount Pleasant Community Church) is
approved for the placement of a modular building to provide classrooms and sanitary facilities for the
church, subject to compliance with permit conditions and Code requirements.

CONDITIONS:

1. The placement of a modular building to provide classroom and sanitary facilities for the existing
historic resource is approved, with modifications. A covered breezeway proposed between the
modular building and the historic resource is not permitted.

This Commission review authorizes the alteration of a historic resource only. A separate land use
review is required for the alteration of a non-conforming use, pursuant to LCC Chapter936 and is
subject to the review procedures described in LCC Chapter 921.

2. No additional trees are to be removed for the placement of the modular building.

extiit #_E___
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3. The modular building shall be made as reasonably compatible with the Mount Pleasant
Presbyterian Church as possible, with considerations given to color, siding, and a pitched
architectural feature.

4. Pursuant to Oregon Administrative Rule (OAR) 736-051-0090, the applicant shall be required to
contact the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) and the Grand Ronde fribe in regards to the
proposed on site development to determine if there are archaeological sites or objects likely to be
present on site. Applicants shall comply with any requirements of SHPO in regards to site
preparation and development.

Please contact Alesa Schrems in the Planning and Building Department at (541) 967-3816, ext. 2366 if
questions arise or if we may be of assistance.

Sincerely,

i ™
o - I R
R adrzmi ) nREN Germmm

Robert Wheeldon
Director

RW: AS
Attachment
C: HRC
Oregon SHPO

File (PD18-0283 & HR-5-84/85))
Cheryl and George Degner

-—
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DECISION CRITERIA, FINDINGS, AND CONCLUSION
. DECISION CRITERIA

Section 932.340 of the Linn County Land Development Code (LCC) contains the applicable
decision criteria. LCC 934.430 contains the applicable standards for this review.

L. FINDINGS

LCC 932.940 - Decision criteria
(A) To preserve the historic architectural integrity and provide for building safety of historic
properties, recommendations concerning alterations shall be based on the following:

(1) The standards in LCC 932.945; and

These standards are addressed below and the findings are incorporated into
this decision. Based on this, the Director finds that the application meets this

criterion.

(2) Applicable state and local codes and ordinances related to building, fire and life
safety. :

Notice was sent to both the Stayton Rural Fire Department as well as the Linn
County Building Official.  Neither agency noted any concerns with the
proposal. As a condition of approval, the applicant shall be required to obtain
the necessary permits to place the modular building on the property, as well as
any pertinent permits for electric, plumbing, or mechanical work that is
proposed. The applicant shall also be required to complete any necessary
permitting to connect to the existing septic system on the property. Based on
these facts, the Director finds that this application meets the criterion.

LCC 934.430(B): Historic Property Alteration Review Standards

(1) The distinguishing original qualities or characteristics of a building, property or site and its
environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or
distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible.

The Commission determined that the placement of a modular building for classroom
and sanitary facilities on the property would not destroy the distinguishing original
qualities or characteristics of the Mount Pleasant Presbyterian Church (Church),
subject to compliance with three specific conditions of approval. The first condition
requires that no further trees are to be removed for the placement of the modular
building. In order to protect the integrity of the historical resource, the second
condition requires that the placement of the modular building shall be made as
reasonably compatible with the historic resource as possible, with consideration given
to color, siding, and a pitched architectural feature. A covered breezeway
connecting the modular building and the church is not allowed. The Commission
determined that construction of a covered breezeway would alter the distinguishing
original qualities and characteristics of the Church by creating a visual barrier that
substantiailly alters the visual characteristics of the Church. The Church is listed on the
Linn County Register of Historic Resources and the National Register of Historic Places
due to being one of the last examples of a one room, box construction church. The
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Commission finds that the addition of a covered breezeway would negativelyimpact
a significant characteristic that contributed to the Historic Register listing. Based on
compliance with permit conditions, the Commission finds that this criterion is met.

(2) All buildings, properties and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time
Alterations that have no historical basis or that seek to create a different style shall be
discouraged.

The applicant proposes to place a modular building separate from the historically
designated Church. The applicant did not propose any alterations to the listed
church. In order to protect the integrity of the historical resource, the Commission
decision includes a condition that requires the placement of the modular building be
made as reasonably compatible with the historic resource as possible, with
considerations given to color, siding, and a pitched architectural feature. The
Commission finds that this criterion is met based on the site plan submitted as part of
the application and through compliance with permit conditions.

(3) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history
and development of a building, property or site and its environment. These changes may
have acquired significance in their own right and this significance shall be recognized and
respected.

The Commission did not find any significant changes in the Church. The Commission
finds this criterion is not applicable.

(4) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a
building, property or site shall be treated with sensitivity.

The Commission determined that the architectural features of the Church, especially
the pitched architectural feature at the top, are examples of skilled craftsmanship. To
create visual cohesion between the Church and the proposed modular building, the
Commission included a condition requiring considerations to be given to matching
the color, siding, and pitched architectural feature of the Church. The Commission
also determined that construction of a covered breezeway attached to the church
and connecting the church and the modular building would alter the stylistic features
of the Church and create a visual barrier that substantially alters the integrity and
visual characteristics of the Church. The Church is listed on the Linn County Register of
Historic Resources and the National Register of Historic Places due to being one of the
last examples of a one room, box construction church. The Commission finds that the
attachment of a covered breezeway to the church would negatively impacta
significant characteristic on which the Historic Register listing is based. Based on these
facts and compliance with Permit conditions, the Commission finds that this criterion is

met.

(5) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, whenever
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the
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material being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and other visual quaiities.
Repair or replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate
duplications of features, substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial evidence rather
than on conjectural designs or the availability of different architectural elements from
other buildings or properties.

The application proposes to place a new modular building to be used as classroom
and sanitary facilities. Alteration of the existing church structure is not authorized. The
Commission finds this criterion is not applicable.

(6) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological resources
affected by or adjacent to any project.

The Church is listed on the Linn County Register of Historic Resources and the National
Register of Historic Places. The applicants shall be required to comply with all pertinent
requirements described in OAR 736-051-0090. Pursuant to OAR 736-05 1-0090(2)(q) , it is
strongly recommended that any development projects on undisturbed ground
contact the SHPO and appropriate tribes to determine whether archaeological sites
or objects are likely to be present in the project area. To ensure compliance, the
applicant shall be required to contact the SHPO and the Grand Ronde tribe to
determine if there are any archaeological sites or objects likely to be present in the
project area. The applicant shall comply with any requirements imposed by the SHPO.
The Commission finds this criterion is met through compliance with permit conditions.

(7) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical,
architectural or cultural material and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color,
material and characteristics of the property, neighborhood or environment.

The applicant is proposing to place a modular building on site to serve as a classroom
and sanitary facility for the existing Church. The Commission determined that the
proposed building can be made compatible with characteristics of the subject
property through compliance with a permit condition that the modular building must 4
be made reasonably compatible with the Church in respect to color, siding and
pitched architectural feature. The Commission also determined that construction of a
covered breezeway attached to the church and connecting the church and the
modular building would alter the stylistic features of the Church and create a visual
barrier that substantially alters the integrity and visual characteristics of the Church.
The Commission finds that the attachment of a covered breezeway to the church
would negatively impact a significant characteristic on which the Historic Register
listing is based. The Commission finds that this criterion is met through compliance with

permit conditions and Code requirements.

(8) Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to properties shall be done in such g
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential

form and integrity of the property would be unimpaired.
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The applicant is proposing to place a modular building on the property to provide
classroom and sanitary facilities for the existing Church. The applicant states that no
alterations to the Church are proposed. However, applicant proposed at the hearing
that a covered breezeway be attached to the building, which would constitute an
alteration of the historic structure. The Commission adopted a condition that a
covered breezeway attached to the modular building and connecting the Church
and the modular building shall not be permitted. The Commission determined that the
addition of a covered breezeway would visually alter the integrity of the Church and
negatively impact a significant characteristic on which the National Register of
Historic Places listing is based. The Commission determined that the permit conditfion
shall keep any alterations to the essential form and integrity of the property from being
compromised in the event the modular building is removed. The Commission finds
that this criterion is met through compliance with permit conditions and Code

Requirements.

. CONCLUSION

Sufficient information is available to conclude the proposal is consistent with the
applicable decision criteria, subject to compliance with the permit conditions
identified in this notice of decision and other applicable Code requirements.
Therefore, the historic alteration review to place a modular building on the subject
property is approved, with modifications.
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING-DERPARTMENT

Robert Wheeldon, Director ) B ARIRG /Sy an e

Becnf § N ] X i :
Room 114, Linn County Courthous - T UN
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 9732l K
Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060 |  NOV {5 2018 ]
www.co.linn.or.us j

Bl
NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING { lanning & Building
! Depariment ]

The following request will be reviewed by the Linn County Historic Resources Commission (HRC) ata
public hearing on November 15, 2018 at 7:00 p.m. in the Old Armory Building, George Miller Room B, on
the corner of 4th Avenue and Lyon Street, Albany. Any comments you wish to provide will be
appreciated; however, Oregon law requires that testimony and evidence must be directed toward the
decision criteria. You may present your testimony at the public hearing or provide written commenfs to
this Department before the public hearing date.

PD18-0283; an application by Frank Walker and Associates on behalf of Mt. Pleasant Community
Church for a non-conforming use review to alter a property listed on the Linn County Register of
Historic Resources and the National Register of Historic Places, identified as the Mount Pleasant
Presbyterian Church. The applicant proposes to place a modular building on the property to provide
classrooms and sanitary facilities for the church. No alterations or modifications to the existing church
building are proposed. The HRC can approve the request, approve the request with modifications, or
deny the request. The property is located approximately 5.27 miles southeast of Stayton at 41935
Ridge Drive, and is identified on Linn County Assessor maps as T09S, RO1W, Section 36, Tax Lot 300, in
the Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) zone. The request will be reviewed under the procedures in Linn County
Code (LCC) Section 921.700 to 921.740. A copy of the application and the applicable decision
criteria is available for review or purchase in the Linn County Planning and Building Department office

during normal office hours.

comments:___ YU LOw “’/Z/Lsié

‘ AX AGENCY (IF ANY) Lad) oare 1~ I57%

STAFF CONTACT PERSON: Alyssa Schrems; (541)-967-3816, ext. 2366 or aschrems @co.linn.or.us.
Linn County State of Oregon Other
X | EHP Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
Parks X | Bldg Official DOGAMI ODSF X | Landowners
X | Assessor X | Roads DSL . x | DLCD City Of:
x | GIS Surveyor x { Water Parks x_| RFD: Stayton
Flood Official ODFW State Fire Marshal X | Other: SHPO

NOTICE TO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR, OR SELLER: ORS 215 requires that if you receive this
noftice, it must be promptly forwarded to the purchaser.
V/
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Schrems, Alyssa

From: May, Brittany

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2018 1:20 PM

To: Schrems, Alyssa

Subject: RE: Notice of Land Use Hearing; PD18-0283; FRANK WALKER & ASSOCIATES
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

A septic system has been installed for this proposed use. There will be no additional EH requirements.

Brnittany K May, REHS

Linn County Environmental Health Program

PO Box 100

315 SW 4th Ave, 2nd Floor

Albany, OR 97321

Phone: (541) 967-3821 x2260

Fax: (541) 924-6904

bmay@co.linn.or.us

https://www.linncountyhealth.org/eh - *Septic Records are available online!*

From: Oxford, Breeanna

Sent: Thursday, October 25, 2018 8:41 AM

To: May, Brittany <bmay@co.linn.or.us>; Bonn, Christopher <cbonn@co.linn.or.us>; Barnett, Steve
<sbarnett@co.linn.or.us>; Taylor, Stephanie <staylor@co.linn.or.us>; Larson, Suzanne <sularson@co.linn.or.us>; Alex

Paul <Alex.Paul@lee.net>
Subject: Notice of Land Use Hearing; PD18-0283; FRANK WALKER & ASSOCIATES

Notice of Land Use Hearing; PD18-0283; FRANK WALKER & ASSOCIATES

Breeanna A. Oxford

Office Specialist II

Linn County Planning and Building
300 SW 4th St. Rm 114
PO Box 100
Albany, OR 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 ext 2634

Fax 541-926-2060 i,gNN CGQJNW

boxford@co.linn.or.us
OCT 30 2018
Planning & Building
Depariment
Exhibit #_,W\jw.

Page. < _of &



Schrems, Alyssa

From: cgdegner <cgdegner@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, November 05, 2018 7:54 AM

To: WebAdmin; Schrems, Alyssa

Subject: PD 18-0283 Robert Wheeler, aschrems@co.linn.or.us

I am adjacent landowner to Mt Pleasant Community Church 09501W36 00300 .89 acres
....Degner09s01w36 00200 15.07 Acres and son's 09S01W 36 00400 56.6 , and 09501e31 00300. Cheryl S Degner We
have received Notice of Land Use Hearing on Nov 15, 2018....to ask for modification and alteration of County and
National Historical Church Mt Pleasant Community Church. Church was donated by Washington Crabtree in 1877 by
will.....that if church and land ceased to be church, it would revert to land owners. For one | am concerned about this.
Otherwise, their asking for religious use and construction modular and restroom while maintaining historical identity of
extant historical building does not bother me.

I desire to have it remain so, but wish to examine previous actions and requests by Richard Nealey and Ted Koellman ,
Others, as represented by PD 18-0283 Frank Walker and Assc | called Historical Society and told them my concerns....as
claiming a piece of adjoining land that we LENT to Deacon Haskel Huntley, then Deacon of church in 1973 in order to
initiate earlier similar building request ...I'd like to see any other transactions of this group.

I was told to get copies of all previous transactions this group had concerning church as well as earlier deeds specially by
George Washington Crabtree Deed and will of 1877 concerning his 1854 Donation Land Deed Range 1 West Range East
Grant 27 Sep 1850 009 Stat.0496 Patentee Washington and Susanna Crabtree LR -2000 Dec 10

3730 counties Linn, Patent 7/24/1873

Really need the 1877 deeded reference to church use

Again ...Copies of any previous actions by this group, Please Apparently they were denied permission build earlier due
to? | was told "parking lot" was too small". For what...| believe they thought it belonged to them and had a plea for

earlier work at site.
My husband and | are coming up from Eugene today to get copies of pertinent documents. How should we do this....

Can someone look for them? Please advise

Thank you for any effort, Cheryl Degner csdegner@yahoo.com Sent from my iPad

]
i

LINN GOUNTY
NOV 05 2018 I

Planning & Buiiding
Deparimen: i
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816, Fax 541-926-2060

' CERTIFICATION OF MAILING

1, Breeanna Oxford, of the Linn County Planning and Building Department, certify that the
atfached notice concerning matters to be reviewed on the 15™ day of November 2018 was mailed
to the persons on the attached list at the address shown below their name on the 25™ day of
October 2018. These persons are shown as the owners of property within 1000 ft. of the property
described in the attached notice on the current tax rolls of the Linn County Assessor.

DATED this 25" day of October 2018.

Borsene Difuast

PD18-0283; FRANK WALKER & ASSOCIATES
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING

The following request will be reviewed by the Linn County Historic Resources Commission (HRC) at a
public hearing on November 15, 2018 at 7:00 p.m. in the Old Armory Building, George Miller Room B, on
the corner of 4th Avenue and Lyon Street, Albany. Any comments you wish to provide will be
appreciated; however, Oregon law requires that testimony and evidence must be directed toward the
decision criteria. You may present your testimony at the public hearing or provide written comments to
this Department before the public hearing date.

PD18-0283; an application by Frank Walker and Associates on behalf of Mt. Pleasant Community
Church for a non-conforming use review to alter a property listed on the Linn County Register of
Historic Resources and the National Register of Historic Places, identified as the Mount Pleasant
Presbyterian Church. The applicant proposes to place a modular building on the properly to provide
classrooms and sanitary facilities for the church. No alterations or modifications to the existing church
building are proposed. The HRC can approve the request, approve the request with modifications, or
deny the request. The property is located approximately 5.27 miles southeast of Stayton at 41935
Ridge Drive, and is identified on Linn County Assessor maps as T09S, ROTW, Section 36, Tax Lot 300, in
the Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) zone. The request will be reviewed under the procedures in Linn County
Code (LCC) Section 921.700 to 921.740. A copy of the application and the applicable decision
criteria is available for review or purchase in the Linn County Planning and Building Department office

during normal office hours.

COMMENTS:

BY AGENCY (IF ANY) ' DATE

STAFF CONTACT PERSON: Alyssa Schrems; (541)-967-3816, ext. 2366 or aschrems @co.linn.or.us.
Linn County State of Oregon Other
X | EHP Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
" | Parks X | Bldg Official DOGAMI ODSF X | Landowners
X | Assessor x | Roads DSL x | DLCD City Of:
x | GIS Surveyor x | Water Parks x_| RFD: Stayton
Flood Official ODFW State Fire Marshal x | Other: SHPO

NOTICE TO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR, OR SELLER: ORS 215 requires that if you receive this
notice, it must be promptly forwarded to the purchaser. H
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1. This application will be reviewed and a decision will be made using the following decision criteria
from Sections 936.150(C), 932.935(A), and 932.940(A) of the Linn County Land Development Code.
Section 934.430(B) contains the standards applicable to this review.

All testimony and evidence must be directed toward the criteria described above or other criteria in
the plan or land use regulations which you believe apply to the decision. Failure to raise an issue
before the close of the record during the comment period/final evidentiary hearing, by letter or in
person, or failure to provide statements or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker(s) and
the parties an adequate opportunity to respond to each issue raised precludes an appeal based on

that issue.

936.150(C) - Decision Criteria for voluntary alteration or restoration of a non-conforming use, not required

by law.

(C) Decision criteria.
(1) The alteration does not change the basic use even though the operational characterisics may

change. For example, one type of repair shop may be replaced with a different type of repair shop;
(2) The proposed alteration does not result in any greater adverse impact to the neighborhood; and

(3) The property development standards of the applicable zoning district are met or a variance
consistent with LCC Chapter 938 (Variance Procedure Code) is granted.

932.935(A) - Historic Resource Commission action
(A) Alteration. In the case of a request for a certificate for alteration of an historic property listed in the

Linn County Register of Historic Resources, the Historic Resource Commission shall either:
(1) Approve the request as submitted.

(2) Approve the request with modifications.

(3) Delay final decision on the request for up to 60 days to allow time for an alternative to the alteration
being requested. At the end of the 60 day delay period, the Historic Resource Commission shall approve
the request, approve the request with modifications or deny the request.

4) Deny the request.

932.940 - Decision criteria
(A) To preserve the historic architectural integrity and provide for building safety of historic properties,

recommendations concerning alterations shall be based on the following:
(1) The standards in LCC 932.945 ; and

(2) Applicable state and local codes and ordinances related to building, fire and life safety.

934.430(B) - Historic property alteration review standards:

(B) Alteration review standards.
(1) The distinguishing original qualities or characteristics of a building, property or site and its

environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or
distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible.

(2) All buildings, properties and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. Alterations
that have no historical basis or that seek to create a different style shall be discouraged.
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(3) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and
development of a building, property or site and its environment. These changes may have
acquired significance in their own right and this significance shall be recognized and respected.

(4) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a building,
property or site shall be treated with sensitivity.

(5) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, whenever
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material
being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and other visual qualities. Repair or
replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of
features, substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural
designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or properties.

(6) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological resources
affected by or adjacent to any project. '

(7) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical,
architectural or cultural material and such design is-compatible with the size, scale, color,
material and characteristics of the property, neighborhood or environment.

(8) Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to properties shall be done in sucha manner
that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential fom and
integrity of the property would be unimpaired.

2. Please note the deadline stated in the accompanying notice for submitting your writtencomments
for decisions to be made by the Planning and Building Department.

3. If a public hearing is scheduled before either the Historic Resources Commission or the Board of
County Commissioners, written and/or oral comments may be submitted either before and/or
during that hearing. Please note the time and date of the hearing in the accompanying nofice.

4. A map(s) depicting the parcel under review and surrounding lands is attached to the notice.

5. A copy of the application, all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the applicant
and the applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be provided at
reasonable cost. For applications scheduled for public hearing, a staff report will be available for
inspection at the Department at least seven days prior to the hearing. A copy of the staff report will

be provided at reasonable cost.

6.  If additional documents or evidence are provided by any party, the local government may allow a
continuance or leave the record open to allow the parties a reasonable opportunity torespond.
Any continuance or extension of the record requested by the applicant shall result in a
cormresponding extension of the 150-day time limitations of ORS 215.428.

7.  Prior to the conclusion of the initial evidentiary hearing, any participant may request an opportunity
to present additional evidence or testimony regarding the application. The decision maker shall
grant the request by either (a) continuing the public hearing or (b) leaving the record open for
additional written evidence or testimony. If the decision maker grants a continuance, the hearing
shall be continued to a date, time and place certain at least seven days from the initial hearing.

Exhibit # H .
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10.

(a) At the continued hearing, persons may present and rebut new evidence and testimony. If new
written evidence is submitted, any person may request, prior to the close of the continued
hearing, that the record be left open for at least seven more days to submit additional written
evidence or testimony to respond to the new written evidence.

(b) Ifthe record is left open, it shall remain open for at least seven days. During the period the
record was left open, any participant may file a written request with the local government for
an opportunity to respond to new evidence submitted. [f the record has been closed and
such arequest has been timely filed, the record shall be reopened. Unless waivedby the
applicant, the applicant shall have at least seven days after the record is closed to all other
parties to submit final written arguments in support of the application. The applicant’s final
submittal shall be considered part of the record, but shall not include any new evidence. If the
record is reopened to admit new evidence or testimony, any person may raise new issues
which relate to the new evidence, testimony or decision criteria for the application. Except
when requested or agreed to by the applicant, the extension shall be subject to the 150-day

limitations of ORS 215.428.

Appeal of a decision of the Historic Resources Commission results in a new hearing before the Board
of County Commissioners.

Testimony or evidence previously submitted to the Commission must be resubmitted by the parties to
the Board for the new hearing.

If this case is scheduled for a public hearing, the hearing will begin with a declaration of any ex
parte contacts (contacts which occurred outside of the public hearing) or any conflict of interest by
the decision makers. This will be followed by the staff report from the planning department. Then
the applicant (or appellant if case is an appeal) will testify, followed by testimony by other people in
support of the application. After the people who are in favor of the application are finished,
testimony from opponents will begin. This will be followed by testimony from people who neither
favor nor oppose the application. The applicant will then be given the opportunity for rebuttal. The
decision makers are free to ask questions of any person who has testified or of staff at any point

during the hearing.

If the hearing is continued or the record is left open, the chairperson will announce the date, time,
and place for resumption of the hearing and/or what limitations exist on further testimony or
submittal of written materials. If a site visit is warranted, the chairperson will announce the time and
date of such a visit. If the hearing and record are closed, the decision makers will begin
deliberations and/or will announce the time, date and place when the decision will be made.
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State of Oregon

SS

County of Linn

LINN COUNTY PLANNING

PO BOX 100
ALBANY, OR 97321

ORDER NUMBER

I, Mary Kay Wiens, being first duly sworn depose and say, that | am
the Legal Clerk of the Democrat-Herald, a newspaper of general
circulation, as defined by section 193.010 O.R.S., published at 600
Lyon St S. Albany, OR, in the aforesaid county and state; that a copy
is hereto Annexed, was published in the entire issue of said

newspaper.

100381

PUBLISHED ON: 10/25/2018

TOTAL AD COST: 276.00
FILED ON: 1\9/29/2018
L7/)/7//%/!/1 /4//% /\) (LA
Mary Kay Wiend {

Legal Clerk

lae S AL 1

Subscribed and sworn to before me 6n Oefiaer27

20/8"

Cyndi Rae Sprinkel-Hart, Notary

OFFICIAL STAMP
CYNDI RAE SPRINKEL-HART
NOTARY PUBLIC - OREGON

7976

‘0oof of Publication **%*

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Thursday, November 15, 2018 at 7:00 p.m.
in the Old Armory Building on the comer of 4th Avenue and Lyon Street, Albany
Oregon a public hearing will be held before the Linn County Hisloric Resource
Commission (Commission). This hearing is to afford interested parties an
opportunity to be heard on the following matter. Any comments you wish to
provide will be appreciated; however, Oragon law requires that lesimony and
evidence musl be directed toward the decision criteria. You may present your
testimony at the public hearing or pravide written comments to this Department
before the public hearing dates. The Commission will make a decision after
gllosgmo[l the hearing. This meeting location is accessible to persons with
sabilities.

PD18-0262: a request by Hans and Shelbie Coon to remove or demolish a
house listed on the Linn County Register of Historic Resources and the National
Register of Historic Places, identified as the Joseph Hamillon Famstead. The
applicant proposes to replace the dwelling with a new single family dwelling. The
property is located a%oroximalely 2,94 miles west of Tangent at 30021 Tangent
Drive, and is identified on Linn County Assessor maps as T12S, R04W, Section
09, Tax Lot 300, in the Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) zone.

PD18-0283: an application by Frank Walker and Associates on behalf of Mt.
Pleasant Community Church for a non-conforming use review to allera property
listed- on the Linn County Register of Historic Resources and the Nallonal
Register of Historic Places, identified as the Mount Pleasant Presbyterian
Church. The applicant proposes lo place a modular building on the property to
provide classrooms and sanitary facliities for the church. No alterations or
modifications to the existing church building are proposed. The property Is
located approximately 5.27 miles southeast of Stayton at 41935 Ridge Drive,
and is identified on Linn County Assessor maps as T09S, RO1W, Section 36,
Tax Lot 300, in the Exclusive Farm Use (EFU) zone.

The complete applicalions and identified decision criteria are available for review
in the Planning and Building Department Office, Room 114, Linn County

Courthouse. Copies will be made for a reasonable cost. Please contact Alyssa
Schrems at (541)967-3816, ext. 2366 regarding this application.

DATED this 22nd day of October 2018
LINN COUNTY HISTORIC RESOURCE COMMISSION

#100381 PUBLISH: October 25, 2018

~OCT 31 208
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816,Fax 541-926-2060

CERTIFICATION OF MAILING

|, Breeanna Oxford, of the Linn County Planning and Building Department, certify that the
attached notice concerning matters to be reviewed by the Linn County Board of
Commissioners in a public hearing on February 12th, 2019 and was mailed to the agencies
and persons shown as the owners of property within 1000 feet of the property described in
the attached notice as on the current tax rolls of the Linn County Assessor on the 22 day

of January 2019.

DATED this 22nd day of January 2019.

PD18-0283; FRANK WALKER & ASSOCIATES

; o Extibit #__
Page_%_of 1L



LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060

www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING

The following request will be reviewed by the Linn County Board of Commissioners at 10:00 a.m. on
February 12, 2019 in Room 200 of the Linn County Courthouse, 300 SW 4th Avenue, Albany, Oregon.
Any comments you wish to provide will be appreciated; however, Oregon law requires that testimony
and evidence must be directed toward the decision criteria. You may present your testimony at the
public hearing or provide written comments to this Department before the public hearing date.

PD18-0283; An appeal by Frank Walker on behalf of the Mount Pleasant Community Church of the
Linn County Historic Resource Commission (HRC) decision approving a Historic Resource Alteration
Review and a Non-Conforming Use Review to site a modular building to be used for clasrooms and
sanitary facilities for the church. The applicant is appealing the HRC permit condition prohibiting the
. addition of a covered breezeway. The property is located at 41935 Ridge Drive, at.the intersection
of Ridge Drive and Kingston-Jordan Drive, and approximately 5.27 miles southeast of Stayton (T09S,
ROTW, Section 36, Tax Lot 300). The hearing is de novo. A copy of the application and decision
criteria are available for review or purchase at a reasonable cost in the Linn County Planning and
Building Department office during normal office hours.

COMMENTS:

BY

AGENCY (IF ANY)

DATE

STAFF CONTACT PERSON: Alyssa Schrems; (541)967-3816, ext.2366 or aschrems@co.linn.or.us

Linn County State of Oregon Other
X | EHP Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
Parks X | Bldg Official DOGAMI ODSF Landowners
X | Assessor X | Roads DSL x | DLCD City Of:
x | GIS Surveyor Water Parks Other: HRC, SHPO
Flood Official ODFW State Fire Marshal RFD: Stayton

NOTICE TO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR, OR SELLER: ORS 215 requires that if you receive this
notice, it must be promptly forwarded to the purchaser.

Extibit #__H
Page__Z of | b_



1. Oregon law [ORS 215.416(5)] requires that local governments make copies of applicable decision
criteria available to any participant in a land use hearing. This application will be reviewed, and a
decision made, using the decision criteria listed below.

Sections 936.150(C), 932.935(A), and 932.940(A) of the Linn County Land Development Code
contain the decision criteria applicable to this review. Section 934.430(B) contains the standards

applicable to this review.

All testimony and evidence must be directed toward the criteria described above or other criteria
in the plan or land use regulations which you believe apply to the decision. Failure toraise an
issue before the close of the record during the comment period/final evidentiary hearing, by letter
or in person, or failure to provide statements or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker(s)
and the parties an adequate opportunity to respond to each issue raised precludes an appedl

based on that issue.

936.150(C) - Decision Criteria for voluntary alteration or restoration of a non-conforming use, not

required by law.

(C) Decision criteria.
. (1) The alteration does not change the basic use even though the operational characteiisfics may

change. For example, one type of repair shop may be replaced with a diferent type of repair -
shop;

(2) The proposed alteration does not result in any greater adverse impact to the neighborhood; and

(3) The property development standards of the applicable zoning district are met or a vaiance
consistent with LCC Chapter 938 (Variance Procedure Code) is granted.

932.935(A) - Historic Resource Commission action
(A) Alteration. In the case of a request for a certificate for alteration of an historic propertylisted in the

Linn County Register of Historic Resources, the Historic Resource Commission shall either:
(1) Approve the request as submitted.

(2) Approve the request with modifications.

(3) Delay final decision on the request for up to 60 days to allow time for an alternative to the
alteration being requested. At the end of the 60 day delay period, the Historic Resource Commission
shall approve the request, approve the request with modifications or deny the request.

4) Deny the request.

932.940 - Decision criteria
(A) To preserve the historic architectural integrity and provide for building safety of historic properties,

recommendations concerning alterations shall be based on the following:
(1) The standards in LCC 932.945 ; and

(2) Applicable state and local codes and ordinances related to building, fire and life safety.

934.430(B) - Historic property alteration review standards:

(B) Alteration review standards.
(1) The distinguishing original qualities or characteristics of a building, property or site and its

environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or
distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible. o
Exibit #__H
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(2) All buildings, properties and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time.
Alterations that have no historical basis or that seek to create a different style shallbe

discouraged.

(3) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history
and development of a building, property or site and its environment. These changes may
have acquired significance in their own right and this significance shall be recognized and

respected.

(4) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a
building, property or site shall be treated with sensitivity.

(5) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, whenever
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material
being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and other visual qudiities. Repair or
replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of
features, substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural
designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or

properties.

(6) Every reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeological resources
affected by or adjacent to any project.

(7) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical,
architectural or cultural material and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color,
material and characteristics of the property, neighborhood or environment.

(8) Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to properties shall be done in such a
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential

form and integrity of the property would be unimpaired.

If a public hearing is scheduled before either the Historic Resources Commission or the Board of
County Commissioners, written and/or oral comments may be submitted either before and/or
during that hearing. Please note the time and date of the hearing in the accompanying notice.

A map(s) depicting the parcel under review and surrounding lands is attached to the notice.

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the
applicant and the applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be provided
at reasonable cost. For applications scheduled for public hearing, a staff report will be available
for inspection at the Department at least seven days prior to the hearing. A copy of the staff

report will be provided at reasonable cost.

If additional documents or evidence are provided by any party, the local government may allow
a continuance or leave the record open to allow the parties a reasonable opportunity o
respond. Any continuance or extension of the record requested by the applicant shallresult in a
corresponding extension of the 150-day time limitations of ORS 215.428.

Prior to the conclusion of the initial evidentiary hearing, any participant may request an

opportunity to present additional evidence or testimony regarding the application. The decision
maker shall grant the request by either (a) continuing the public hearing or (b) leaving the record

Bane L
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the hearing shall be continued to a date, time and place certain at least seven days from the

initial hearing.

(a) At the continued hearing, persons may present and rebut new evidence and testimony. If
new written evidence is submitted, any person may request, prior to the close of the
continued hearing, that the record be left open for at least seven more days to submit

. additional written evidence or testimony to respond to the new written evidence.

(b) If the record is left open, it shall remain open for at least seven days. During the period the
record was left open, any participant may file a written request with the local government
for an opportunity to respond to new evidence submitted. If the record has been closed
and such a request has been timely filed, the record shall be reopened. Unless waived by
the applicant, the applicant shall have at least seven days after the record is closed to alll
other parties to submit final written arguments in support of the application. The applicant's
final submittal shall be considered part of the record, but shall not include any new
evidence. If the record is reopened fo admit new evidence or testimony, any person may
raise new issues which relate to the new evidence, testimony or decision criteria for the
application. Except when requested or agreed to by the applicant, the extension shall be
subject to the 150-day limitations of ORS 215.428.

7. Appeal of a decision of the Historic Resources Commission results in a new hearing before the
Board of County Commissioners.

8.  Testimony or evidence previously submitted to the Commission must be resubmitted by the parties
to the Board for the new hearing.

9. If this case is scheduled for a public hearing, the hearing will begin with a declaration of any ex
parte contacts (contacts which occurred outside of the public hearing) or any conflict of interest
by the decision makers. This will be followed by the staff report from the planning department.
Then the applicant (or appellant if case is an appeal) will testify, followed by testimony by other
people in support of the application. After the people who are in favor of the application are
finished, testimony from opponents will begin. This will be followed by testimony from people who
neither favor nor oppose the application. The applicant will then be given the opportunity for
rebuttal. The decision makers are free to ask questions of any person who has testified or of staff

at any point during the hearing.

If the hearing is continued or the record is left open, the chairperson will announce the date, time,
and place for resumption of the hearing and/or what limitations exist on further testimony or
submittal of written materials. If a site visit is warranted, the chairperson will announce the time
and date of such a visit. If the hearing and record are closed, the decision makers wil begin
deliberations and/or will announce the time, date and place when the decision will be made.
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104359-1 Salesperson(s) 09 LEGAL SALESPERSON

Public Hearing PD18-0283 Taken By Pam Burright

Schrems, Alyssa <aschrems@co.linn.or.us>
[Pam Burright 1/16/2019 2:28:36 PM]

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on February 12, 2019 at 10:00 a.m. in Room
200 of the Linn County Courthouse in Albany Oregon a public hearing will be
held before the Linn County Board of Commissioners (Board). This hearing is to
afford interested parties an opportunity to be heard on the following matter. Any
comments you wish to provide will be appreciated; however, Oregon law
requires that testimony and evidence must be directed toward the decision
criteria. You may present your testimony at the public hearing or provide written
comments to this Department before the public hearing dates. The Board will
make a decision after close of the hearing. The meeting location is accessible to
persons with disabilities.

PD18-0283; An appeal by Frank Walker on behalf of the Mount Pleasant
Community Church of the Linn County Historic Resource Commission (HRC)
decision approving a Historic Resource Alteration Review and a
Non-Conforming Use Review to site a modular building to be used for
classrooms and sanilary facililies for the church. The applicant is appealing
the HRC permit condition prohibiting the addition of a covered breezeway.
The property is located at 41935 Ridge Drive, at the intersection of Ridge
Drive and Kingston-Jordan Drive, and approximately 5.27 miles southeast of
Stayton (T09S, RO1W, Section 36, Tax Lot 300). The hearing is de novo. A
copy of the application and decision criteria are available for review or
purchase at a reasonable cost in the Linn County Planning and Building
Depariment office during normal office hours.

For more information please contact Alyssa Schrems at 541-967-3816 ext.
2366.

DATED this 16th day of January 2019
LINN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION
#104359 PUBLISH: January 22, 2019
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State of Oregon NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

SS ) NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on Febiuary 12, 2018 at 10:00 axti a1 Ruom
+ 200 of the Linn County Courthouse in Albany Oregon a public hearirig will he
County of Linn held before the Linn Counly Board of Commissionets (Board). This hesirng s to

afford nterested parties an opportunily 1o bie heard o the foilovang ciatler. Any
comments you wish to provide will be appreciated; however, Oregor iaw
requires that testimony and evidence must be directed teward lne decision
crileria. You maty present your testimony al the public learing o provicke vadten
comments to this Dopartmient before the public heanng dales The Beard wiil
make a decision after ciose of the heanng. The meeting location is accessivie 1o

LINN COUNTY PLANNING persons with disabilties.

PD18-0283: An appeal by Frank Walker on behall of the Mounl Pleasa
Community Church of the Linn County Histonc Resource Commission (IFC)

PO BOX 100 decision approving a Historic  Rescurce Alleration Review and a
Non-Conforming Use Review to site & modular buildicg lo be used for
classrooms and sanilary faciliies lor the church. The applicant is appealing

ALBANY, OR 97321 lhe HRC permit condition prohibiting the addition of a covered breezeway.

The properly is located al 41935 Ridge Drive. at the mtersection of Ridge
Drive and Kingston-Jordan Drive, and approximately 5.27 miles souihcast of
Stayton (T09S, RO1W. Scction 36. Tax Lot 300). The hearirg 1s do novo. A

ORDER NUMBER 104359 copy ol the application and decision crileria are available for review or
purchase al a reasonable cost in the Linn Counly Plantung and Buikiing
Depariment oftice during normal office ihours.

|’ Pam Burright, being fil’St du|y sworn depose and say, that | am the ggé;\ore information please contact Alyssa Schrems at 541-967 381C ext.

Legal Clerk of the Democrat-Herald, a newspaper of general
circulation, as defined by section 193.010 O.R.S., published at 600
Lyon St S. Albany, OR, in the aforesaid county and state; that a copy LINN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION

is hereto Annexed, was published in the entire issue of said 4104359 PUBLISH: Junuiry 22, 2019
newspaper.

DATED this 16th day of January 2019

Ll AN 25 o

Section: Public Notices
Category: 990 Public Notice

PUBLISHED ON: 01/22/2019

TOTAL AD COST: 231.20
FILED ON: { 1/23/2019

UYL KLU oN

Pam Burright
Legal Clerk

"z
‘/Cméé /chc, li(é{}

Su)éscnbed and sworn to before me on ’T@U,(Krir Z5
20
Cyndi Rae Sprinkel-Hart, Notary

SRS S S ST S St S O
OFFICIAL STAMP
CYNDH RAE SPRINKEL-HART
NOTARY PUBLIC - OHEGON

COMMISS!ON NO 95797
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

TO: Linn County Board of Commissioners

FROM: Linn County Planning & Building Department
PREPARED BY: Alyssa Schrems, Assistant Planner

DATE: February 11, 2019

RE: PD18-0283: Additional comments for the record

Additional written evidence, arguments, or testimony submitted after the staff report was
prepared, included:

e Comments from the Linn County Road Department, received January 29, 2019.
e Comments from Cheryl Degner, received February 9, 2019.

Copies of additional written comments received by the Planning and Building Department are
attached to this memo.



Schrems, Alyssa

T e
From: Cheryl Degner <csdegner@yahoo.com> Lg NN COUN E !
Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2019 8:46 AM .
To: Schrems, Alyssa
Subject: My Pleasant Church PD 18-028 FEB 11201
Planning & Building
Comments by Degner,Cheryl S NDer:_aner‘nf

Concerning Denial of Appeal to build a covered walkway at historical Mt Pleasant Church

We concur with HRC decision to allow Frank Walker ..representative and Mt Pleasant Church members to construct
classroom modular consistent with adherence with architectural facade of 1854 historical building upon a promise that
such construction would try to match character, structural elements of aforesaid building.

Recall Nov 15, 2018 HRC public meeting concerning acceptance of modular and covered walkway.

No drawing, sketch , photo were presented. HRC members present Nov 15, 2018 public meeting cited that lack of
such evidence hindered their decisions. A modular was suggested with promise to include structural elements that
reflected the church. Would that include 6-paneled windows , peaked roof , matching siding ?

The construction of the modular was accepted.

The proposed walkway was denied.
The denied covered open -sided walkway is desired by the group.

Alteration Standards with comments follow:

B1 Distinuishing original qualities or characteristics of a building , property, or site and its environment shall not be
destroyed.

The removal or alteration of any historical material or distinctive architecture should be avoided.

A bell tower was added some time ago.....we don't know if there was a permit.

B2 all buildings , properties, and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time. Alterations that have no
historical basis or that seek to create a different style shall be discouraged:
: Awning on modular porch, open-sided breezeway , refusal to move modular a bit to the west to enable viewer to
experience the historical beauty of this building do not enhance this building.

See ...pictures of historical Oregon churches ...on the Internet. | could not find one with a covered walkway,
though some had adjacent buildings.

B3 Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and development of a
building,project, or site, and it environment. These changes may have acquired significance in their own right, and this
significance shall be recognized :

Agree, indeed cutting of some trees had to be made. A restroom would be preferable.

B7 Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be discouraged when such
alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical, architectural or cultural material and such design is
compatible with the size , scale, color, material, and characteristics of the property, neighborhood, or environment.

" We have not seen plans, pictures, sketches for walkways, porches, modular. It is hard to make this decision without
visual proofs." Nov 15, 2018 HRC comment. :
Only footprint map was provided .

However... Thank you, Mt Pleasant Church members for your care and restoration, and keeping this entity a church.




Upon completion of Nov 15 meeting, Mt Peasant group was assured by their representative, that he would oppose the
denial for a covered walkway. He remarked to the HRC committee ....that Mt Pleasant group would appeal the denial of
the walkway, and he would see them again in court.

The modular construction was accepted. The covered walkway was denied.

Our concern....as neighbors, land owners, past parishioners and caretakers....is with the denial repeal of the covered

walkway.
Please uphold HRC decision to deny this edifice.
The church does not have a covered walkway. Most historical Oregon churches appear not to have such walkways.

Precipitation and wind would still reach the parishioners.
Please deny the construction of covered walkway by upholding HRC decision to deny it.

Cheryl Degner

I can't attend Feb 12 meeting for PD 18-028. | have mailed this plea to you and Chairman Wheeldon in hopes it will be
read by committee members and concerned audience. | sent a letter to you and Chr Wheeldon, perhaps they will not
arrive in time.

I left a notebook about the church... and as much as | could find ... history with HRC official at the 15 Nov meeting.
Perhaps it could be taken to Feb 12 meeting Rm 200 PD 18-028 Could you share this with him and other concerned
members?

Thank you



Schrems, Alyssa
T e T e T L R e T e o e R S o= )

Cheryl Degner <csdegner@yahoo.com>

From:

Sent: Saturday, February 09, 2019 11:17 AM

To: Schrems, Alyssa

Subject: List of pioneer churches in Oregon...add to letter sent to planning commission

Small sample of churches that have no covered walkways...some have attached smaller buildings St John's Episcopal Old
Scotch Church ..Tualatin Valley Oak Grove Church Oaks Pioneer Church..w built-on N. Palestine Church moved to Adair
Village Episcopal Church..The Dalles, OR Baker Cabin Historical Site ...pioneer church Olive and Hurley Old School Bapyist

Cloverdale, Church

See Patti Shute ..Old Oregon Churches
See pictures of old historic churches in Oregon on Internet

Most older historic churches have no covered walkways. If they have an adjacent building, it appears to be an period

correct addition.

Thank you, Cheryl Degner

LINN LQ%T\{ |
FEB 11209 | |

i

——e |
Planning & Building |
X !
_Department |




LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING

The_following request will be reviewed by the Linn County Board of Commissioners at 16:00 a.m. on
M\ Room 200 of the Linn County Courthouse, 300 SW 4ih Avenue, Albany, Oregon.
Any comments you wish to provide will be appreciated; however, Oregon law requires that testimony

and evidence must be directed toward the decision criteria. You may present your testimony at the
public hearing or provide written comments to this Department before the public hearing date.

PD18-0283; An appeal by Frank Walker on behalf of the Mount Pleasant Community Church of the
Linn County Historic Resource Commiission {HRC) decision approving a Historic Resource Alteration
Review and a Non-Conforming Use Review to site a modular building fo be used for classrooms and
sanitary facilities for the church. The applicant is appedaling the HRC permit condition prohibiting the
addition of a covered breezeway. The property is located at 41935 Ridge Drive, at the intersection
of Ridge Drive and Kingston-Jordan Drive, and approximately 5.27 miles southeast of Stayton (TO9S,
RO1W, Section 36, Tax Lot 300). The hearing is de novo. A copy of the application and decision
criteria are available for review or purchase at a reasonable cost in the Linn County Planning and
Building Department office during normal office hours.

COMMENTS: /UD éﬁ/lld/f éyjj

BY %&M&TQI_«’ % [ AGENCY (IF ANY) LMZ@ DATE } “ZQ¢6

STAFF CONTACT PERSON: Alyssa Schrems; (541)967-3816, ext.2366 or aschrems@co.linn.or.us

Linn County State of Oregon Other
X | EHP Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
Parks X | Bldg Official DOGAMI ODSF x_{ Landowners
X | Assessor x_| Roads DSL x { DLCD City Of:
X | GIS Surveyor X § Waier Parks X § Otiher: HRC, SHPO
Flood Oificial ODFW State Fire Marshal x § RFD: Stayion

NOTICE TO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR, OR SELLER: ORS 215 requires that if you receive this
notice, it must be prompily forwarded to the purchaser.



LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

FROM: Linn County Planning & Building Department
PREPARED BY: Alyssa Schrems, Assistant Planner

DATE: February 11, 2019

RE: PD18-0283: Additional comments for the record

Additional written evidence, arguments, or testimony submitted after the staff report was
prepared, included:

e Comments from the Lucinda Huntley, received February 11, 2019.
e Comments from Cheryl Degner, received February 11, 2019.

Copies of additional written comments received by the Planning and Building Department are
attached to this memo.
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Linn County Planning and Building Department A
Feb 12,2019, Room 200 PD 18-028 e

Uphold HRC decision of 15 Nov 2018
to prohibit addition of a covered walkway

from Historical Mt Pleasant Church
to accepted building of classroom modular

Comments by George and Cheryl Degner, and Matthew Degner ...concerned
neighbors, former parishioners and caretakers, and land owners.

Concerning Denial of appeal Mt Pleasant Church
41935 Ridge Dr, Scio, Stayton, OR
15 Nov, 2018 by HRC- Linn County Historic Resource Commission

to build a covered walkway from historic church
to accepted construction of classroom modular

4 / /\L/Q’Q’QL/ {Zy,a/w g/y/%m/é PD 18-028 #£2; /zg,ea/&

Mt Pleasant Church and rep Frank Walker attempt to repeal HRC permit prohibition
of the addition of a covered breezeway from the historical 1854 church—US and Linn

Co Historical Building,

We concur with HRC decision to allow group to construct desired classroom modular
consistent with adherence with architectural facade of historical building

..upon a promise that such construction would try to match character, structural elements
of aforesaid historical building...no drawing, sketch, photo was presented. Committee
cited that the lack of the latter hindered their decision. A modular was cited with promise
of care to include structural elements that reflected the church, Again, no picture was
available.Would that include 6- paneled windows, peaked roof, matching siding?
Covered walkway is desired by church group...but no rendering was presented nor
mention of awning or open-sided breezeway.

Alteration Standards B1 and B2 and comments follow:

B1 distinguishing original qualities or characteristics of a building, property or site and
its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historical
material or distinctive architectural should be avoided when possible.

B2 All buildings , properties and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time.
Alternations that have no historical basis or that seek to create a different style shall be
discouraged. Bell tower was added several years ago. Awning on modular porch, open-
sided breezeway, refusal to consider retracting modular a bit to the west to enable viewer
to experience the historical beauty of this building do not enhance the appearance of this



building. See historical pictures of Oregon churches on the Internet...I couldn't find

one with a covered walkway. Many had adjacent classrooms.

B3 Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the
history and development of a building, project or site and its environment. These
changes may have acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be

recognized and respected.
Agree, indeed cutting of some trees had to be made, Restroom would be preferable.

B7 Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be
discouraged when such alternations and additions do not destroy significant historical,
architectural or cultural material and such design is compatible with the size, scale,
color, material and characteristics of the property, neighborhood or environment.
Again “we have not seen plans, pictures, sketches for walkways, porches, modular. It is
hard to make a decision without visual proofs.”.....HRC. Why does modular need three

offices?
But thank you for your care and restorations of the church.

Upon completion of Nov 15 meeting, Mt. Pleasant group was assured by their lawyer,

that he would oppose this decision
Indeed he remarked to HRC group that the group will appeal; and he would

see them again in court!

Our concern is with the denial repeal of the covered open-sided walkway and awning
covered porch.
The church has no such covered walkway —certainly no awning. Precipitation and wind
would still reach the parisheners.
“Modular design compatible to the church? 6 paneled windows,covered walkway, piked
roof, lap siding, adherence to character and time of church? No pictures were presented
showing such compliance. Would be nice. -« %, WAL
® F Al eqan gnainifai 24 yft Tm:j
¢ &’Wwo{' Wb} e
Thank . you for your time,
/ / 1L& Lli/ ’/" i,.\.:.\\"- \, k.f-i, a}/l}g,.&
Cheryt'S Degner
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Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING

The following request will be reviewed by the Linn County Board of Commissioners at 10:00 a.m. on
February 12, 2019 in. Room. 200 of the Linn County Courthouse, 300 SW 4t Avenue, Albany, Oregon.
Any comments You wish to provide will be dppreciated; however, Oregon law requires that testimony
and evidehce must be. directed toward the decision criteria. You may present your testimony af the
public Hearifig or provide written comments fo this Department before the public hearing date.

PD18-0283; An appeal by Frank Walker on behalf of the Mount Pleasant Community Church of the

Linn County Historic Resource Commission (HRC) decision Approving a Historic Resource Alterafion

Review anda Non-Conforming Use Review to site a modular building to be used for classrooms and

sanitary facilities for the church. The applicant is appealing the HRC permit condition prohibiting the
. addition of a covered breezeway. The property is located at 41935 Ridge Drive, at the intersection

of Ridge Drive and Kingston-Jordan Drive, and approximately 5.27 miles southeast of Stayton (T09s,

OMMENTS;_
Jevr b
r‘{ , G 5 x{'l }/(.(‘:‘ s o”)} ) 2 )
o pheegbS oG AGENCY (IF ANY) DATE_ 5\ {0 /o

AFF CONTACT PERSON: Alyssa Schrems; (541 )967-3816, ext.2346 or dschrems@co linn.or.us

Linn County State of Oregon Other
K | EHP Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
Parks X | Bldg Oificial DOGAMI ODSF X | Landowners
¢ | Asséssor X_| Roads DsL X | DLCD City Of:
(| GIS Surveyor X | Water Parks X | Other: HRC, SHPO
Flood Official ODFW State Fire Marshal X | RFD:; Stayton

NICETO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR, OR SELLER: ORS 215 requires that if you receive this
ce, it must be promptly forwarded to the purchaser.







Linn County Planning and Building Department .
Feb 12,2019, Room 200 PD 18-028

Uphold HRC decision of 15 Nov 2018 Lo FEBl1am
to prohibit addition of a covered walkway ~ oo
from Historical Mt Pleasant Church R e

to accepted building of classroom modular

Comments by George and Cheryl Degnet, and Matthew Degner ...concerned
neighbors, form/e_r parishioners and caretakers, and land owners.

oy /5_4
Conceming)enial of appeal Mt Pleasant Church
41935 Ridge Dr, Scio, Stayton, OR
15 Nov, 2018 by HRC- Linn County Historic Resource Commission

to build a covered walkway from historic church
to accepted construction of classroom modular

W loanll /*45/&/&(&4’%@(5;7}%/&&??]) 18'023/ b povetscle pa bt

Mt Pleasant Church and ref> Frank Walker attempt to repeal HRC permit prohibition
of the addition of a covered breezeway from the historical 1854 church—US and Linn

Co Historical Building,

We concur with HRC decision to allow group to construct desired classroom modular
consistent with adherence with architectural facade of historical building

..upon a promise that such construction would try to match character, structural elements
of aforesaid historical building...no drawing, sketch, photo was presented. Committee
cited that the lack of the latter hindered their decision. A modular was cited with promise
of care to include structural elements that reflected the church, Again, no picture was
available.Would that include 6- paneled windows, peaked roof, matching siding?
Covered walkway is desired by church group...but no rendering was presented nor
mention of awning or open-sided breezeway.

Alteration Standards B1 and B2 and comments follow:

B1 distinguishing original qualities or characteristics of a building, property or site and

its environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historical

material or distinctive architectural should be avoided when possible.

B2 All buildings , properties and sites shall be recognized as products of their own time.
Alternations that have no historical basis or that seek to create a different style shall be
discouraged. Bell tower was added several years ago. Awning on modular porch, open-
sided breezeway, refusal to consider retracting modular a bit to the west to enable viewer

to experience the historical beauty of this building do not enhance the appearance of this

G gapoz. 1G], LTSS L K s - Creatate



building. See historical pictures of Oregon churches on the Internet...I couldn't find

one with a covered walkway. Many had adjacent classrooms.

B3 Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the
history and development of a building, project or site and its environment. These
changes may have acquired significance in their own right, and this significance shall be

recognized and respected.
Agree, indeed cutting of some trees had to be made, Restroom would be preferable.

B7 Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shallnot be
discouraged when such alternations and additions do not destroy significant historical,
architectural or cultural material and such design is compatible with the size, scale,
color, material and characteristics of the property, neighborhood or environment.
Again “we have not seen plans, pictures, sketches for walkways, porches, modular. It is
hard to make a decision without visual proofs.”...... HRC. Why does modular need three

offices? ,
But thank you for your care and restorations of the church.

Upon completion of Nov 15 meeting, Mt. Pleasant group was assured by their lawyer,

that he would oppose this decision
Indeed he remarked to HRC group that the group will appeal; and he would

see them again in court!

Our concern is with the denial repeal of the covered open-sided walkway and awning

covered porch.
The church has no such covered walkway —certainly no awning. Precipitation and wind

would still reach the parisheners.
“Modular design compatible to the church? 6 paneled windows,covered walkway, piked

roof, lap siding, adherence to character and time of church? No pictures were presented
showing such compliance. Would be nice.
. 3 //// e /pzu}flcéu(/ & ‘/ 427// (2. ﬁué 5

Thank you for your tlmé
".?&, g,b/,,LQ /{}_(43/7 U R e

Chery] S Degner
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT:
Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse
PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

NOTICE OF LAND USE HEARING

The following request will be reviewed by the Linn County Board of Commissioners at 10:00 a.m. on
February 12, 2019 in Room 200 of the Linn County Courthouse, 300 SW 4th Avenue, Albany, Oregon.
Any comments you wish to provide will be appreciated; however, Oregon law requires that testimony
and evidence must be directed toward the decision criteria. You may present your testimony at the
public hearing or provide written comments to this Department before the public hearing date.

PD18-0283; An appeal by Frank Walker on behalf of the Mount Pleasant Community Church of the
Linn County Historic Resource Commission (HRC) decision Qpproving a Historic Resource Alteration
Review and a Non-Conforming Use Review to site a moddlar building to be used for classrooms and
sanitary facilities for the church. The applicant is appealing the HRC permit condition prohibiting the

. addition of a covered breezeway. The property is located at 41935 Ridge Drive, ai.the infersection
of Ridge Drive and Kingston-Jordan Drive, and approximately 5.27 miles southeast of Stayton (T09S,
ROTW, Section 36, Tax Lot 300). The hearing is de novo. A copy of the application and decision
criteria are available for review or purchase at a reasonable cost in the Linn County Planning and
Building Department office during normal office hours.

D) . 7
COMMENTS: . S ] AL
//\éyg{ 7:) ADIUA L :’f);’/?’
77 7 N7 Y /
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STAFF CONTACT PERSON: Alyssa Schrems; (541)967-3816, ext.2366 or aschrems@co finn.or.us
Linn County " State of Oregon Other
X | EHP Sheriff DEQ ODOT/OSHD School:
Parks X | Bldg Official DOGAMI ODSF X | Landowners
X _| Assessor X | Roads DSL x | DLCD City Of:
x | GIS Surveyor X | Water Parks X | Other: HRC, SHPO
Flood Official ODFW State Fire Marshal X § RFD: Stayton

NOTICE TO MORTGAGEE, LIENHOLDER, VENDOR, OR SELLER: ORS 215 requires that if you receive this
nofice, it must be promptly forwarded to the purchaser.



1. Oregon ch{ [ORS 215.416(5)] requires that local governments make copies of applicable decision
criteria available fo any participant in a land use hearing. This application will be reviewed, and a
decision made, using the decision criteria listed below.

Sections 936.150{(}), 932.935(A), and 932.940(A) of the Linn County Land Development Code
contain the decision criteria applicable to this review. Section 934.430( B) contains the standards

applicable to this review.

All testimony and evidence must be directed toward the criteria described above or other driteria
in the plan or land use regulations which you believe apply to the decision. Failure tormise an
issue before the close of the record during the comment period/final evidentiary hearing, by letter
or in person, or failure to provide statements or evidence sufficient to afford the decision maker(s)
and the parties an adequate opportunity to respond to each issue raised precludes anappeal

based on thaft issue.

936.150(C) - Decision Criteria for voluntary alieration or resioration of a non-conforming use, not

required by law.

(C) Decision criteria.
_ (1) The alteration does not change the basic use even though the operational characteistics may

change. For example, one type of repair shop may be replaced with a different type ofrepair -
shop; :

(2) The proposed alteration does not result in any greater adverse impact to the neighbahood:; and

(3) The property development standards of the applicable zoning district are met or a vaiance
consistent with LCC Chapter 938 (Variance Procedure Code) is granted.

932.935(A) - Historic Resource Commission action
(A) Alteration. In the case of a request for a certificate for alteration of an historic propertylisted in the

Linn County Register of Historic Resources, the Historic Resource Commission shalll either:
(1) Approve the request as submifted.

(2) Approve the request with modifications.

(3) Delay final decision on the request for up to 60 days to allow time for an alternative tothe
alteration being requested. At the end of the 60 day delay period, the Historic Resource Commission
shall approve the request, approve the request with modifications or deny the request.

4) Deny the request.

_ 932,940 - Decision crifetia .

(A) To preserve the historic architectural integrity and provide for building safety of historic properties,
recommendations concerning alterations shall be based on the following:
(1) The standards in LCC 932.945 ; and

(2) Applicable state and local codes and ordinances related to building, fire and life safety.

Y. 934.430 alieration review standards:

(B) Alteration review standards.
(1) The distinguishing original qualities or characteristics of a building, property orsite and its

environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic materiq| or

distinctive architectural features should bzgvoi‘%ed whjglr{5 possible. /V%!:"' ol 0 %
ng?:/.\s Standard s ato- . A P 19 o provit dee
2% : W ennd walbus
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@AH buildings, properties and sites shall be recognized as products of their own fime.
terations that have no historical basis or that seek to create a different style shallbe
discouraged. Zeli 1ot Quldsel wlibvise, SN2 :
; hanges which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history
“dnd development of a building, property or site and its environment. These changes may
have acquired significance in their own rig@‘ gggjhis significance shall be recognized and

respected. C ity Ab acmom prodal o)

(4) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled crafismanship which characterize o
building, property or site shall be treated with sensitivity.

(5) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, whenever
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the maiterial
being replaced in composition, design, color, texture and other visual quadilities. Repair or
replacement of missing architeciural feditures should be based on dccurate duplications of
features, substantiated by historic, physical or pictorial evidence rather than on conjecturall
designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or

properties.

very reasonable effort shall be made to protect and preserve archaeolo gicalresources HZ
affected by or adjdcent to any project.. D &j*/yugt Apdicce _tc}f f{‘ﬁf’-"’f'q‘{ ’Hfﬁ !' -
'/"\'——'~~-—4-——.—_._.._——»~"—'— R "_ )8 BT > & [ p = 2 w =, 2
) _ fc:-@’v@"i’) - g guls ’r‘fw? e we anabe. s
(7) Contemporary design for alterations dnd additions to existing properties shall not be cwdn el '
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical, auwv

architectural or cultural material and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color,

material and characteristics of the properly, neighborhood or environment.

(8) Wherever possible, new additions or alterations to properties shall be done insuch g
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed in the future, the essential

form and integrity of the property would be unimpaired.

If a public hearing is scheduled before either the Historic Resources Commission or the Board of
County Commissioners, written and/or oral comments may be submitted either before and/or
during that hearing. Please note the time and date of the hearing in the accompanying notice.

A map(s) depicting the parcel under review and surrounding lands is attached to the notice.

A copy of the application, all documents and evidence submitted by or on behalf of the
applicant and the applicable criteria are available for inspection at no cost and will be provided
at reasonable cost. For applications scheduled for public hearing, a staff report will be available
for inspection at the Depariment at least seven days prior to the hearing. A copy of the staff

report will be provided at reasonable cost.

If additional documents or evidence are provided by any party, the local governme.nf may allow
a continuance or leave the record open to allow the parties a reasonable opportunity to
respond. Any contfinuance or extension of the record requested by the applicant shallresult in a

corresponding extension of the 150-day time limitations of ORS 215.428.

Prior to the conclusion of the initial evidentiary hearing, any participant may request an
opportunity to present additional evidence or testimony regarding the application. The decision
maker shall grant the request by either (a) continuing the public hearing or (b) leaving the record
open for additional written evidence or testimony. If the decision maker grants a continuance,




the hearing shall be continued to a date, time and place certain at least seven days fom the

initial hearing -

(a) At the continued hearing, persons may present and rebut new evidence and tesimony. If
new written evidence is submitted, any person may request, prior to the close of he
continued hearing, that the record be left open for at least seven more days to siomit

~ additional written evidence or testimony fo respond to the new written evidence.

(b) If the recordis left open, it shall remain open for at least seven days. During the period the
record was left open, any participant may file a written request with the local government
for an opportunity to respond to new evidence submitted. If the record has beenclosed
and such arequest has been timely filed, the record shall be reopened. Unless wiived by
the applicant, the applicant shall have at least seven days after the record is closed to all
other pairties to submit final written arguments in support of the application. The applicant's
final submittal shall be considered part of the record, but shall not include any nhew
evidence. li the record is reopened fo admit new evidence or testimony, cny person may
raise new issues which relate to the new evidence, testimony or decision criferia for the
application. Except when requested or agreed fo by the applicant, the extensionshall be
subject to the 150-day limitations of ORS 215.428.

" Appeal of a decision of the Historic Resources Commission results in a new hearing before the
Board of County Commissioners.

Testimony or evidence previously submitted to the Commission must be resubmiited bythe parties
to the Board for the new hearing.

If this case is scheduled for a public hearing, the hearing will begin with a declaration of any ex
parte contacts (contacts which occurred outside of the public hearing) or any conflictof interest
by the decision makers. This will be followed by the staff report from the planning depatment.
Then the applicant (or appellant if case is an appeal) will testify, followed by testimony by other
people in support of the application. After the people who are in favor of the application are
finished, testimony from opponents will begin. This will be followed by testimony from people who
neither favor nhor oppose the application. The applicant will then be given the opportunity for
rebuttal. The decision makers are free to ask questions of any person who has testified or of staff

at any point during the hearing.

If the hearing is continued or the record is left open, the chairperson will announce thedate, time,
and place for resumption of the hearing and/or what limitations exist on further testimony or
submittal of writien materials. If a site visit is warranted, the chairperson will announce the time
and date of such a visit. If the hearing and record are closed, the decision makers wilbegin
deliberations and/or will announce the time, date and place when the decision will bemade.




Linn County Planning & Building Department

Notice Map
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LINN COUNTY PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT

Robert Wheeldon, Director

Room 114, Linn County Courthouse

PO Box 100, Albany, Oregon 97321

Phone 541-967-3816 Fax 541-926-2060
www.co.linn.or.us

TO: Linn County Board of Commissioners

FROM: Linn County Planning & Building Department
PREPARED BY: Alyssa Schrems, Assistant Planner

DATE: February 22, 2019

RE: PD18-0283: Additional comments for the record

Additional written evidence, arguments, or testimony submitted after the staff report was
prepared, included:

e Comments from Glenn Harrison, received February 12, 2019.

¢ Comments from Donna Brown on behalf of Richard and Barbara Kreilich, received
February 19, 2019.

e Comments from Gary and Carol Zolkoske, received February 19, 2019.

e Comments from Richard and Judith Frohreich, received February 21, 2019.

Copies of additional written comments received by the Planning and Building Department are
attached to this memo.



OPPOSITION TO APPEAL OF HRC DECISION

Good morning. | am Glenn Harrison and am here today to oppose the effort to undo part of the
decision made by the Linn County Historic Resources Commission concerning the community

church near Stayton.

As you know the members of the Historic Resources Commission are appointed by the Linn
County Board of Commissioners. This is my 26th year on that commission and the 20th as its
vice-chair.

When this early Cumberland Presbyterian Church was built, it would have had an outhouse
separate from the church building. Over time the church became a community church with a
porta-potty outside. The HRC members understood the church member’s desire to have a
second building with restroom facilities, but larger to include a classroom, meeting area, and an
office. The church members were willing to have the new building look like the church building
and not detract from the historic church.

The HRC members voted to approve the request, but with the restriction that there would not be
a covered walkway between the church and the new building. It was our opinion that such a
covering would detract from the historic character of the church setting. It is our hope that the
Linn County Commissioners will not approve the request made in the appeal before you and
today support maintaining the historic character to this property. Thank you.




Schrems, Alxssa

From: Donna Brown <Donna_Brown@oldmillcenter.org>
Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 3:39 PM

To: Schrems, Alyssa

Subject: Fwd: PO18-0283- Mount Pleasant Comnunity Church

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device

LINN COUNTY
FEB 19 2019

Planning & Building
Department

Sent from my T-Mobile 4G LTE Device

-------- Original message --------

From: donna_brown <donna_brown@oldmillcenter.org>

Date: 2/19/19 3:21 PM (GMT-08:00)

To: aschrems@co.linn.or.ud

Subject: PO18-0283- Mount Pleasant Comnunity Church Attention Robert Wheeldon

To whom it may concern:
I'm writing for my parents, Richard and Barbara Kreilich about the proposed building plans of Mount Pleasant

Community Church located on RidgeDr. This information is for Robert Wheeldon.

Upon review of the revised layout dated 12-13-2018, we are rejecting the so called breezeway from the modular
towards the church. This walkway takes away from the historic aspect of the church.

Further questions or concerns can be address by Richard and Barbara Kreilich
40143 Kingston Jordan Rd

Scio, OR 97374

503-769-6240

Sent from my T-Maobile 4G LTE Device



Schrems, Alyssa
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From: KPIK-FM (Carol Z.) <kpik@wvi.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2019 4:18 PM
To: Schrems, Alyssa
Subject: breezeway

February 20, 2019

Regarding the appeal by Frank Walker on behalf of Mt. Pleasant Community Church of the
HRC Permit condition prohibiting the addition of a covered breezeway.

We are Mt. Pleasant area residents. My wife and I care very much about historical preservation.
My wife is a founding member of the Santiam Heritage Foundation (SHF). She has been (and
still is) a SHF board member for over 16 years. We are very much involved with the
renovation, restoration and preservation of the historical Brown House in Stayton Oregon. my
wife and I oppose the addition of a covered breezeway. If constructed, it would be a visual
blemish on the appearance of the historic church building and is unnecessary. Since the church
parking lot has no breezeway, we assume in inclement weather, people will arrive in coats, hats
umbrellas etc. for the weather. This gear would also be necessary to get them to the modular
building from the church. Furthermore, with just a roof, wind and rain will still be a problem.

In the interests of preserving the historic church in its unique oak grove setting with minimal
change, PLEASE do not revoke the HRC decision. PLEASE oppose the area breezeway.

Thank you,

Gary and Carol Zolkoske
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FEB 19 2019

Planning & Building
Department




Schrems, Alyssa
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From: Richard Frohreich <fro@wvi.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 20, 2019 7:11 PM
To: Schrems, Alyssa
Subject: Linn County Land Use Comment
Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Alyssa,
My husband and | have been residents on Huntley Road for more than 30 years. The pioneer church now, Mount

Pleasant Community Church, has been a cherished historical landmark. Once ensconced with old growth timber this
building has been an aesthetic gem for the surrounding communities. The image and footprint of this dear little
church represents years of history and a building style which has been deemed historically and architecturally
significant. It is striking in its simplicity and character.

We strongly disagree with the appeal to build a breezeway. It would create a line that would interrupt the setting and
conflict with the architectural style of the old frame church.. It would also detract from the immediate spacial pastoral
frame. The functionality of the breezeway wouldn’t appear to improve movement in weather that the members don’t
already have to experience on the way from the parking lot to the church.

As Linn County residents and community members , we would urge the board to deny the appeal and preserve this little
church in situ .

Sincerely,

Richard and Judith Frohreich
40718 Huntley Rd. SE
Stayton, Or. 97383




LINN COUNTY GENERAL SERVICES
330 Third Avenue SW Albany, Oregon 97321
Phone: (541) 967-3880 Fax: (541)928-3517

RUSSELL WILLIAMS
Director
Date: February 26, 2019
To: Board of Commissioners
RE: R&O 2019-049, Follow-up Paperwork to Convey Foreclosed Property

The Board accepted a sealed bid at regularly scheduled and duly advertised meeting
on February 12, 2019 for the following property:

#304192 - .11 acre strip in Crawfordsville
o Sale price: $1,500
o RMV -$550
o Sold to: Steven Schilling
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After Recording Return to:

Steven Schilling
36969 Courtney Creek Dr.
Brownsville, OR 97327

Send Tax Statements To:
Steven Schilling

36969 Courtney Creek Dr.
Brownsville, OR 97327

CONVEYANCE OF TAX FORECLOSED PROPERTY

LINN COUNTY, a political subdivision of the State of Oregon, Grantor, releases and quitclaims to Steven Schilling, Grantee, all right,
title and interest in and to the following described real property situated in Linn County, Oregon:

Map: 14S-1W-18AC, TL 7300 Account # 304192

Beginning at the Southwest Corner of Block 4, Glass Addition to Crawfordsville, Township 14 South , Range 1 West; thence West 17
% feet; thence North 270 feet more or less to South line of State Secondary Highway; thence East 17 % feet to Northwest Corner of
Block 4 in said addition; thence South to the point of beginning.

This conveyance is subject to any easements of record.
The true and actual consideration for this transfer is $ 1,500.00.

This conveyance is made pursuant to an Order of the Board of County Commissioners dated and recorded at the volume and page of
the County Commissioners Journal as stated below.

BEFORE SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT, THE PERSON TRANSFERRING FEE TITLE SHOULD INQUIRE
ABOUT THE PERSON’S RIGHTS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.301 AND 195.305 TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5 TO
11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007, SECTIONS 2 TO 9 AND 17, CHAPTER 855, OREGON LAWS 2009, AND
SECTIONS 2 TO 7, CHAPTER 8, OREGON LAWS 2010. THIS INSTRUMENT DOES NOT ALLOW USE OF THE PROPERTY
DESCRIBED IN THIS INSTRUMENT IN VIOLATION OF APPLICABLE LAND USE LAWS AND REGULATIONS. BEFORE
SIGNING OR ACCEPTING THIS INSTRUMENT,THE PERSON ACQUIRING FEE TITLE TO THE PROPERTY SHOULD
CHECK WITH THE APPROPRIATE CITY OR COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT TO VERIFY THAT THE UNIT OF
LAND BEING TRANSFERRED IS A LAWFULLY ESTABLISHED LOT OR PARCEL, AS DEFINED IN ORS 92.010 OR
215.010, TO VERIFY THE APPROVED USES OF THE LOT OR PARCEL, TO DETERMINE ANY LIMITS ON LAWSUITS
AGAINST FARMING OR FOREST PRACTICES, AS DEFINED IN ORS 30.930, AND TO INQUIRE ABOUT THE RIGHTS OF
NEIGHBORING PROPERTY OWNERS, IF ANY, UNDER ORS 195.300, 195.301 AND 195.305 TO 195.336 AND SECTIONS 5
TO 11, CHAPTER 424, OREGON LAWS 2007, SECTIONS 2 TO 9 AND 17, CHAPTER 855, OREGON LAWS 2009, AND
SECTIONS 2 TO 7, CHAPTER 8, OREGON LAWS 2010.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, LINN COUNTY, OREGON, the Grantor above named, has caused this Deed to be executed by its Board
of County Commissioners this day of ,2019.

Roger Nyquist, Chairperson

William C. Tucker, Commissioner

State of Oregon )
) ss.
County of Linn )

This instrument was acknowledged before me on , 2019, by
as Commissioners of the Board of County Commissioners for
Linn County.
Notary Public for Oregon
My Commission expires:
ORDER #2019-049 DATE: DOCUMENT NUMBER:

Map: 13S-1W-18AC, TL 7300 Account # 304192
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